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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR
Writ Petition (S) No. 2839 of 2005

1. Shobharam Ran"gari Age 45 years Sfo Shri Kashiram Rangari, “Sthal

~ Sahayak” Sub Divisional Officer, Kodar Nahar, Water Resources Sub-
Dlvrsmn No.3, Mahasamund, District — Mahasamund (M. P - Now
C.G). - :

2. Basant Kumar Pandey Age 44 years S/o Shri Ramkumar Pandey,
“Sthal Sahayak”™ Sub Divisional Officer, Kodar Nahar, Water
Resources Sub- DIVISIOH No 1, Mahasamund, District — Mahasamund"

L]
. The Englneermg in A Chiet V@ter Resources Department of the State
M.P. Bhopal (M. P)fj 0%
e Gy W.%‘%m-
3. The Chief Engtﬁe AVat ﬁﬁ‘zesources Mahanadi Kachahar Ralpur
(M.P.- nowCGf"’ 5;@
4. The Superintendent-ERgik Water Resources Department Clrcle
Raipur (M.P.-now C:G;) )
'5. The Executive Engmeer Water Resources Department Division,
_ District Mahasamund, Mahasamund (M P.- -now C. G)
ﬁfﬁ%ﬁﬁ-{k ‘ ‘ : ' : == Respondents
‘% , For Petitioner: None.

For State : Shri U.N.S. Deo, Govt. Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy

Order on Board

04/11/2015

1. The Petitioners in the present Writ Petition either have reached the age

of superannuation or have crossed the same, so the Petitioners are not

pursuing the Writ Petition any further. - o
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2. Accordingly, the Writ Petition is dismissed as having become
inffuctuous,__ reserving rights to the Petitioners, if the cause still survives, to

move an appropriate application for restoration of the Writ Petition.

sd-
P. Sam Koshy
Judge
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