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s Shri Kumar Dwivedl, &sn of
late Shri Ramjee D^ivedi^ aged
^boufc 60 years^ resident of

• ^tiri
'Para^ ^mbikapur^

District g Surguja ( C ®5
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State of Chhafctisgarh
thxough t The Secretary^
Panchayat & Rural Develop-
©senfcQepartmenfc^ D^K^S^
Bhavan^ "Raipur

( C 0 )

Itoe CoCTiissioner^ (lievenue)
Bilaspur^ Division^
Bilaspur. Disfcfc s Bilaspur

( C G ).

Tte Ctollector^ Ainbikapur
Mstrict s Surguja ( C -3 )
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eind

incremelnts

Commis^ioher

29.09.2003

5hri V,K»Pandey,counseij

Shri ftanbjr Singh, <?ovt.

Th^ main gri^vanc^ of

Article 226/227 of the Consl

instituted a9dnst the petition|

^uspended during the enquiry

after 45 days, Uttimately,

withholding two annual increm^

the petitioner filed an appeai

(Revenue), and the

June/2000, partly aliowed the

of two annual increments was

cumuiativeeffectaQainst whicl^

respondent No, 1< That appeal U

The learned counsel f^

petition he is only ^eekinQ re

dispose of the appeal of the pe-j

Havin9 heard the

regard to the facts and circun}.

petitioner is pending before

more tho^ two years and

^l^fcri^l-i Hl^crlf ^ fs^l <P?l^i<
^r-srf^R 3:n^r

jfor 1+ie petitioner.

j^dvocate for the State/respondents.

^h^ patitioner in this writ petition und^r

ritution of India is that an enquiry was

?n^r in the year 1993, the petitioner was

the suspension order was also revoked

respondent No,3 imposed penait/ of

with cumulative ©ff&cta^ainst which

9efore re$pondent No.2, the Commissioner

(Revenue) vide his order dated 16

appeal of the petitioner arid the stoppage

rhade without cumulative effect instead of

1+ie petitioner has filed an appeal before

pending since 02.01.20'Ql.

the petitioner submits that by this

ief that respondent No,l be dir^cted to

I'itioner as early as possibte,

counse! for the parties and havina

of the case, as the appeai of the

r^spondent No.l since 02.01.200t i,e, since

^ht montiis. In the circum^tances,

^p

learrted

clrcuntstances
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respondent No.l is directed to disp<

not iater than within three months fh

AccQrdingly/the petition istdn^s

Consequenfly, I.A.No.8889/2<p03

Parties are entitled force^iflSsd

^Tqfepfl^T ^iHoif "^ fe^i I^RSR
'^Sif^PT^H^T

se of the appeal as early a5 possibte

'om today.

disposedof^

also stand^ di^pos^d of,

copy ofthis oraer,

Sd/-
L.C. Bhadoo

Judge
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