HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR
CONTEMPT No. 424 of 2020
RESERVED ON 18-06-2020
DELIVERED ON 19-06-2020

1. Vishnu Goyal S/o Ramniwas Goyal, aged about 52 years, R/o Sector-1,
Street-6, Block 26-A, Bhilai, District Durg(CG)

2. Gulab S/o Late Ramniwas Aged About 62 Years R/o Sharda Para, Near
Shitla Mandir , Camp - 2 Bhilai, District Durg Chhattisgarh

3. Akraj S/o Late Gulabchand Aged About 45 Years R/o Camp-2, Power
House Bhilai, District Durg Chhattisgarh

---- Applicants
Versus

1. Smt. Alremel Mangai D. Secretary, Town Administration, Mahanadi Bhavan,
Mantralaya Atal Nagar, Naya Raipur Chhattisgarh

2. H.R. Dubey Under Secretary, Town Administration Own Administration,
Mahanadi Bhavan , Mantralaya Atal Nagar, Naya Raipur Chhattisgarh

3. Rituram Raghuvanshi Commissioner, Municipal Corporation, Bhilai, District
Durg Chhattisgarh
---- Non-applicants

For Applicants : Shri B.P. Singh, Adv.
For Non-applicants : Not noticed.

Hon'ble Shri Sharad Kumar Gupta, Judge
CAV ORDER
1. The applicants have preferred this contempt petition under Section 12 of

the Contempt of Court Act, 1971 ( In short “ Act of 1971”) read with Article 215 of
the Constitution of India against the non-applicants for non-compliance of order of
Single Bench of this Court dated 17-09-2012.

2. Earlier while deciding the WPS No0.5138/1997 filed by the applicants and
others, Single Bench of this Court passed an order dated 17.09.2012 (Annexure
C-1), para 9 of which is quoted below:-

“9. Accordingly, the respondent-Corporation are directed to consider the
case of the petitioners immediately for allotment of plots, which have been
kept vacant reserved for the petitioners on the basis of premium paid by
them. If something more is required to be paid towards allotment of the
plots, the same may also be considered by the respondent-authorities,
however, it should not be exorbitant or at the prevailing rate as on date.

3. Being aggrieved, non-applicant No.3 had preferred WA No0.1106/2012
which was dismissed by Hon'ble Division Bench of this Court vide order dated 01-
01-2013.

4, Counsel for the applicants submitted that non-applicants are not complying

the order of this Court dated 17-09-2012. In the case in hand writ appeal preferred
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by non-applicant No.3 has been dismissed. They had made so many

representations but their case has not been considered. The non-applicants are
trying to defeat justice and their act amounts to contempt of this Court. Hence,
they may be punished. He drew my attention on Annexure C-1, Annexure C-2,
copy of letters collectively Annexure C-3, copy of note sheets collectively
Annexure C-4, copy of letters respectively Annexure C-5 and Annexure C-6.
5. As per the provisions of Section 20 of the Act of 1971 limitation for action of
contempt is one year from the date on which the contempt is alleged to have been
committed.
6. In the case in hand, impugned order was passed on 17-09-2012 and
Hon'ble Division Bench passed the order on 01-01-2013. Instant contempt petition
is filed on 22-05-2020.
7. Looking to the above mentioned facts and circumstances of the case, this
Court finds that instant petition is barred by limitation as per the provisions of
Section 20 of the Act of 1979.
8. Consequently, instant contempt petition is not admitted for final hearing and
dismissed in limine.

Sd/-

(Sharad Kumar Gupta)
Judge



