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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

939 CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 6013 OF 2025

 IN WRIT PETITION STAMP NO.37840 OF 2023

SWATI PRAFUL KADAM

VERSUS

PRAFUL SANJEEV KADAM

...

Advocate for Applicant : Mr. Jay Veer h/f. Mr.D.R.Deshmukh

Advocate for Respondent : Adv.A.T.Gadge h/f.

Mr.D.M.Shinde 
…

CORAM : ARUN R. PEDNEKER, J.

DATE    : 04.09.2025

P.C. :  

1] The learned counsel  for the applicant submits

that  inadvertently,  he  failed  to  remove  office  objections

within  stipulated  period,  as  such,  by  order  dated

01.04.2024 the Registrar [Judicial]  dismissed the petition

for want of removal of office objections. He further submits

that there is delay in filing the present application and the

same is not intentional and deliberate act on the part of the

applicant.  He further submits that the applicant is a lady

and she has two minor children. Considering the said fact,

the present Civil Application may be allowed by condoning

delay in filing the present application. 
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2] Per  contra,  the  learned  counsel  for  the

respondent opposed the application and submits that writ

petition may not be restored.   

3] It  appears  that  the  matter  pertains  to

maintenance and the same was dismissed for non-removal

of office objections. The applicant is a lady and she has two

minor children. Considering this aspect of the matter, delay

is  condoned.  The  order  dated  01.04.2024  passed  by  the

Registrar [Judicial] is quashed and set aside and the Writ

Petition is restored to its original position. Civil Application

is disposed of accordingly.   

                                                      [ARUN R. PEDNEKER]
 JUDGE        

DDC


