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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 197 OF 2025
IN

WRIT PETITION NO. 3197 OF 2015

Shyrel Benjamin Cardoza ...Petitioner

         V/s.
The State of Maharashtra ...Respondent

WITH
SUO MOTO CONTEMPT PETITION  NO. 6 OF 2025

High Court On Its Own Motion ...Petitioner

         V/s.
Smt. Meena Shendkar & Anr. ...Respondents

______________________________________

Mr. Vinayak R. Kumbhar, for the petitioner.

Mr. Avinash Avhad for respondent no. 2 in SMCPC/6/2025.

Mr. Vedant Bende, h/f Mr. Mandar Limaye, for respondent no. 4.
Mr. N. C. Walimbe, Addl GP with Mr. R. A. Salunke, AGP for the State

_______________________________________

CORAM   : M. S. KARNIK AND

FARHAN P. DUBASH, JJ.

DATE       : 22nd APRIL 2026 
P.C.:

1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner. 

2. The order herein which is breached is 18th December 2017.

There is a delay on the part of the contemnors in complying with the

said order. 

3. By the order dated 2nd July 2025, this Court had deleted

respondent no. 1 – Smt. Meena Shendkar from the Suo Moto Contempt

Petition for the reasons stated therein.
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4. Learned counsel  for  the newly added respondent no. 2 -

Sheshrao Bade,  Education Officer,  Zilla  Parishad Plaghar  in  the  Suo

Moto Contempt Petition has filed an affidavit that the order passed by

this Court has been complied with. Learned counsel for the petitioner

submits he has a grievance about the manner in which the order dated

18th December 2017 passed by this Court is complied with. However, in

this regard, the petitioner has already filed a Writ Petition challenging

the order dated 1st November 2022 passed by the Education Officer

which is at page 45 of the Contempt Petition. The Education Officer has

further  stated  that  the  delay  in  complying  with  the  order  is  not

intentional  and an unconditional apology has been tendered for not

complying with the order passed by this Court at that time. In that view

of the matter, we are not inclined to take the Contempt Petition any

further as there is a substantial compliance of the order passed by this

Court.

5. By  keeping  open  all  contentions  of  the  petitioner  to  be

raised in the Writ Petition which is pending before the learned Single

Judge, both the Contempt Petitions are disposed of.     

( FARHAN P. DUBASH, J. ) ( M. S. KARNIK, J. )

Amol
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