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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPS No.   256     of 201  6  

• G.P. Kumbhare, S/o Late Shri M.L. Kumbhare, aged 
about  58  years,  presently  posted  &  working  as 
Assistant Mining Officer & R/o Radha Bhawan, Vijay 
Nagar, Police Station Mohan Nagar, Durg, Civil and 
Revenue District Durg (C.G.)

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through: the Chief Secretary, 
Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur (C.G.)

2. State  of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  the  Secretary, 
Department  of  Mines  and  Mineral  Resources, 
Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur (C.G.)

3. Joint  Secretary,  Government  of  Chhattisgarh, 
Department  of  Mines  &  Mineral  Resources, 
Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur (C.G.)

4. Director,  Directorate  of  Geology  &  Mining, 
Chhattisgarh, Block-4, IInd floor, Indrawati Bhawan, 
Naya Raipur (C.G.)

---- Respondents 

For Petitioner :      Shri Sushil Dubey, Advocate. 
For Respondents :      Shri Dhiraj Kumar Wankhede, 

       Govt. Advocate.     

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

2  5/01/2016   

         Heard.

(1)    Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would 

submit that in his appeal preferred, the Director (Geology 

&  Mining) has  recommended  the  suspension  to  be 
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revoked  but  the  State  Government  has  not  considered 

the case of petitioner in light of recommendation made by 

Director  (Geology  & Mining) and,  therefore,  a  direction 

may be issued to the State Government to  consider the 

case of petitioner afresh in light of recommendation made 

by the Director, Directorate of Geology & Mining and the 

same may be directed to be decided expeditiously.

(2)    Prayer appears to be fair & reasonable.

(3)   Be  that  as  it  may,  respondents  authorities  are 

directed  to  consider  petitioner's  case  afresh  in  light  of 

recommendation made by Director (Geology & Mining) for 

suspension to be revoked expeditiously preferably within 

a period of 45 days from the date of receipt of copy of this 

order.

(4)   With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition is 

finally disposed of.

(5)    It is made clear that this Court has not expressed 

any opinion on the merits of the case and the authority 

concerned shall  decide the  case of the petitioner on its 

own merits in accordance with law.

                                                                                               Sd/-
                                                      (Sanjay K. Agrawal)

                    Judge
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