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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
BENCH AT AURANGABAD

929 CONT. PETITION NO. 5 OF 2025
IN WP/9456/2024

RAMNATH MARUTI ZINE
VERSUS
SHRI GORAKSHANATH VIDYA PRASARAK MANDAL,
PIMPALGAON MALVI, TAL DIST AHMEDNAGAR
Ms. Madhaveshwari Mhase, Advocate for the Petitioner
Mr. A. S. Shinde, AGP for Respondent-State
CORAM : NITIN B. SURYAWANSHI AND
SANDIPKUMAR C. MORE, JJ.

DATED : 23/07/2025.

P.C.:

1. Notice in the prescribed format was issued to the contemnor.
He has filed an affidavit in response to the same contending that
the decision was communicated to the petitioner by ordinary post
and entry of the said decision and forwarding of the said decision
to the petitioner, is taken in the outward register at O.W.
No.10/450/2024/6144 on 14/10/2024 and the said decision was
handed over to one Rathod, Clerk for forwarding it to the petitioner.
In that view of the matter, statement was made in the earlier
affidavit that the decision was communicated to the petitioner on
14/10/2024 itself. Copy of the decision alongwith covering letter is

forwarded to the petitioner through RPAD on 30/01/2025. It is
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further stated that inadvertently the deponent has not mentioned
the fact about sending of communication dated 30/01/2025 in the
earlier aflidavit. He has also tendered unconditional apology to this

court with a request to accept the same.

3. Two outward registers are produced. We have perused the

registers. There appears substance in the contention of contemnor.

4. In the light of above, we drop the contempt notice issued to

the contemnor in format.

5.  As per affidavit filed by the contemnor, the order is complied
with. In view of the compliance of the order, contempt petition

stands disposed of.

(SANDIPKUMAR C. MORE, J.) (NITIN B. SURYAWANSHI, J.)

VS Maind/-



