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IN THE HONOURABLEHIGH COURT OF C%TTISGARH AT BILASPUR.:

=* . o

WRIT PAITION NO. \IF4  oF 2003,

PETITIONER - Daman Pragad $/0 shri Mannu Lal Joghi
© Aged gbout- 33 years, R/O Village- and
Post- Office- Medesara, Gram-Panchayat-¥eclysa
B Tahsil phamdha ,Digtt. Durg (C.G.).

s: VERS UGS 3¢

?JgsPDRIIE’ﬁ ._? 1. State of Chhattiasgarh

/:'@L‘& Through = The secretary.

@(;; \1_,0’3 P Panchayat and Ruler Development
--)*‘é@\%‘; ~ // Department , D.K.8. Bhawan, G.5.

&0‘@’ = Road, Raipur.

? 2, gollector,purg.
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On a mention being made, ne matter is taken ﬁp for hearéng.

.Mr. H.B. Agrawal, Senior | Advocate with Mr. Pankaj Agrawal,
Advocate for the petitioner.
- Mr. Sanjay  Shyam Agrawa|, Government Advocate for the State/
respondents. |

Heard both the counsel.

vide order dated 29-11-1995 (Annexure P-1} by the Sarpanch, Gram
Panchavat: Medesara, on the fixgd honorarium at the rate of Rs.500/-

per month. Without following] the procedure as laid down in the

without conducting any enquiry| the _peﬁﬁaner's services have been

terminated by respondent No.2| vide Annexure P-2 on the ground of

Annexure P-2 be guashed.
Opportunity to file reply was given to the State/regpondents in
the year 2003, but so far no feturn has been filed. Even as a last

opportunity, on the reguest of larned. Panel Lawyer on 5-5-2004, two

. The petitioner's case is thqit he was appointed as Panchayat Karmi

Chhattisgarh Panchayat Service :Discipiiﬁe and Appeal) Rules, 1999, and

| negligence in performance of duty. Therefore, the impugned order

CESLTEEE weeks' time was allowed Yo file rgturn. Even then also no return has been

filed. Therefore, arguments werg heard. - e
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| envisaged in Rule 7 of the Rules

| the same has not been followed

t is admitted position that the petitioner being a Panchayat

Karmi his services were governed
{Discipline and Appeal) Rules, 199
not been conducted which is

Annexure P-2 itseif. As has bed

[}

Prakash Chandra -Patel

{(W.P.Ne.594/2003), order passed

vE.,

a Panchayat Karmi which come:

by the Chha‘i"fisgarh Panchayat Service
9, in respect of enquiry, and that has
evident from the fermination order
n held by this Court in the matter of
ptate  of Chhattisgarh and  others
on 15™ March, 2004, before removing
5 under major penalty, procedure as
1999, is required 1'0 be followed, and

n this case. Therefore, the impugned

order is ilfagai, and the samé: is Iic*bie to be guashed on this ground only.

Mr. Sanjoy Shyom Agrawg
perusal of Annexure P-2 shows
from the post of Panchayat Seq
‘i"r;:m the post of Panchayat Kaj
entitied for any relief. |

In reply, Mr. H.B. Agrawc

|, learned Govt. Advocate argued that
that the petitioner nas been removed
:re‘rdry- and he has not been removed
'mi. Therefore, the petitioner is not

|, learned Senior Advocate submitted

that the petitioner has been rer’r\bve_d from the post of Panchayat Karmi’

and he is not getting any salary.

Drawing the aitention of the Court on

endorsement No.3, learned Senior advocate argued that endorsement

No.3, which has been made wi'{h

ference to Sarpanch, Gram Panchayat:

Medesara, is clear that for remgval of the petitioner from the post of
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fhe petitioner has been removed.

- [Foundation.

Panchayat Karmi order be issued

Therefore, in the above cirg

heamed Govt. Advocate Mr. Sof

In the result, the petition i
is guashed.
service wi'i'hlaii consequential bene
Consequently, M.(W.)P.No.
stand disposed of.

Parties are entitled for cerd

The respondents arg

Tn accordance with law. Accordingly,

umstances, the argument advanced by

joy Shyam Agrawal is without any

5 allowed and the order Annexure P-2 -
directed to take the petitioner in
Fits,

1057/2003  and I.A.No.2349/2004

ified copy of this order.

Sd/- |
L.C. Bhadoo .
Judge
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