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NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Contempt Case (Civil) No. 1206 of  2018

Ajay  Kumar  Tigga  S/o  Late  Shri  Budhram  Tigga,  Aged  About  38 

Years, Posted At Block Project Manager NRLM, Janpad Panchayat 

Chhuikhadan, District Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Shri Nilesh Kumar Kshirsagar, Director, State Mission Director NRLM 

Office Of The Development Commissioner, Hall No. 38 (Block C-IV) 

1st  Floor,  Indrawati  Bhawan, Naya Raipur,  Post Officer And Police 

Station Naya Raipur, District Raipur, Chhattisgarh

2. Shri  Chandan  Kumar,  Chief  Executive  Officer,  Zila  Panchayat 

Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

3. Shri  Surendra  Kumar  Ojha,  Chief  Executive  Officers,  Janpad 

Panchayat Chhuikhadan, District Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

---- Respondents

For Petitioner        :  Mr.  Jitendra Shrivastava, Advocate.
For Respondents : Ms. Sunita Jain under instruction of Mr.Vivek 

Sharma, Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy 

Order On Board 

01.02.2019

The present contempt petition has been filed alleging the willful non-

compliance  of  the  order  dated  12.09.2018  passed  in  WPS No.  5996  of 

2018.  Vide the said order this Court had set aside the termination order 



2

dated 14.08.2018 reserving the right  of  the respondents  to pass a fresh 

order after giving an opportunity of hearing to the petitioner. 

2. The  respondents,  it  appears  that,  have  subsequently  granted  an 

opportunity of hearing to the petitioner and have passed a fresh order of 

termination on 05.12.2018.  

3. In view of the fact that the respondents have subsequently by a fresh 

order after giving an opportunity of hearing again terminated the petitioner, 

this  Court  is  of  the  opinion  that  the  order  passed  by  this  Court  stands 

complied with.  

4. The issue whether the petitioner had been reinstated subsequent to 

the order of this Court and whether the petitioner would be entitled for all 

monetary and other benefits from the date of first termination till the date of 

second termination, those would be considered in the event the petitioner 

challenges the same in a separate writ petition and which cannot be looked 

into  in the present contempt petition.   

5. The contempt petition accordingly stands disposed of discharging the 

respondents from the contempt proceedings. 

Sd/-
P. Sam Koshy

Judge

Harneet


