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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

W.P. (S) No. 2441 of 2013

N.L. Barber, S/o. Late Shri B.L. Barber, aged about 62
years, R/o. Vivekanand Nagar Colony, Seepat Road,
Mopka, P.S. Sarkanda, Bilaspur (C.G.)

---- Petitioner
Versus
. Chhattisgarh State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd. Through:
Its Chairman Hitwad Bhawan, Avanti Vihar, Telibandha,
Raipur (C.G.)
. The Managing Director, Chhattisgarh State Civil Supplies
Corporation Ltd. Hitwad Bhawan, Avanti Vihar, Telibandha,
Raipur (C.G.)

---- Respondents

W.P. (S) No. 2565 of 2013

N.L. Barber, S/o. Late Shri B.L. Barber, aged about 62
years, R/o. Vivekanand Nagar Colony, Seepat Road,
Mopka, P.S. Sarkanda, Bilaspur (C.G.)

---- Petitioner
Versus

. Chhattisgarh State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd. Through:
Its Chairman Hitwad Bhawan, Avanti Vihar, Telibandha,
Raipur (C.G.)

. The Chairman, Chhattisgarh State Civil Supplies
Corporation Ltd. Hitwad Bhawan, Avanti Vihar, Telibandha,
Raipur, District Raipur (C.G.)

. The Managing Director, Chhattisgarh State Civil Supplies
Corporation Ltd. Hitwad Bhawan, Avanti Vihar, Telibandha,
Raipur (C.G.)

. The General Manager (Administration) & Enquiry Officer,
Chhattisgarh State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd. Hitwad
Bhawan, Avanti Vihar, Telibandha, Raipur, District Raipur
(C.G.)

---- Respondents



For Petitioners : Mr. Sunil Pillai, Advocate.
For Respondents Mr. Kashif Shakeel, Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board

09/11/2016

(1)  Learned counsel appearing for the parties would submit that
issue raised in these writ petitions are covered by judgment of Division
Bench of this Court in Writ Appeal No. 67 of 2016 (Chhattisgarh State
Civil Supplies Corporation Limited Vs. Udho Prasad Sharma) vide

order dated 26.02.2016.

(2) Paragraph 8 of the judgment of the Division Bench states as

under:-

“8. We therefore modify the judgment under appeal at
paragraph-12 only to the extent that the direction
quashing the two charge sheets is set aside and it is held
that the departmental proceedings against the
Respondents have lapsed after superannuation with its
attendant consequences in absence of any authority to

proceed under the law.”

(3) In view of the submissions made by the parties, these writ
petitions stand disposed of in terms of paragraph 8 of the
judgment of the Division Bench of this Court passed in Writ
Appeal No.67 of 2016.

Sd/-

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
Judge






