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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

917 CONT. PETITION NO.15 OF 2019
IN WP/1411/2017

VITTHAL MAHADEV GAMBHIRE THROUGH NEXT FRIEND
TARAMATIVITTHAL GAMBHIRE
VERSUS
THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA AND OTHERS

Advocate for Petitioner : Ms. Madne (Narwate) Savita E
AGP for Respondents: Mrs. M.A. Deshpande

CORAM : PRASANNA B. VARALE &
NITIN W. SAMBRE, JJ.
DATED: 14™ MARCH, 2019

PER COURT:-

1. The grievance of the petitioner is, inspite of direction the
application was not decided and therefore, the present contempt

petition is filed.

2. In response to the notice of this Court, learned counsel
appearing for respondent Nos. 2 to 4 tendered an affidavit in reply
across the bar. He invited our attention to the affidavit in reply filed
on behalf of respondent Nos. 2 to 4 and also to the order passed by
the authority on the application. Learned counsel for respondent
Nos. 2 to 4 submitted that the delay caused in deciding the
application is due to administrative exigencies and as same was for
bonafide reason. An unconditional apology is also tendered by the

deponent to this Court. As the order of this court is complied with
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and respondent Nos. 2 to 4 have also tendered their apology, the
statement made in para 3 of the affidavit in reply to that effect is
accepted. In view of above, nothing survives in this contempt

petition. The contempt petition is disposed of.

( NITIN W. SAMBRE, J.) ( PRASANNA B. VARALE, J.)
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