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IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
W.P. (S} No. 53" OF 2013,

R

PETITIONER : - Mohan Lal Kaiwart

S/o. Battu Lal Kaiwart, aged |
about 37 years, Shiksha
Karmi Grade-II, Govt.

~ Primary School
Bijrakapakala, Janpad
Panchayat Lormi, P. S. Lormi,
Revenue District Mungeli, -

Civil District Bilaspur (C.G.)

VERSUS

RESPONDENTS :1.  State of Chhattisgarh,

| Through : The Secfetary,
Education Department,
Mahanadi Bhawan, New Raipﬁr
(C.G) |

2. Collector,

Mungeli, District Mungeli
(Chhattisgarh)

3. Sub Divisional Officer, Lormi
District Mungeli (Chhattisgarh)

4. Chief Executive Officer, Janpad
| Panchayat Lormi, District
Mungeli (Chhattisgarh)
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5. District Education Officer,
Mungeli District Mungeli
(Chhattisgarh)

6. Block Education Officer,
Lormi, Block Lormi, District

Mungeli (Chhattisgarh)

7. Bhartiya Shiksha Parishad,
Uttar Pradesh, Through |
Director Bhartiya Parishad
Lucknow (Uttar Pradesh)

==\ WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE
/&7 73% N\ CONSTITUTION OF INDIA |
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'petitioner' against the order im

‘ Collector to de0|de the same e

i Janpad Panchayat Lormi- respo

Counsel for the petitioner

the pet|t|oner was prosecuting thi

. barred- and- therefore responden=‘

“appeal of the petltroner expedltrou'

State counsel submits th'

_ preferred any. appeal and therefo

discretion be grven to the a
appllcatlon if any filed in thrs resp

Accordtngly the petitioner i I
with the aforeeald. liberty. In-the e

llmltatron

No observatton on the mer

- A ef‘gaanasr
S.B.: HON’ BLE SHR! JUSTICE PRITINKER DIWAKER
05.03.2015
Smt. Meena Shastri, counsel for the petltroner
- Shri Vatbhav Goverdhan HL. for the State.
Challenge in the presen petztlon is - to the order dated
@L 29. 07 2013 (Annexure P-1) passed by the Chlef Executlve Off icer,
ik

ent No 4.
irly submits that agamst the order '

'lmpugned appeal lies to the Col ector. She further submlts that as’

petttron his appeal would be time
No.2 be- drrected to decide the
ly i lgnorlng the pornt of limitation. .
it till date the petltloner has not
e mstead of condonlng the delay |
pellate authorrty to decrde the
ct.

perm!tted to w1thdraw thls petltlon

Jugned |t__|s expected from the
Kpeditiously ignoring the. point of

ts of the case has been made by

thls Court and the appellate authprlty would be at Inberty to demde

B

the appeal in accordance with law;
RS

- FS17/2014-2,00.000. e

ntuallty offllng any appeal by the




