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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR

CHHATISGARH
W.P.NOZ29/2002

PETITIONERS : 1. The State of Chhattisgarh

(Respondents) ' Through the Secretary,

~ Home Department,
Mantralaya, D.K.S.Bhawan,
RATPUR [Chhattisgarh]

e

2. Deputy Inspector General of Police
(Railway), Govt.of Chhattisgarh,

RAIPUR [Chhattisgarh]

3. Superintendent of Police(Railway)
Raipur, Tehsil & District Raipur
[Chhattisgarh]

VERSUS

1. Ramlal Srivastava, aged about 35
Years, S/o Late Panna Lal .
Srivastava, Resident of Moudahapara,
Raipur, Tehsil & District Raipur

[Chhattisgarh] '

'_ .-:-l?o'ﬁi’l-al Pargf : 2. Registrar, M. P.Administrative .
- Tribunal, Raipur Bench, Rg}pur [C.G]

WRIT PETITION. UNDER_ARTICLE 226 /227 OF THE |
- CONSTITUTION OF INDIA: : S
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| Constitution of ‘Iridial the

| quashing ?he‘order dated 2

Dr. N.K. Shukla, Additidnal Advocate Geheral, for the

State / Petitioner.

Heard. _ o
By this petition under Article 227 of the

petitioners have pmyed for

~4-2000 passed by the M.P.

| _Sfafe Admmls?rahve Tribunal, Ra:pur Bench, Rnipur

' Bmeﬂy sta?ed the fpcts of the case are that

'résponden'r No.1 was appointed on the post of M P. Pohce

Service, Class IV on the busis of compassnona?e ground
since his fafher d!ed The jwork of the respondenf No.1
ne year but his services have

r dated 1/2/1996. No show

was quite saﬂsfuc?ory 'For

been 'rermma'l'ed vide ord

. cause notice was issued to him before passing the order of

termination. He filed VGI‘IOUL represenmhons Ulhma'tely,

the order was passed by the department and the

\feprésemh_ﬁon of the respopdent No.1 was rejected.
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The contention 'o.f"ﬂrve State is that the respondent
No.l 'was appointed on corpassionarre ground  temporarily.

terminated after one month's

whose services have bee
notice. The respondent wi:s also pcud salary of one month.

Further contention of the State is that Tﬁ’e respondent

No.1 was appointed in th¢ year 1975 on ,,_'_rhe_'posf of Bal

'Aar_'aks'hak (Boy orderly) by the Superih"rende'nt of Police
(Railway) on 8-5-1975.
above said post his father who was a consfable was - in
service. On 7-7-1976 f ther of the respondent No.1
‘retired and died on 11- <1980. At the time of his

hen he was dppointe‘d' on the

appomfmen'r father of respondent No.1 was alive. He wns
;reheved from the servu es af‘ter comple'l'mg esgh‘l‘een_

years of age vnde order- dated 9—4 1980. The respondent -
No.1 was gwen opportun Ty to pass his matriculation

exammahon Afferwar'ds He was selected as home guqrd.

The respondent No.1 breferred an app!icaﬁon before =
the M.P. State Administrdtive Tribunal and the Tribunal _'

after considering the maj Her has passed the lmpugned-- .

~order dlrechng that ?he rq‘sponden'r No.1 be .'rake._n back in |

\ his service within one month of receipt of this order. -
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 of the case and in view of 1
_. in the case of Bafbir Kau

reported in (2000) 6 SCC 493, we are of 'rhe opinion that
- no case for interference g

“supervisory jurisdiction

Having' thus considergd the facts and circumstances

r Vs, Stee! Aufhgcﬂ‘y of India

f this Cou:'"r-m"exercise of its

under Article

Constitution of India is made out.

he judgment of the Apex Court -

227 of the

Learned A'ddmonal Aqivoca're General submlﬁed fhaf-

passed by the Tribunal.

Time as prayed for is

with the or_der of ﬂ":e_ Tribynal, which shall be reported to

the Tribunal.

~ Subject to what has Been stated above, this petition

is dismissed, C.t.
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Sd/-

Sdl-
Fakhruddin
i Judge

[
i

Chief Justice
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'fifteen days time may be gfanted to comply with the order

granted to the State to comply
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