VIANT 460 NOILNIIISNOD
HHL 40 9¢¢ T IDILUV d4dNN NOLLILAd LiuMm

¢

('oyD) eindmg
psyq ‘efnding  ‘103090[0D ¢

(‘oD) mdrey quawdopasg / 3
S /gL, pe[npayog pu‘e/
a1se]) pa[npaydg ‘IDUOISSTUIWO)) '

(97D) mdrey ~
eleN  ‘uemeyg  IpeURURN -
‘eAe[eIURIA Fuanudofead( '
AqiLL, paInpayds pue
d1sED) pampayds jo juaunteda
‘Areorag Tedopunrg ySnoryj
yredsmeqynjoanels 1 {S)INAANOJISHA

! s
: SASEAA -
(D) efn8mg qomsi nereg __,.o-“'".i_,ax@“"@'ig

-uonelg 9050 ‘uoeSwey 3504 _,,;ﬁ o WY g
‘PN d8eMA -0/ ‘(eln3mg X7 G | |
~JILASsI] qeduww ’133HJO ,-"\7‘\ _sbya ..... /& p
uoneonpy Xoojg se papuadsng) ¥ ’_ﬁ#\v 66) B - e
2INPY]  ‘SIBdX G -INoqy ,{;\\JF' ' et

pa8y ‘medefery wrey ere] 1yg
-0/g ‘nedefer] rewny Usanp / WMANOILLLAd

,
¥10T 40 "ON (SINOLLLLAd 1TdM
—+ 39T

dNndsvidg
LV HIVOSLLLVHHD 40 L1100 HOIH HHL NI

\
Youeg QjEUIS Q




g

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH : BILASPUR

WRIT PETITION (S) NO.2887 OF 2014

PETITIONER Mukesh Kumar Prajapati
Versus
RESPONDENTS ' State of Chhattisgarh & Others

(Wit Petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of lndiz;)
Single Bench : Hon’ble Shri Prashant Kumar Mishra, J.

Present :- Shri Vinay Pandey, Advocate for the petitioner.
‘ Shri A.V. Sridhar, Panel Lawyer for the State.

ORDER (OPEN COURT)
(Passed on this 30" day of June, 2014)

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

#

ol

1. Petitioner has raised a _grievancé that vide 'or:ier dated 8-2-2008 the
petitioner was éuspended under Rule 9 of the Chhattisgarh Cwul Services
(élassiﬁcation, Control and Appeal} Rules 1966 ;)n registration of a criminal -
case against him for committing offence under Sections 7 & 13 (1) (d) read
with Section 13 (2) of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988, however, vide
order déted 3-9-2013 (Annexure — P/4) the suspension :)rder was revoked,
but subsequently the order of revocation was cancelled on 13-9-2013
(Annexure - P/1). Petitioner's appeal against this order is pé_nding_
consideration, but despite lapse of about 10 months, the appellat‘e; éuthority
has not taken any deciéioﬁ in the matter.

2. At this juncture, learned cquhsei for the Staté would submit thét the
appellate authority Wodld be informed to take up the appeal ang-aecide the
same as early as possible.

3. Considering the nature of controversy and pendency of appeall preferred by

| the petitioner, the writ petition is df;posed of with a direction that the

appellate authority, before whom the petitioner's appeal against the order



dated 13-9-2013 is pending, shall decide the appeal as early as possible, by

a reasoned order, preferably within a period of three months from the date

of receipt of a copy of this order.

4. It is made clear that this Court has not expressed any opinion on the merits

of the case and the respondent authorities shall decide the appeal, on its

own merits, strictly in accordance with law, without treating any observation

made in this order, as opinion on the merits of the case.

Gowri

Sd//-

- Prashant Kumar Mishra

Judge




