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

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.14 OF 2025
IN

WRIT PETITION NO.309 OF 2024(D)

Gopichand Karuji Mule Vs. Kamaldas S/o. Kisan Dongare

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

                                           Court's or Judge's orders

Mr. M.V. Rai, Advocate for the Petitioner.
Mr. M.P. Kariya, Advocate for the Respondent.

CORAM: SIDDHESHWAR S. THOMBRE,   J  .  

 DATED  : 13  th   OCTOBER,   2025  

1. Heard  Mr.  M.V.  Rai,  learned  counsel  for  the 

petitioner and Mr. M.P. Kariya, learned counsel for the 

respondent.

2. The present  contempt  petition is  filed by the 

petitioner contending that this Court granted a status-

quo on 01.08.2024 and it was expected on the part of 

the  respondent  not  to  proceed  with  the  construction 

activities. As on the date when the status-quo order was 

granted,  the  construction  was  not  completed  and 

therefore, the respondent has committed disobedience of 

the order passed by this Court on 01.08.2024.

3. Per contra, learned counsel for the respondent 

would  submit  that  when  the  status-quo  order  was 

granted,  the  construction  was  already  completed  and 

therefore, he submits that there was no any disobedience 

on the part of the respondent. 
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4. The  status-quo  order  is  being  interpreted  by 

both  the  parties,  one  is  saying  that  construction  is 

already completed and another is contending that after 

the status-quo order, the construction was completed.

5. Considering  the  above,  as  the  disputed  facts, 

are involved in the matter that whether the construction 

was carried before or after the status-quo granted by this 

Court.  Therefore,  I  find  that  the  petitioners  failed  to 

bring  any  material  to  suggest  that  respondent’s 

committed contempt. 

6. In view thereof, I do not find any substance to 

entertain the contempt petition, accordingly, the present 

contempt petition is disposed of.  No order as to costs. 

                 (S  IDDHESHWAR S. THOMBRE J.  ) 𝒫𝓇𝒾𝓋𝑒𝓁


