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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Contempt Case (C) No. 1025 of 2018

Terbinder Singh, S/o Manjit Singh, aged about 38 years, R/o HD-55, Phrase-I, C.G.
Housing Board Colony, Kabir Nagar, Raipur, District Raipur (C.G.)

----Applicant/petitioner

Versus 

1.     Shri  Siddharth Komal Singh Pardesi,  Commissioner, Chhattisgarh Hosing  
Board, Paryavas Bhawan, Sector No.-19 North Block, New Raipur (C.G.)

2. Mr. Poonam Agrawal,  Executive  Engineer, Chhattisgarh  Housing  Board,  
Division No. 1, Raipur (C.G.)

---- Respondents/contemnors. 

For Applicant                             :  Shri M.P.S. Bhatia, Advocate
                                                                    For Respondents                      :  Shri Ashish Surana, Advocate. 

  Contemnors are present in person before the Court. 
   

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

30/10/2018 

1. Alleging  that  the  respondents  have  not  complied  with  the  orders  and  directions

issued by this court in W.P. (C) No. 2551 of 2017 dated 03.10.2017, the complainant is

before this court in this contempt petition.

2.      Learned counsel appearing for the respondents submits that order complained of

dated 03.10.2017 has already been complied with substantially and the detailed order  has

been passed on 29.10.2018 by the respondents authorities.

3.       The aforesaid statement is taken on record.

4.        I have heard learned counsel appearing for the parties. 

5.       Admittedly, the decision which was required to be taken by the respondents pursuant

to the above order dated 03.10.2017, has already been taken by order dated 29.10.2018

and  thus,  the  respondents  have substantially  complied  the  order  passed by  this  court

though  with  some delay. Respondents  have  also  filed  affidavit  tendering  unconditional

apology.   The said apology is accepted.
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6.       In view of the fact that respondents have substantially complied the order of this

court,  I  do  not  find  any  reason  to  proceed  further  in  the  matter  initiating  contempt

proceeding against the respondents. 

7.     Accordingly, contempt  petition  is  closed.   However, the  petitioner  is  at  liberty  to

challenge the order dated 29.10.2018 in accordance with law, if aggrieved by that order.  

8.       In view of above, presence of the contemnors are dispensed with. 

         Certified copy, as per rules.      

                                                                                                        Sd/-        

         (Sanjay K. Agrawal)
     Judge

D/-
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