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m% IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH AT NAGPUR

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.184 OF 2024

[Dharamsingh Ranjitsingh Verma .vs. Om Prakash Bakoria and others]

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram, Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders

Shri PA. Gupta, Advocate for Petitioner.
Smt. M.R. Kavimandan, AGP for Respondent Nos.1 and 2.
Shri PD. Meghe, Advocate for Respondent Nos.3 and 4.

CORAM : PRAVIN S. PATIL, J.
DATED : SEPTEMBER 11, 2025.

1. In the present petition, the contempt is alleged for
non compliance of judgment and order dated 29.6.2020 passed

by the University and College Tribunal, Nagpur.

2. According to the judgment of learned University and
College Tribunal, the Management was directed to recall the
termination order dated 15.12.2011 and reinstate the petitioner
with continuity of service on the post of Clerk from open

category.

3. Along with this, the Principal of the College was
directed to send fresh proposal for correction in approval to the
office of Director, Department of Social Welfare and the Director
was further directed to correct the approval suitably,

expeditiously.

4. The learned counsel for the petitioner states that he
has been reinstated and continuity of service is also granted.
However, he raised a grievance that he was not paid the back-

wages and pay fixation is not done as per the existing pay-scale.
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5. The present respondents stated that as he has been
reinstated with continuity of service, as a consequence of the
same, pay fixation will be done in the matter. The learned
counsel for the respondents stated that in the judgment and
order of University and College Tribunal, there was no direction
to pay the back-wages to the petitioner. Hence, according to
them, the entire compliance of the judgment of Tribunal is done
in the matter. This fact is not disputed by petitioner in the

matter.

6. In view of above said submission, it is clear that the

respondents have purged the contempt.

7. Hence, the present Contempt Petition is disposed of.

(PRAVIN S. PATIL, J.)



