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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition (S) No.7034 of 2006

Santosh Kumar Nain,  S/o late  Nathulalji  Jain,  aged about  46 
years,  Sub-Engineer,  Chhattisgarh  State  Ware  Housing 
Corporation,  Branch Office, Durg, District Durg (CG).

                                                                 ---- Petitioner

Versus 

1. Union of India, through Secretary, Ministry of Consumer Affairs, 
Food and Public Distribution (Department of Food and Public  
Distribution), Krishi Bhawan, New Delhi.

2. State  of  Madhya  Pradesh,  through  Secretary,  General  
Administration  Department,  State  Reorganization  Cell,  
Government of Madhya Pradesh, Secretariat, Vallabh Bhawan, 
Bhopal (MP).

3. Madhya Pradesh Ware Housing and Logestic Corporation Office 
Complex,  Block-A,  Gautam  Nagar,  Bhopal(MP),  through  
Managing Director. 

4. State of  Chhattisgarh,  through Principal  Secretary,  Food and  
Civil  Supply  Department,  Government  of  Chhattisgarh,  DKS  
Bhawan, Raipur (CG).

5. Chhattisgarh Ware Housing Corporation Limited, Head Quarter , 
22 Anand Nagar, Raipur (CG), through Managing Director. 

                                                                                    --- Respondents

For Petitioner : Mr. V.G. Tamaskar, Advocate
For State    : Mr. Arvind Dubey, Panel Lawyer 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board

28/08/2017

(1) Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner submits that though 

the  petitioner  has  been  allocated  to  State  of  Chhattisgarh.  He  is 
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eligible and entitled to be allocated to the State of Madhya Pradesh for 

which he has made representation to the respondent No.1 to decide 

the same, but is pending consideration till now and therefore direction 

may be issued to decide the same expeditiously. 

(2) Prayer appears to be fair and reasonable. 

(3) Be that as it may, respondent No.1 is directed to consider and 

decide the petitioner's representation expeditiously preferably within a 

period of two months from the date of receipt of copy of this order. 

However,  the  petitioner  is  also  at  liberty  to  file  an  additional 

representation,  if  any  before  respondent  No.1  for  redressal  of  his 

grievances. 

(4) With the  aforesaid  observation,  the writ  petition  stands  finally 

disposed of. 

                                                                                           SD/- 

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
Judge


