NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

Contempt Case (C) No. 694 of 2018

1. Gayatri Jaiswal, W/o Shri K.P. Jaiswal, aged about 52 years, Presently
working as Assistant Teacher (Panchayat), Government Primary School, Pantora,
P/S & Blolock Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa (C.G.)

2. Lachhan Bai Kharwar, W/o Shir Ram Swaroop Khairwar, aged about 52
years, presently working as Assistant Teacher (Panchayat), Janpad Prathmik
Shala- Kendara, P/S & Block Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa (C.G.)

3. Navratan Singh Kanwar, S/o Shri Mohan Singh, aged about 45 years,
Presently working as Assistant Teacher (Panchayat), Government Primary School,
Handaspur, P/S & Block Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa (C.G.)

4.  Maghesh Deo Singh, S/o Shri Gaukaran Singh, aged about 53 vyears,
Presently working as Assistant Teacher (Panchayat), Government Primary School,
Pantora, P/S & Block Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa (C.G.)

----Petitioners
Versus
1. Shri Niraj Kumar Bansod, The District Collector, District Janjgir-Champa, Janjgir.

2. Shri Ajeet Vasant, Chief Exeuctive Officer, Jila Panchayat, District Janjgir-Champa,
Janjgir (C.G.)

3. Shri Ashish Dewangan, The then Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat,
Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa (C.G.)

4. Neha Singh, Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat, Baloda, District Janjgir-
Champa (C.G.)

5. Shri R.N. Hiradhar, The then District Education Officer, Janjgir, District Janjgir-
Champa (C.G.)

6.  Shir G.P. Bhaskar, District Educaiotn Officer, Janjgir, District Janjgir-Champa (C.G.)

7. Shri Jivan Lal Bhanu, the Then Block Education Officer, Janpand Panchayat,
Baloda, District Janjgir-Champa (C.G.)

8.  Shri Ram Lal Banjare, Block Education Officer, Janpand Panchyat, Baloda, District
Janjgir -Champa (C.G.)

---- Respondent/contemnor

For Petitioners . Shri Sandeep Dubey, Advocate.
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Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board

16/07/2018

(1) Alleging that the respondents has not complied with the orders and directions issued
by this court in W.P. (S) No. 6253 of 2016 & M.C.C. No. 943/2016 dated 16.11.2016 &

02.01.2017, respectively, the complainant is before this court in this contempt petition.

(2)  After hearing learned counsel appearing for the petitioner, | deem it appropriate to
give one more opportunity to the respondents authorities to ensure the compliance of this
Court’s order dated 16.11.2016 & 02.01.2017 passed in W.P. (S) No. 6253 of 2016 &
M.C.C. No. 943/2016, respectively.

(3) Counsel for the petitioner may also make additional representation to the
respondents authorities and, in turn, authority concerned shall ensure the compliance of
this Court’s orders dated 16.11.2016 & 02.01.2017 in its letter and spirit.

(4)  With the aforesaid direction, the contempt case stands finally disposed of.
Sd/-
(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
Judge






