
                                                                                                                              970-CP-553-2022.odt

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.553 OF 2022
IN WP/7252/2020 WITH 

CP/224/2022 IN WP/6236/2020 WITH 
CP/585/2022 IN WP/6234/2020 WITH 
CP/227/2022 IN WP/3699/2021 WITH 
CP/222/2022 IN WP/6759/2020 WITH 
CP/229/2022 IN WP/6898/2020 WITH 
CP/250/2022 IN WP/6897/2020 WITH 
CP/552/2022 IN WP/3703/2021 WITH 
CP/557/2022 IN WP/8116/2021 WITH 
CP/608/2022 IN WP/6237/2020 WITH 

CP/558/2022 IN WP/6899/2020 

BHAIYA DINKAR PATIL 
VERSUS

THE STATE OF MAHARASHTRA THROUGH ITS SECRETARY AND OTHERS

. . .
Advocate for Petitioner : Mr. Pramod A. Kulkarni 

AGP for Respondent – State : Mrs. M. A. Deshpande
Advocate for Respondent No.4 – CEO, Zilla Parishad : Mr. M. S. Sonawane

. . .

CORAM   : MANGESH S. PATIL AND 
        ABHAY S. WAGHWASE, JJ.

DATED     : 12 APRIL 2023

PER COURT :

Since the matter regarding obedience to the common directions of

this court in all these writ petitions whereby the Zilla Parishad was directed to

pay the petitioners minimum pay scale at the lowest rate in the regular pay

scale extended to the regular employees holding the same posts with effect

from the date of petition. 
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2. The  parties  are  unanimous  that  this  order  was  under  review

before this court in Review Application (St.) No.34244 of 2022 and connected

matters. 

3. These  were  the  review applications  filed  by  the  Zilla  Parishad

which were partly allowed in the sense that the order which are sought to be

executed  was  set  aside  directing  the  original  petitioners  to  arraign  the

necessary parties. Accordingly, the petitioners amended the writ petitions and

the matter is under active consideration before the another bench.

4. The fact remains that as of now the order which is sought to be

executed has been recalled.  The petitioner would have their own remedies at

an appropriate stage.  Nothing survives.  

5. Contempt petitions are disposed of.

   (ABHAY S. WAGHWASE, J.)                        (MANGESH S. PATIL, J.)

Tandale/-
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