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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.3249 OF 2005

Pen Education Society & Anr. ..Petitioners
Vs.
Daya Kashinath Gadmule & Ors. ..Respondents

Mr. Neel Helekar for the Petitioners.
Mr. Omkar Nagwekar i/b Mr. R. S. Desai for Respondent No.1.
Mrs. V. S. Nimbalkar, AGP for Respondent Nos.2 & 3-State.

CORAM : MILIND N. JADHAV, J.
DATE : FEBRUARY 16, 2023.

The present Writ Petition was referred to mediation by the
order dated 12/10/2022. Mediation has been successful. Parties
tendered minutes of the order dated 9/2/2023. They have been
signed by Sudhir Ramchandra Joshi (for Petitioner No.1), Daya
Kashinath Gadmule (Respondent No.1), Mr. Neel Helekar
(Advocate for Petitioners) and Ms. Badadare (Advocate for
Respondent No.1). Minutes of the order are taken on record and
marked “X” for identification. Mediation report is also taken on
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In view of above, the Writ petition is disposed of.

[MILIND N. JADHAV, J.]



