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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition   (S)   No.   4943   of 20  0  6  

C.K.  Banjare,  aged  about  53  years,  S/o  Shir  Budhram  Banjare 
working  as  Subedar  (Ministerial),  office  of  the  Superintendent  of 
Police, Kabirdham (C.G.)

---- Petitioners 

Versus 

1. State of  Chhattisgarh, through  the  Secretary,  Department of Home 
Affairs, Dau Kalyan Singh Bhawan, Raipur (C.G.)

2. The Director General of Police, Police Head Quarter, Raipur (C.G.)

3. The Sub  Director  General  of  Police  (Administration),  Police  Head 
Quarter – Raipur (C.G.)

4. The Superintendent of Police, District Kabirdham (C.G.)

5. The District Treasury Officer, District Rajnandgaon (C.G.

---- Respondents 

For Petitioners            : Shri T.K. Tiwari, Advocate. 
For State       :   Shri Arun Sao, Dy. Advocate General. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

09  /  1  1  /201  7     

(1)    Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would submit that issue 

involved in this writ petition is covered by order passed by this Court in Writ 

Petition (S) No. 4563/2006 {Abdul Nawab Khan & others Vs. The State 

of  Chhattisarh & others and other  connected cases},  decided on  7th 

May, 2009 , therefore, instant writ petition may be disposed of in terms of 

paragraph 10 of the aforesaid order, which reads as under:-

“10. Applying the well settled principles of law to the 

facts  of  the  present  case  and  for  the  reasons 

mentioned  hereinabove,  the  petitions  are 
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accordingly allowed in the terms of the order passed 

in  Vidyadhar Tiwari Vs. State of Chhattisgarh & 

others1 i.e., the impunged order dated 29-7-2006 is 

hereby quashed. The amount, if  any, so deducted 

be  paid  to  the  petitioners  with  simple  interest. 

However,  liberty is reserved to the respondents,  if 

so  advised,  to  take  appropriate  steps  after 

complying  with  the  principles  of  natural  justice  in 

accordance with Rule 65 of  the Chhattisgarh Civil 

Services  (Pension)  Rules,  1976.  No  order  asto 

costs. Rule is made absolute.”

(2) In  view of  above,  the writ  petition  stands  disposed of  in  terms of 

paragraph 10 of the order passed passed by this Court in Writ Petition (S) 

No. 4563/2006 {Abdul Nawab Khan & others (supra)}. 

              Sd/-   
  (Sanjay K. Agrawal)

                                                                                                                    Judge

                                                  D/-
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