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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.393 OF 2024

a/w
WRIT PETITION [STAMP] NO.7160 OF 2023

Manikaran Singh Chandok 1 Petitioner
Vs.

The State of Maharashtra and another ] Respondents

Ms. Misbaah Solkar, for Petitioner.

Ms. PP. Shinde, A.PP, for Respondent-State.

Respondent No.2 — Milind Kurde, Senior PI. present in the Court.

Mr. Warpude, Pairavi, A.PI, D.N. Nagar Police Station present in
the Court.

Mr. Anil Mule, Investigating Officer, present in the Court.

CORAM : REVATI MOHITE DERE &
PRITHVIRAJ K. CHAVAN, J.J.

DATE : 12™ August, 2024.
PC:

1.  Heard learned Counsel for the petitioner.

2. By this petition, the petitioner seeks the following substantive

reliefs;
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(a) To issue contempt notice against Respondent
No.1 and 2 for making false statement before the
Hon’ble Court in the Criminal Writ Petition (Stamp)
No.7160 of 2023 on 01.09.2023 and further hold
them guilty under Contempt of Courts Act, 1971.

(b) To issue any other and further orders may be
passed as the Hon’ble Court deems fit and proper in
the interest of justice;

(c) Compensatory costs to the Petitioner by the
Respondents as this Hon’ble Court may deem fit”.

3. Perused the papers. According to the learned Counsel for the
petitioner, an incorrect/wrong statement was made by the learned
A.PP, on the instructions that after completion of the investigation,
charge-sheet has been filed in the Metropolitan Magistrate 10™
Court, Andheri, Mumbai on 5™ August, 2023. Reliance was placed
on the said statement made by the learned A.PP, on instructions, as
reflected in the order dated 1* September, 2023 passed in Writ

Petition [Stamp] No.7160 of 2023.

4. Learned A.PP, on instructions, states that the concerned
officer had made an inadvertent statement on the said date i.e on 1*
September, 2023 as there was another C.R in the same Police

Station by a similar name. She submits that as far as the present case

20f3



30-CP-393-2024.doc
is concerned, the Police after investigation have filed “C Summary”
Report and the petitioner has filed Protest Petition in the same. She
submits that the said statement made by the officer on 1*
September, 2023 was made inadvertently and not intentionally and,
as such, the question of initiating contempt proceeding does not

arise.

5.  Having heard the learned Counsel for the petitioner, we
accept the explanation given by the learned A.PP and do not find
that the said statement made by the officer concerned, was made
maliciously or deliberately, so as to initiate contempt proceeding

against him.

6. Considering the aforesaid, the contempt petition being devoid

of merit is dismissed and accordingly, disposed of.

[PRITHVIRAJ K. CHAVAN, ]J.] [REVATI MOHITE DERE, ]J.]
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