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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.284/2018
IN

WRIT PETITION NO.951/2016 (D)

Maharashtra Child Development Field Staff Association through its President
Ms. Anvita B. Shrivastava

...Versus…
Vinita Ved Singhal, Secretary, Women & Child Development Department,

Mantralaya, Mumbai 400 032 and another

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ----------------- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                      Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders or directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ----------- - - ------------ - - - - - - - - - - -

   
     Ms Deepali Sapkal, Advocate for petitioner 

Mrs. S.S. Jachak, AGP for respondents/State

CORAM  :  A.S. CHANDURKAR AND
                 PUSHPA V. GANEDIWALA, JJ.
DATE      :  21/06/2021

1. The non-compliance of the order dated

09/01/2018 in Writ Petition No.951/2016 is alleged in this

petition. 

2. By the aforesaid order, the respondent no.3 –

State therein has been directed to take suitable decision on

the report dated 30/09/2015 within three months from the

date of communication of the order, by giving opportunity of

hearing, if necessary.
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3. Mrs. Jachak, learned Assistant Government

Pleader for the respondents/State, by filing an affidavit,

states that the aforesaid order has been duly complied with.

The communication dated 13/11/2018 has been forwarded

to the President, Maharashtra Child Development Field Staff

Association.

4. In that view of the matter, as the non-compliance

of the order alleged in this petition has been complied with,

nothing survives in this contempt petition for adjudication.

Hence, the contempt petition stands disposed of. If the

petitioner feels aggrieved by the decision of the respondent/

State, the petitioner is at liberty to challenge it in

independent proceedings.

             JUDGE                                        JUDGE

Wadkar

              


