
1

NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Contempt Case (Civil) No. 1251 of  2018

Ku. Prerna Pandey D/o Shri  Nand Kumar Pandey,  Aged About  19 

Years,  Occupation  Student,  C/o  Bharti  Pandey,  Ward  No.  3,  Near 

Shasti  Temple,  Civil  Lines,  Balodabazar,  District-  Balodabazar-

Bhatapara, Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

• Shri G. R. Chandrakar, District- Education Officer, Bemetara, District- 

Bemetara, Chhattisgarh..........(Respondent)

---- Respondent

For Petitioner        :  Mr. Sunil Sahu, Advocate
For Respondent : Ms. Sunita Jain, Govt. Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy 

Order On Board 

07.03.2019

The  present  contempt  petition  has  been  filed  alleging  the  non-

compliance of the order dated 18.07.18 passed by this Court  in WPS No. 

2487 of 2018.  

2. The writ  petition was filed by the petitioner claiming family pension 

payable to her on the death of her mother.  According to the petitioner, since 

she was minor on the date of death of her mother, the pension was being 

received  by  her  father  Shri  Nand  Kumar  Pandey.   Now,  that  she  has 

become major  on attaining the age of  majority  and her  father  has since 

married another lady, therefore, the family pension payable to the petitioner 
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be paid directly to the petitioner.  The State Govt. in the said writ petition 

had  accepted  the  request  of  the  petitioner  and  agreed  to  release  the 

pension in the name of the petitioner.   The writ  petition was accordingly 

disposed of in the light of the reply filed by the State Govt.   However, the 

non  compliance  of  the  said  order  has  led  to  the  filing  of  the  contempt 

petition.  

3. The respondent State has now come up with a reply that they have 

complied with the order so far as the role of the State is concerned and that 

the rest of the proceeding, if any, is  upon the Officers of the State Bank of 

India to whom appropriate directions have already been issued by the State 

Authorities.  

4. In view of the categorical reply submitted by the State Govt. and also 

the documents showing compliance so far as their part is concerned, this 

Court is of the opinion that no contempt is made out against the respondent. 

5. The contempt petition accordingly stands dismissed.  

Sd/-
P. Sam Koshy

Judge

Khatai


