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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
CONT No. 64 of 2019

Smt. Shalini Rahi, W/o Late Shri Laxmi Narayan Rahi, Aged About- 

52 years, R/o Transport Nagar, Behind Masjid Chimni Bhatta, P.S. - 

City Kotwali, Tehsil- Korba, District- Korba Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

Sanjay Alang, Posted as Director, Social Welfare, Directorate Raipur, 
Revenue and Civil District- Raipur Chhattisgarh
                                                                                  ---Respondent

   For petitioner  : Mr. Surfaraj Khan, Advocate.
   For State/ Respondent : Mr. Basant Dewangan, Advocate 

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

28/03/2019

1. The present Contempt Petition has been filed alleging non- compliance 

of  the  order  dated  28.09.2018  passed  in  WPS  6430  of  2018.  The 

direction given by this Court to the Respondent No. 2 while disposing off 

the said writ petition was  to take a decision so far as the payment of 

death cum retrial dues including pensionary benefits  if any,  payable to 

the petitioner.

2. The respondent  have  now entered  appearance and  filed  their  reply. 

Along with their reply, they have enclosed a document Annexure R/2 

dated 25.01.2019. Perusal of the contents of the said letter shows that 

the  same is  a  correspondence  made  by  the  Director  to  the  Deputy 

Director of  the  concerned  department  intimating  the Deputy  Director 

that,  the  Department  has  received  instruction  from  the  High  Level 
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Pension  Committee  constituted  by  the  General  Administration 

Department of the State whereby it  has been held that the petitioner 

herein would be entitled for  pension and other benefits as per rules. 

That, it was further directed to take appropriate steps in this regard.

3. The aforesaid correspondence of the Director shows that so far as the 

steps that could be taken  at  the level  of  Director  has already been 

done. And as such it seems that the compliance of the order passed by 

this Court to that extent has been done by the respondent

4. At  this  juncture,  the  counsel  for  petitioner  submits  that,  unless  the 

petitioner  finally receives  the  benefit,  the  order  passed  by  the 

respondent, may not be of any use to the petitioner

5. It is expected that the respondent / concerned officer in the department 

would take  early steps for  finalization of the same.

6. The Contempt petition accordingly stands disposed off.

                                                                   Sd/-  
          ( P. Sam Koshy) 

                                                          
          JUDGE

jyoti


