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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPS No. 4835 of 2007

1. Chhattisgarh  State  Electricity  Board  Pensioners  Association,
324, Oppositve Shiv Mandir Near Primary School, Tilak Nagar,
Janta  Colony,  Gudhiyari  Raipur  (CG),  Through  Its  General
Secretary, N.Maal Sonof Late Shri Netranand Maal, aged about
68 years 

2. Chhattisgarh  Vidyut  Mandal  Abhiyanta  Sangh  M-9,  Krishna
Nagar Dangania Raipur (Cg) Through Its General Secretary, P.N.
Singh Son Of Ramji Singh Aged About 57 Years 

3. Chhattisgarh  State  Electricity  Board  Diploma  Engineers
Association, 07, Sreeram Tower Tatibandh Raipur (CG) Through
Its  General  Secretary,  Nandram  Chipa  Son  Of  Late  Pannalal
Chipa Aged About 45 Years 

4. Chhattisgarh  Bijli  Karmachari  Sangh  (Mahasangh)  Kirodimal
Dharamshala, Jawahar Nagar, Raipur (CG) Through Its General
Secretary Arun Chaubey Son Of Late A.P. Chaubey Aged About
58 Years 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Union Of India,  Through Secretary,  Ministry  of Powers,  Shram
Shakti Bhawan, Rafi Marg, New Delhi 110001 

2. The  Director  Power  And  Energy,  Shram  Shakti  Bhawan,  Rali
Marg New Delhi 

3. State Of Chhattisgarh Through the Secretary,  Department Of
Energy, D.K.S. Bhawan Raipur (CG) 

4. State Of Madhya Pradesh Through Its Secretary, Department Of
Energy, Vallabh Bhawan Bhopal (Mp) 

5. Chhattisgarh State Electricity Board, Have Its Office At Dangania
Raipur (CG) Through : Its Secretary Raipur (CG) 

6. Madhya Pradesh State Electricity Board Have Its Office At Shakti
Bhawan Rampur Jabalpur (MP), Through Its Secretary, Jabalpur
(MP) 

---- Respondent 

For Petitioner Mr. SP Sahu, Advocate
For Respective Ms. Sunita Jain, Panel Lawyer, Mr. Rajkumar 
Respondents Gupta and Mr. Vinod Deshmukh, Advocates



Hon'ble Shri Justice Prashant Kumar Mishra

Order On Board 

19/4/2017   

1. Heard.

2. This petition is de-linked with WPS No.6025 of 2008.

3. The  petitioners  would  challenge  the  constitution  of  the

Committee for deciding the issue concerning allocation of the

services of the employees working in the erstwhile MPSEB in

between the successor MPSEB and CSEB, which has presently

been divided into several companies.

4. Mr. Vinod Deshmukh, learned counsel for MPSEB, would submit

that  the  issue  concerning  allocation  of  services  of  the

employees  of  the erstwhile  MPSEB,  has already been settled

and if any individual employee is aggrieved with the order of

allocation,  he would always be at liberty to file petition raising

his individual grievance. 

5. In view of the above, the writ petition is disposed of with liberty

in  favour  of  the  individual  employees  to  agitate  the  issue

concerning allocation of services, if cause of action survives.

                                                                                   Sd/-

   Judge

(Prashant Kumar Mishra)

Shyna


