- WRIT PETITION NOZ< 25~ /2006 [S.B.]

PETITIONER -~ B.L. Ganware, aged about 40 years son .
: of late Shri Jhadu Ram Ganware,
(a , _ ~Assistant  Grade-II, Tahsil Office
| ' Dondilohara, District Durg [C.G.].

VYERSUS

RESPONDENTS - 1] State of Chhattisgarh, Through- The
| * Secretary Law Department, D.K.S. =~ --
Bhavan, Raipur [C.G.]. !

, ¢ 2] Shanti Lal son of Premraj Jain, aged
: ' | about 35 years, resident of Andi,
- cgj—iﬂj :D“éOPY Police Station and Tahsil
Risve A | ot Dondilohara, District Durg [C.G.].
-7 G. LASPUR

CLERK t0 A J 3] The Collector, Durg [C.G.].

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/227 OF THE
CONSTITUTION CF INDIA
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: advance copy

- vide pa:a 12 of the order d

 Reader to

that he should remain prese
This date was also given by him on his own metmn

- Sessions Judge' noticed that

. petmoner/ concerned Reader
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Shn N. K Chattexjec coyinsel for the petlt:loncl

Shm V. V. S M‘llI’tth, Dy

Heard on. admlssmn

" This petttmn has been f]

Revision No. 256/ 2005 by the
Disttict—Durg(CG)

Advocate General for the State on

led for expunction of remark made
ted 4.4.2006, passed in Criminal
Additional Sessions J ud ge,: Balqd,

Tt appears' that while hearing the criminal |

'rems:ton the Sessmns Judge ﬁot:tced that even without any order

in this regard, the pctmaner herein, who Was working as a

summons to respondent No.

Pxfsxdmg Officer and- such

made v1de para 12 of t

i@gﬁ'avaﬁ@aﬂﬁ@"m‘sﬁ'

the Executive Metgmtrate Dondﬂohara, had 1ssued |

2 on 3.3.2005 a.nd alsa dmacted

it along 'with surety on 9.3.2005.
The

no su;:_h ._oi"dEr was passed by the
kmd of aétidn was taken by the
b the said Court. ‘The observations -
he mptlglled order are as follows
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' stage, spec1ally when the dep
‘The petition has no ment Th
' stage itself. ' _ : _ - |
| In view of this order L. ;t No.5185/2006 for ui‘gént hearing -
~ and LAN0.5184/2006 for . Quris
v stand dlsposcd of N
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. Lear.ned counsel for the

, _thls observatlogma depaxtmen

‘ submlts ﬂlat the remark be
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pctitioner submits that in.view of

tal enquiry is goiﬁg on. He further

expunged and the proceedmgs of

' enqtury be also quashed/ stay

d.

In v1c:w of the remarks 1pcorded by the Additional Scssxons v

him, 1 am not :mclmed to mte

_ .Judge which appears to be bgsed upon perusal of the record by

ere in such kmd of petmon at ﬂ:us '

artmental enquny is still gomg on.

e same is dismissed at the motion

earing the case during vacation
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Sd/-
Sunil Kumar Sinha
Vacation Judge
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