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IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

. C - :
Writ Petition No. 92 of 2005

PETITIONER: / Tek Ram Yadav
Aged about 58 years.
S/O Shri Parsu Yadav
Village ~-Dhamdhani & Post- Semradih Taw. Bolodabazar
Distt. Raipur. (C.G.)

_VERSUS
RESPONDENTS: / 1.State Of Chhattisgarh 5
Through Secretary N JJJ !
Water Resources Department , ’\ é\\ .
Secretariat, Raipur (C.G.) oy 3'
G.\ b' {'\.}' :‘.’../L)
2. Sub-Divisional Officer .‘.-"3@?\' ’
Water Resources Department }’;@"" N
Sub-Division No.7, Baloda Bazar Q}’ & S
Distt. Raipur. (C.G.) & & o
Q \f’fﬁ \

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/227 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA FOR ISSUANCE OF A WRIT IN THE
NATURE OF MANDAMUS, PROHIBITION, CERTIORARI ETC OR
ANY OTHER DIRECTION OR ORDER TO DO JUSTICE IN THE
MATTER.
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- Shri Sunil Ottwani, cbunsel for the petitioner,
g Shri Akhil Agrawal, P|L. for the State.
\ Heard on I.A. No. 223/ 2005 for urgent hearing. It is allowed.
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. the State Government has

The petitioner by ﬂI instant petition has challenged the

order of Annexure P-1 by

service with effect from 3§
petitioner had already atta]
years. |

Learned counsel for

hich the petitioner was removed from
81/10/2000 on the ground that the

ned the age of superannuation ie. 55

the ‘pﬁtiﬁonér submits that the State

had subsequently taken

decision dated 167/ 08/2004 whereby

the age of superannuation in the Water Resources Department has

been enhanced to 60 yeats. The above order has been filed as

Annexure P-6. Learned coy
that similarly situated gang
reinstated and passed suits
datéd 16/08/2004 in their

Learned counsel fd
petitioner has not attained
Annexure P-6 even then
31710/ 2000.

Learned counsel for

60 years vide order Annexu

1 have heard learned

insel for the_ipetitioner further submits
men were directed by this Court to be
ible order in accordance with the order
hases also. ,

r ‘the petitioner submits that the
the age of 60 years as per policy vide
the petitioner has been retired on

the re,sponde,nts has not disputed that -
rnhanced the age of Superannuation to
e P-6. '

counsel for the parties.
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‘policy vide Annexure P-6 and

- am of the opinion that the eg

Learne{d counsel for

the petitioner submits that if the

petitioner is granted liberty to make representation to the

respondents to consider his

by the petitioner, the same
period in the ends of j_ustice s]

Thus, cbnsidering the
and further consideﬁng the
has been enhanced to 60
1149/2003 vide order datd

respondents-to reconsider the
petitioner is given liberty to

within 10 days from today ar

respondents within a further {

case for reinstatement as per new
on such representation being made
s to be decided within a stipulated
nall be served.

Facts and circumstances of the case

fact that the age of superannuation
vears and this Court in W.P. No.
ld 29/09/2004 had directed the
cases of aiready retired géﬁg men, I
ids of justice would be served if the

maker ‘ detailed represehtation before

~ the respondents for reinstaterhent as per policy vide Annexure P-6

d the same shall be decided by the

eriod of four weeks from the receipt

of such representation in the light of change of policy vide

Annexure P-6 and in the light of order dated 29 /09/2004 passed

in W.P. No. 1149/2003.

With this kobsewation, the petition is dispbsed of.

Consequently, L.A. No. 2

P3/2005 stands disposed of

Sd/-
Dhirendra Mishra
Judge

Gr. PRI—FS/350—12/2000-—50,000.



