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                   2026:CGHC:12621

           NAFR 

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 2492 of 2026

1  - Ashok  Netam S/o  Lt.  Shri  Baratu  Ram Netam Aged  About  44  Years 

Working  As  Wdt  (Technical),  Under  Wdc  Pmksy  2.1/1  Magarload  Dist. 

Dhamtari O.O Deputy Director Agriculture Dhamtari (C.G.)

2 - Smt. Menka Bhardwadj W/o Mr. Ghanshyam Bhardwaj Aged About 45 

Years  Working  As  Wdt  (Group  Development),  Under  Wdc-  Pmksy  2.1/1 

Magarload Dist Dhamtari O/o Deputy Director Agriculture Dhamtari (C.G.)

                  ... Petitioner(s) 

Versus

1 -  Union Of India Through Ministary Of Rural Development Department Of 

Land Resources Watershed Management, 2nd Flour Annexe Shivaji Stadyam 

Cannaught Place New Delhi

2  - State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  Its  Secretary  Agriculture  Department, 

Mahanadi Bhawan Mantralaya, New Raipur (C.G.)

3  - Chief  Executive  Officer,  Chhattisgarh  State  Watershed  Management 

Agency  (Cgswma),  Office  At  Indira  Gandhi  Agriculture  University  Krishak 

Nagar, Labhandi Raipur (C.G.)

4 - Joint Ceo, Chhattisgarh State Watershed Management Agency (Cgswma) 

Office Indira Gandhi Agriculture University Krishak Nagar, Labhandi Raipur 

(C.G.)

5  - Collector  Dhamtari  (Chairman  Wcdc  Dhamatari)  Office  Of  Collector, 

Dhamtari (C.G.)

6 - Deputy  Director,  Agriculture  Cum Project  Officer  O/o  Deputy  Director, 

Agriculture Magarlod Dhamtari Dist. -Dhamtari (C.G.)

            ... Respondent(s) 
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For Petitioner : Mr. Ritesh Giri, Advocate
For State : Mr. Vivek Verma, G.A.
For Respondent No. 1 : Mr. Rishabh Dev Singh, Advocate 

                                

                                      Hon'ble Shri Parth Prateem Sahu, Judge

                                      ORDER ON BOARD

17/03/2026

1. Counsel  for  the  petitioners  submits  that  petitioners  are  still  working  in 

contract with the respondents, therefore, he may be permitted to submit a 

representation for extension of his contractual period and direction be issued 

to the concerned authority to take decision on the representation.

2. Counsel  for  the  respective  respondents  have  no  objection  to  the  limited 

prayer made by counsel for the petitioners.

3. In view of the above submission, writ petition is disposed of permitting the 

petitioner to submit representation before respondent No. 3 and 4 and if such 

a  representation  is  submitted  by  the  petitioner,  the  concerned authorities 

shall consider and take decision on the representation, in accordance with 

law expeditiously preferably within a period of three months from the date of 

receipt of representation.

4. Accordingly,  this  petition  is  disposed  of  with  aforesaid  observations  and 

directions. 

                        Sd/- 

         (Parth Prateem Sahu)

Saurabh        JUDGE          
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