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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION
CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 264 OF 2018

Shri Lokesh Laxman Shinde and ors. .. Petitioners
Vs.

The Managing Director,

Rajeev Kumar Mital

Mabharashtra State Electricity

Transmission Co. Ltd and ors. .. Respondents

Mr.Anilkumar Patil a/w Mr.Mithun Mahajan, for Petitioners.
Mr.Abhijeet Joshi, for Respondents.

CORAM : NITIN JAMDAR &
M. S. KARNIK, JJ.

DATE : 2 MARCH, 2020

P.C.:

This Contempt Petition is filed alleging breach of the order
dated 2 November 2017 passed in Writ Petition No. 6850 of 2017
filed by the Petitioners. That Petition was disposed of on the statement
made by Respondents No. 1 to 5 — Employer. The statement was
regarding orders to be passed of promotion of the Petitioners and a
deemed date thereupon. The order of promotion was passed on 27
September 2018 wherein Petitioner No. 5 is promoted without a
deemed date and Petitioners No. 1 to 4 have been promoted with a
deemed date. The Petitioners are aggrieved by order dated 27®

September 2018. According to them, this order is a contempt of the
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order passed by this Court on 2 November 2017.
2. Once an order was passed by the Respondents and the
Petitioners are aggrieved by the same, remedy would lie in challenging
the order. This liberty is always available to the Petitioners to assail the

order by which they aggrieved upon such contention as may be

available in law and fact.

3. In these circumstances, it is not necessary to proceed under

the contempt jurisdiction.

4. Contempt Petition is disposed of by observing as above.

[M. S. KARNIK, J] [NITIN JAMDAR, ]



