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                                        2026:CGHC:9342

                                                                                                        NAFR 

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

CONT No. 678 of 2022

1 - Mahendra Singh S/o Late Raja Bhaya Singh Aged About 54 Years 

R/o  Lig  31,  Housing  Board  Colony,  Dadarkhurd  Pali  Korba,  District 

Korba Chhattisgarh

     Petitioner(s) 

versus

1  -  Jitendra  Kumar  Shukla  Collector  District  Janjgir  Champa 

Chhattisgarh., District : Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh

2 - Karun Dahariya  Sub Divisional  Officer,  Pamgarh,  District  Janjgir 

Champa Chhattisgarh.

3  - (Deleted)  Anupam  Tiwari  As  Per  Honble  Court  Order  Dated. 

19/01/2024.

4 - (Deleted), Kedarnath Rathore Executive Engineer, As Per Honble 

Court Order Dated. 05/12/2023

5 - Mr. Arvind Rajmani R/o Behind Police Control Room, Janjgir, District 

Janjgir, District Janjgir Champa, Chhattisgarh.

6  - Shri  Akash  Chhikara,  Collecotr,  Janjgir  Champa,  District  Janjgir 

Champa, Chhattisgarh.

 Respondent(s)

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Anmol Gupta, Advocate on behalf of Mr. 
Sumit Singh, Advocate

For Respondent Nos.1 & 2 : Ms.  S.  Kashi,  Advocate  on  behalf  of  Mr. 
Jitendra Pali, Advocate 

For Respondent Nos.5 & 6 Mr. Mateen Siddiqui, Advocate
For Respondent-State Mr. Avinash Singh, GA
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         Hon’ble Smt. Justice Rajani Dubey

Order on Board

23/02/2026

1. On  the  last  date  of  hearing  i.e.  on  02.02.2026,  the  Principal 

Secretary,  Panchayat  and  Rural  Development  Department, 

Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Mantralaya,  Atal  Nagar,  Nava  Raipur  was 

directed to file his affidavit as to why the amount has not been 

paid  to  the  petitioner  till  date,  failing  which  he  would  appear 

personally before this Court on the next date of hearing. 

2. Learned State counsel submits that the total payable amount to 

the petitioner i.e.  Rs.10,81,410/-  has already been paid to the 

petitioner and the cheque of the said amount along with other 

documents have already been filed. 

3. In reply to the contention made by the learned State counsel, 

learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the amount has 

been  received  by  the  petitioner,  as  such  the  order  has  been 

complied and the contempt petition has become infructuous. 

4. In  view  of  the  above,  the  contempt  petition  is  dismissed  as 

infructuous. 

5. The documents filed by the State be made part of the record. 

          Sd/-

           Rajani Dubey
       Judge

Nirala
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