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IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  JUDICATURE  AT  BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

CONTEMPT PETITION NO. 92 OF 2009

Sau.Sunita Laxman Kolhe } Petitioner
versus

Arjunchandra Swarupchandra }
Chouhan and Ors. } Respondents

Mr.Mandar Limaye for the petitioner.

Mr.N.A.Chauhan for respondent no.1.

Mr.B.V.Samant-AGP for State.

CORAM :- S. C. DHARMADHIKARI &
R. I. CHAGLA, JJ.

DATED :- FEBRUARY 11, 2020

P.C. :-

1. The affidavit in reply of the State and the Education Officer is

taken on record.  We made it clear to the petitioner’s advocate as

also that of the Management that considering the contents of this

affidavit filed today, it would be better that the dispute is resolved

amicably.  Although the affidavit of the State and the Education

Officer  sets  out  the  background  in  which  the  approval  to  the

petitioner’s appointment is refused, yet, it proceeds to state that

the Management of the School in question is not adhering to and

following  the  mandate  of  the  law,  the  instructions  of  the

Department and equally the rules applicable to the appointment
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and other affairs of the school.  The Education Officer says that he

will  forward the  proposal  to  the  Government so  as  to  start  the

process of de-recognition of the school of this Management.  Such a

suggestion,  as  orally impressed on both sides by us,  will  not  be

beneficial to either.  It is in these circumstances that we expect

both sides to take a reasonable view of the matter and put an end

to the dispute.

2. To enable them to do so, we place this matter on 3rd March,

2020 on the “Supplementary Board”.

(R.I.CHAGLA, J.)                         (S.C.DHARMADHIKARI, J.)
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