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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 

 

Cont. Case (Civil) No. 148 of 2026 

     

Charan Singh, age about 86 years, son of Arjun Singh resident of Flat 

No. 213, Sai Vihar, Shree Nagar, Gudhiyari, Raipur, P.O. + P.S.- 

WRS Colony Raipur, District- Raipur, Chattisgarh.    

       … … Petitioner 

    Versus  

1. R.K. Sinha General Manager (P&A), Central Coalfields Limited, 

Kuju, Ramgarh, P.O.- Kuju, P.S. – Kuju, District- Ramgarh. 

2. The State of Jharkhand   …     …        Opp. Parties  

--- 
           CORAM :HON'BLE MRS. JUSTICE ANUBHA RAWAT CHOUDHARY 

---  

  For the Petitioner  : Mr. S.B. Gupta, Advocate  

  For the State   : Mr. Zeeshan Ahmad Khan, AC to SC-VII 

  For the Resp.- CCL : Mr. Shivam Utkarsh Sahay, Advocate  

     

      --- 

      

08/12.06.2026   Heard the learned counsels appearing on behalf of the parties.  

2. This contempt petition has been filed for initiation of contempt 

proceeding alleging willful deliberate disobedience and non-

compliance of the order dated 02.09.2022 passed by this Court in 

W.P.(S) No. 6172 of 2010. 

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the order dated 

02.09.2022 passed in W.P.(S) No. 6172 of 2010 has not been 

complied with in letter and spirit. He submits that no opportunity of 

hearing has been granted to the petitioner. 

4. Learned counsel for the opposite party-CCL submits that as per 

the order of this Court, the representation was to be filed within a 

period of three months from the date of order, but the earliest 

representation which has been annexed along with the contempt 

petition is dated 26.11.2024.  

5. He further submits that as per the reasoned order, in spite of 

repeated letters issued to the petitioner at the given address, the same 

returned unserved and one letter issued by the office addressed to the 

petitioner vide reference no. 17 dated 09.06.2025 was received by him 

on 19.06.2025 which was mentioned in his letter dated 15.07.2025. 

The learned counsel submits that since the petitioner did not appear 
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for hearing, the order has been passed on the basis of the materials 

available on record and no contempt is made out. He has also 

submitted that the contempt case itself has been filed after more than 

one year from the date of the order passed in the writ petition. 

6. After hearing the learned counsels for the parties and 

considering the fact that a reasoned order has been passed indicating 

non-participation of the petitioner and the earliest representation 

which has been filed by the petitioner in the record is dated 

26.11.2024, although the petitioner was directed to file a 

representation within three months from the date of order in the writ 

petition, this Court is not inclined to proceed any further in this 

contempt proceedings. Accordingly, the contempt proceedings are 

hereby dropped.  

7. However, if the petitioner has any grievance in connection with 

the reasoned order, he may take steps as may be permissible under 

law.  
 

      

       (Anubha Rawat Choudhary, J.) 

Date of order: 12.06.2026 

Pankaj 

Date of uploading:15.06.2026 


