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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

CONT No. 588 of 2017

Sandeep Verma S/o Shri Vipeen Verma, Aged About 50 Years R/o Bramhanpara,
Lormi, Tahsil Lormi, District Bilaspur, Chhattisgarh, Chhattisgarh 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Ganesh Shankar Mishra Water Resources Dept. New Mantralaya, New Raipur,
District Raipur, Chhattisgarh, Chhattisgarh 

2. Gayant Pawar, Chief Engineer, Mahanadi Godavari Kachhar, Water Resources
Department, Raipur, Chhattisgarh, District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

3. H.F.Khan,  Executive  Engineer,  Mahanadi  Godavari  Water  Resources
Department Raipur, Chhattisgarh, District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

---- Respondents

___________________________________________________________________
For Petitioner : Shri Vinod Deshmukh, Advocate.
For Respondents : Shri U.K.S. Chandel, Advocate.

     ___________________________________________________________________

Hon'ble Shri Thottathil B. Radhakrishnan, Chief Justice
Hon'ble Shri P. Sam Koshy, Judge.

Order on Board

Per   P. Sam Koshy, Judge

01/03/2018

1. The contempt petition has been filed alleging non-compliance of the order dated

16.5.2017 passed in a batch of writ petitions, leading of which being Writ Petition (S)

No.1703 of 2015. While disposing of the writ petitions, this Court had directed to consider

the case of the Petitioner for regularisation in accordance with the circular granting him

the advantage of continuity of service from the date of their initial engagement till date.

2. Subsequent to the order passed, the Respondents have duly considered the case

of the Petitioner and have held that since the Petitioner does not have the minimum

eligibility qualification, he was not found suitable for regularisation. The said order passed

by the State seems to be in compliance of the order of this Court passed on 16.5.2017.
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As such, the order stands duly complied with.

3. If at all the Petitioner is aggrieved by the subsequent order dated 12.6.2017, he

will be at liberty to assail the same before the appropriate forum in accordance with law.

4. In  view of  the above,  no case of  contempt of  Court  is  made out.  Hence,  the

contempt  petition  is  closed.  The  Respondents  are  discharged  from  the  contempt

proceedings.

Sd/- Sd/-

   (Thottathil B. Radhakrishnan)                            (P. Sam Koshy)
                 CHIEF JUSTICE                        JUDGE

Anu


