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IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

Writ Petition No.___ (8L 72002

PETITIONER E Basant Kumar Gupta,

S/o shri L.P.Gupta,

Working as Assistant Manager,
Chhattisgarh State Co—Op%@;:ative
Marketing Federation Ltd. Raipur
R/o 880, Civil Lines,Raipur(C.G.)

& - Versus -
RESPONDENTS : UL M.P.State Co-operative Marketmg.
”“/4 Federation Ltd. throﬁgh itsif
Secretary, Bhopal (M.P.)
! 2. Chhattisgarh State Co-operative
Marketing Federation Ltd. through
Its Secretary, Raipur.

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA FOR JSSUANCE OF SUITABLE

WRIT IN _THE NATURE OF MANDAMUS, PROHIBITION,

CERTIORARY AND/OR ANY OTHER ORDER OR DIRECTION
TO DO JUSTICE IN THE MATTER. |

L. Fo S | -y




YT TR
Ll)ﬁ No- ”(@’i/

200

WW 269
P T TR R A T %ﬁ;ﬁ{\%}? ................................................
: W’lﬁ’ﬁ Irm‘a" "ﬁ ‘@a ﬁw:m
'29 10 2002

Shri Prashant Jmswal W1th
' cou_.t_flscl for the .p_etltloner.

-f : Heard on the qﬁ(_-*:stion of adm

shﬁ Gurmit Singh Ahluwalia,

g

¥

[ission,

| Having heard learned ‘counsel for the petitioner, the Court is

not inclined to entertain this writ pe

The petitioner was an cmploy

tiﬁon.

eerof the 'M P. State Cooperative ‘

Ma_rkeﬁng Federatmn L1m1ted Whl(fh had termmated his services.

) | That ‘was ch_a]len_ged before the

Misc.P.T.No.383/ 1985 (B.K. Guptz

Marketing Federation Ltd. and ano

order of termination was set aside

to be. reinétai_:cd. That was done.

M. P. ngh Court by way of ,:
. ~ Vs -~ M.P. State -Coopcmﬁvc
J':ch}' which was a]lcp}vcd and the

and the peti_tionf;_i' was ordered

_' As régaids baék Wa:ges! in view .

of the factuél aspects:- inVoI{{ed, the: Coqft.had given liberty to the -

| petitioner to .appr{‘)aéh the apprg

petitioner | had

accordmgly | mg

priate forum for relief. The -

ved thf: Deputy: Registrar'

. ! Cooperative

Soc1ety who on 2,9 11 2001 has \a]lowed “his -

' application and ordered the empl@yer to pay to the .pctmoner a
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wages.

" |Deputy Registrar.

sum of Rs.2,78,255.10 along with i

It appears that after obtain]

|not taken any steps for getting it

waited for some time and now s

Re 'pondent' No.,l
direction to the ;ﬁi@ﬁé@, to make the

nier’@est ;nd césﬁ"’b}r way of back
ng‘ﬂié order, thé peﬁﬁoﬁer héls
éxecﬁtcd Hc‘ has however,
Lppmached thls Court foz‘ a

ﬁr

payment K&mﬁm&}y It is not

dlsputed by Iearned counsel that the order has to be executed and

- lin case the 'petmoner has 1_10t take

: ﬁas ‘.:to thank himself for T_he'delay..

lappropriate forum for getting the

Wiﬂl 1&iw and in casc such pmcccd

n an_y steps m_ Lhat__ regard; he._ |

The ﬁi‘écecdings under Article |

: 226 'cahnot. be utilized for the PHI’_[)G)SC of executing the order of the.

If so advised, the petitioner may approach the

order cxecuted :in -acconiance'

mgs are m;tlatcd thcy shall be

' d1sposed of within a reasonable period.

With- the aforesald observauoms the peutlon stands dzsposed

of. Consequenﬂy, IﬁA Nos 2121f

2002 and 5396/ 2002 stand

' disposed of. ' Sd/-
' ' | P.C-Naik
/Mj_:___._ Judge




