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IN THE HON'BLE HI6H COURT OF WHATTLSGAW AT BILASPUR

W.P. (S) N0. _^\0 / 2014

Petitioner Shyamlal Chandel S/o Shri Chandulal

Chandel, Aged about 58 years,

o 1^ ^.••'•"F'Sffi^i^ Working as Vanpal, Central Nursery,
•'KT/.^.-'-""" ...-

..-•^"^fK"1 ....l-1""" Lormi, P.S. - Lormi, District - Munqeli-
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(C.6.)

Versus

Respondents 1. State of Chhattisgarh, Through -

The Secretary, Department of

Forest, Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya

)r, bistrict - Raipur-(C.6.)

2. Divisional Forest Officer, Mungeli,

District - Mungeli-(C.&.)

3. The Chief Conservator of Forest,

Bilaspur, District - Bilaspur-(C.6.)

VI/RITPETITIPN UNDER ARTCCLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUnON

OF INNA
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S.B.: HON'BLE SHRIJU TICE PRITINKER DIWAKER
28.11.2014

Shri YashwantSinc

Shri Sushobhit Sinjh, counsel for the petitioner.

|h Thakur, Dy. A.G. for the State.

Challenge in the Ffresent petition is to the order dated

20.10.14 (Annexure P-1|) passed by the respondent No.2

whereby the duty of the ffetitioner who is working as Forest er

has been changedfrom L|ormi Rangeto Khudia range.

Counsel for the petitioner submits that under the garb of

assigning new duty his JDlace of posting has been changed

and if the order impugn^d is given effect, the head quarter of

the petitioner would alsolchange; It has been argued that the

shifting ofthe petitioner ^ impetmissible pursuant to the letter
-dated 7.3.12 issued b'y fhe Chief Conservator of Forest and

the'refore the order impi|gned is bad. However it has been

submitted that purpose (fffiling this petition would be servedif

atthis stage the petition^r is permitted to withdrawthis petition

with liberty to file repres|ntation before the Chief Conservator

of Forest. He submits tKat the Chief Conservator of Forest be

directed to decide thje representation qf the petitioner

expeditiously considerin| all the aspects of the case.

State counsel ha^ no objection if the petitioner makes
-.*• ' . . ' . '

any such representatioi| to the Chief Conservator of Forest,
-t

Bilaspur andthe sam^ is being decided in. accordance with

sstls^iss, ^ff-rsii-7asst-2M.am.
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law.

The petitioner is perjnitted

liberty to file fresh represeijtation

from today before the Chif

along with the eopy of this

such representation, thesafd

in accordance with law witl

date of receipt of the repre^er

It is made clear

anything on merits of the

would be atlibertyto decid

q>wfc)41-! <il«diflfe!A<fa*il<
^sS&nanig

to wjthdraw this petftion with

within a period ofone week

^f Conservator of Forest, Bilaspur

{>rder and in the eventuality of filing

authority would decide the same

Un a penod of two weeksfrom the

tentation.

tBiat this Court has not observed

;ase and the authority concerned

thesame in accordance with law.

sd/y-
Pritinker Diwaker

Judge

WsAl gSnHn, WIgi- FS/I-7/2014-2.00.000.

"^

•<k


