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BEFORE THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT

BILASPUR (CHHATTISGARH)

WRIT PETITION NO.%> %4 12002

PETITIONERS : 1.

STATE OF CHHATTISGARH,
THROUGH : DIRECTOR GENERAL,
POLICE, HEAD QUARTER, RAIPUR,
DISTRICT - RAIPUR

(CHHATTISGARH).

INSPECTOR GENERAL OF POLICE,
SPECIAL ARMED FORCE
(CHHATTISGARH ARMED POICE)
32 BUNGALOW, BHILAI, DISTRICT
— DURG (CHHATTISGARH).

3. DEPUTY INSPECTOR GENERAL OF
"POLICE, SPECIAL ARMAL FORCE
(CHHATTISGARH ARMED POLICE)
32, BUNGALOW, BHILAI, DISTRICT
— DURG (CHHATTISGARH).

4. COMMANDANT, FIRST BATTAL@N,
CHHATTISGARH ARMED POLICE,
BHILAI, DISTRICT - DURG
(CHHATTISGARH].

VERSUS

RESPONDENT

DUDHNATH, AGED ABOUT 38
YEARS, S/0O. LATE MANSHARAM,
RETIRED CONTABLE (G.D.) NO.

.213, RESIDENT OF VILLAGE

KATUL BOD, NEAR SAKET
COLONY, OPPOSITE LINE, BHILAI

~  490@2, DISTRICT - DURG
(CHHATTISGARH). |

/

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 227 OF THE CONSITITUTION

OF INDIA

On behalf of the petitioners it is respectfully submitted as under:-
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14-3-2004 |
Shri U.N.8. Deo, | Govt. Advocate for the
 State/petitioners. | |

-

Shri Vivek Sharma, Adyocate for respondent.

Heard.

This petition under Arficle 227 of the Constitution of
India has been preferred beipng aggrieved by the order dated
27-8-2002 passed by the |State Administrative Tribunal
whereby the Administrative Tjribunal directed the petitioner to
pay ihe subsistence allowante from 25-7-2000 28-4-2001

within a period of two monthg, if the respondent has 1ot been

[y

paid the subsistence alloweﬁbe for the above period.
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Counsel for both the parties*submit that subsistence

allowanice for the period frgm 24-9-1999 to 25-7-2000 has

aiready been paid.

-

&hri Deo, learned Govy. Advocate has net been able o

point out any illegality nor pny infirmity in the order. More

over it has bheen made dlear in the order that if the
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This writ ““at-on hias

is rioted ﬂﬂa* on 23-6
his Couit, the Go
: period was from 24t Nove

e tﬁad
I—Eaving thus considered

passé_ed ‘by ‘the ,,Tx‘ibunai in

- Article 22
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i the COnSt“ tutmz

The petition fails and sg

uﬁCﬁ in the i

has rm{t been paid for the saif‘i period,
then he be paid. The order WS passed after hearmg counsel

both the partzes and r\,yljl' was not filed on behalf of Lh‘,

been filed against an interim

order, when the matter is still pending. From the impugned
"v?ciel it appears that opportumity for filing reply was given by
the ‘1‘1“113111191 but réply was ngt filed. On perusal of record, it
-2003 when the matter was listed before

vi. Advocatg

itted that the suspension
ber 1999 to 25t July 2000
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of period from 25% July 2000 {0 28% April 2001, .

in the opinion of this Court, no
ﬂpugned order dated 27-8-2002
exermse of ]LII‘ISdICtIOﬂ under

B gf Iz’dla is made ocut.

me is dismissedw®Cegls-
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