IN THE HIGH'CQURT OF JUDICATURE 4T BIL&SPUR “(OG)

w,p NO. o?f?é /2001 |  ;_ /

< PETITICNER :  Bharatlal Agnihotri /o Late shri-
' _ . “H,L, agnihorri, aged about 46 years,

' presently posted as foreman Incharge,
‘(Electrical), 3outh zastern Coalfields
Limited, Headguarters 3silaspur,

Dist - Bllaspur (M.E.) .

VERSUS ' e L

S Y X P T
v

RESPONDENTS : 1.7 coal India Limited, ' -
- : .A Govt of India Undertaking,

‘through its chairman,

Netajl Suphash: Rocad,

Calecutta (1.3,) .

R N Y S PPy

south gestern Coalfields Led,,
"Through its chairman-cum-Managing -
Director, o

Sgepart Road, Biladpur

Districc - Bilespur (CG)

'Chlef seneral Manager, e
(Personnel & administration) .-~ °

- South Eastern COalfields Limited H
Seepat Road, '

 Bilaspur (c5) o BRI

rbTITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 / 227 OF THE CONSTITUTION

OF __INDIA FOR ISSUANCE OF . WRIT OR IRITS, ORD“R ~0Rf

ORD@RS, DIR CTION OR DIRECTION& hTC

*
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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
SINGLE BENCH

HON'BLE SHRI NAVIN SINHA, ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE

Writ Petition No. 256 of 2_001

PETITIONERS . Bharatlal Agnihotri (Dead) Through his
LRs Smt. Shubha Agnihotri & Others.
' VERSUS _
RESPONDENTS :  Coal India Limited & Others.

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/227 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

NG Appearance; Shri Animesh Verma, for the Petitioner.
Shri Vinod Deshmukh, Advocate for the Respondents.
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_ ORDER
ember, 2014)

éespondents. IA No. 4 for

tltljtion of the original Petitioner who |s st héve died on

altowed. IA No. 5, for cor ation of delay

"also allowed. Let their names be added

er submits that he was appointed as
Coalfields Limited in the year 1974. After

completion of trainingﬁm&nﬁﬁconﬁrmation, he earned his first increment

in the year 1976 and became eligible to be considéred for the next higher
grade of Foreman Grade-A in the year 1979.s His juniors were. promoted in
the year 1980 but the ‘Petitioner was denied consideration on the ground
that he did not possess supervisory certificate of competency valid for
. mines issued by the Madhya Pradesh Licensing Board (Electrical), Bhopal.
He répresented against the same when ultimately he was promoted on
20.04.1989. In 1993, the Respondents issued a circular inviting
representations for any anomalies in the_'g,radétinn_ list. Pursuant to the

representation filed by the Petitioner and others a formal general order was
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issued on 01.04.1996. The Petitioner was granted notional seniority upto
T&S Grade-A from the due date with notional fixation but without arrears of
monetary benefits. In this writ application, Learned Counsel for- the

Petitioner submits that he confines the grievance to non-grant of

consequential monetary benefits pursuant to fixation of notional seniority

~ from the due date. It is fairly acknowledged that the original Petitioner has

expired on 18.04.2012.

3.Learned Counsel for the Respondents has opposed the application

submitting inordinate delay.

4. Notional

remedy was being pursued. The institution of the writ petition for that relief

in the year 2001 Was therefore beyond period of three years. Thé
extraordinary jurisdiction could not have been invoked when even a money
suit would have been barred for the claim. The Petitioner have themselves
to be blame for not having been vigilant in protection .énd enforcement of

}ights.

5.In conclusion, the writ application is dismissed.

o sa
Acting Chief Justice




