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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition   No.   7  12   of 20  01  

Dev Naryan Patel, son of Shri Dev Kumar Patel, Aged 54 years, 
Presently working as Executive Engineer, Sanjay Gandhi Thermal 
Power Station, Birsinghpur (M.P.)

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. Chhattisgarh  State  Electricity  Board,  Through:  its  Secretary, 
Daganiya, Raipur (C.G.)

2. Chief Enigneer (Production), Chhattisgarh State Electricity Board, 
Korba (East), Korba (C.G.)

---- Respondents 

For Petitioner: Mr. Sunil Otwani & Mr. H.S. Patel, Advocate. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

2  4  /0  8  /201  7     

(1) Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that charge sheet has 

been  issued  to  the  petitioner  that  he  has  withdrawn  Rs.2,81,439  in 

excess of what  he  is entitled.  He further submits that  despite interim 

order passed by this Court on 4.5.2001, the aforesaid amount has been 

recovered  from the  petitioner.  He  further  submits  that  petitioner  has 

already  been  retired  from  services  on  31.05.2003  and,  therefore, 

respondents-CESB  be  restrained  from  taking  any  action  against  the 

petitioner on the basis of charge sheet issued to the petitioner. 

(2) Be that  as it  may,  the petitioner  has already been retired from 

services 13 years  back from the Chhattisgarh  State Electricity  Board 
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and  that  amount  in  dispute  has  already  been  recovered  from  the 

petitioner by the CSEB, considering the feasibility of closing the case 

against  the petitioner;   the petitioner  is directed to file representation 

before the respondents – authorities for redressal of his grievances and 

in turn the respondent-Chhattisgarh State Electricity Board is directed to 

consider  and  decide  the  same  in  accordance  with  law expeditiously 

preferably  within  a  period  of  one  month  from the  date  of  receipt  of 

certified copy of this order affording due opportunity of hearing to the 

petitioner.  However,  the  petitioner  is  at  liberty  to  proceed  further 

depending upon the result of his representation. 

(3)    With  the  aforesaid  observations,  the  writ  petition  stands  finally 

disposed of.

                                                             Sd/- 

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
                                                                                                                    Judge

                                                  D/-


