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CONTEMPT CASE%0.%.P.-^/2Q14

PETITIONER:
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Bharat Engineering Works,

Through Proprietor Pawan

Kumar Agrawal, S/o Shri

Rudmal Agrawal, Aged about

5(( years R/o Pine 221,

Parthavi Pesific, Parishad

Pasific, Telibandha, Police

Station-Tatibanch, District

Raipur (C.G)

VERSUS

RESPONDENT:

CONTEMNOR

Sudhanshu Sulterey

Executive Engineer

Public Works Department

Bhanupratappur Division

District Kanker (C.G.)

CONTEMPT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 215 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA R/W SECTION 12 OF THE

CONTEMPT OF COURTS ACT. 1971
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ES.D: 1 IQN'DLE SHRI JUSTICE SAN37

127.02.2015
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^Y K. AUKAWAL

Shri Praveen Das, counsel fo(
Shri Sushil Dubey, counsel foj

Counsel for the respori

epresentation of the petitioner sh

rom today, as directed bythis Cour1

In view of the su

the petitioner.
the respondent/contemnor.

dent undertakes that the

all be decided within 15 days

on 22.08.2013.

?mission made by the

ispondent/contemnor, the Contem^t case stands finally disposed

However, if the representatiorj

tipulated, then the petitioner is free j

is not decided within the time

to revive thesame.

Sd/-
SanjayK.Agrawal

Judge
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