
03CP307.17.odt 1

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

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.  307 OF  2017
IN

WRIT PETITION NO. 4598  OF  2003 (D)
(Ravindra s/o Damodar Durugkar Vrs. Shri C. Vidhyasagar Rao, Governor of

Maharashtra and ors.)
--------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Office Notes, Office Memoranda of                               Court's or Judge's Order
Coram, appearances, Court's Orders
or directions and Registrar's order

---------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------
Shri S.K. Bhandarkar, Advocate for the petitioner.
Shri U.M. Aurangabadkar, A.S.G.I. for respondent No. 4.

CORAM:-          A.S. CHANDURKAR AND  
PUSHPA V. GANEDIWALA, JJ.

DATED :-         FEBRUARY  15, 2021.  

Heard.

This contempt petition is with regard to

non-compliance of the order dated 22/12/2016 in Writ

Petition No. 4598/2003 wherein in paragraph No. 22, this

Court allowed the petition in terms of prayer clauses (i)

and (i-a) and directed that all the emoluments till date the

petitioner was in service, shall be paid to him within a

period of three months from the date of the order.

After notice was issued in the contempt

petition, the learned Additional Solicitor General of India

made a statement on 05/02/2021 that all emoluments

have been paid to the petitioner.

The petitioner in his additional affidavit dated
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08/02/2021 has stated that the petitioner has received all

the dues till termination of his service as directed.

However, the petitioner raised the grievance that he is not

paid the gratuity amount.  

On perusal of the prayers of the petitioner in

the aforesaid petition qua the order passed by this Court,

which is at page 33 of this petition, in our considered

view, the order has been duly complied with.  If the

petitioner has any grievance for non receipt of the amount

of gratuity, he is at liberty to agitate his grievance in an

independent proceeding.

In this view of the matter, we find that the

grievance of the petitioner is redressed and hence the

contempt petition is disposed of accordingly with no order

as to costs.

JUDGE   JUDGE
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