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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

Writ Petition (S) No.2668 of 2018

Shrawan Kumar  Tiwari  S/o  Late  Shri  Jagannath  Tiwari,  Aged About  63 
Years  Retired  Subedar  (M)  Under  The  10th  B.N.  C.A.F.,  Silfili,  District 
Surajpur, R/o Village Jarhagarh, P.S. And Post Ambikapur, District Surguja 
Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner
Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Department Of Home Police 
Affairs  And  Finance,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Mantralay,  New  Raipur 
Chhattisgarh.

2. The  Director  General  Of  Police,  Police  Head  Quarter,  District  Raipur 
Chhattisgarh.

3. The Accountant General, Zero Point, Vidhan Sabha Road, District Raipur 
Chhattisgarh.

4. The  Commandant,  10th  B.N.  C.S.F.,  Kamalpur,  Silfili,  District  Surajpur 
Chhattisgarh.

5. The  Joint  Director,  Treasury,  Account  And  Pension,  Ambikapur,  District 
Surguja Chhattisgarh.

---- Respondents

For petitioner : Shri Abhishek Singh, Advocate. 
For State : Shri A.S. Kachhwaha, Add. AG.
For Union of India : Shri Raj Kumar Gupta, Advocate. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice  P. Sam Koshy

Order on Board

28  /03/2018  

1. The petitioner retired from service w.e.f. 30.06.2017 from the post of 

Subedar (Ministerial) working under the Police Department in the State 

of Chhattisgarh. The grievance of the petitioner is that, though he has 

been retired on 30.06.2017, till date the respondents have not cleared 

the  retiral  benefits  payable  to  him.  He  draws  attention  of  the  court 

towards document enclosed in the petition which shows that even the 

office  of  Accountant  General  has  issued  authorization  letter  for  the 

department to release the retiral dues payable to the petitioner, yet the 

respondents have not released the same. 



2. Given the  facts  and circumstances  of  the  case,  let  the  retiral  dues 

payable to the petitioner be issued within a period of  45 days from 

today. The respondent No.1 shall  conduct an enquiry as to why the 

retiral dues have not been paid to the petitioner inspite of authorization 

letter  being  given by the office  of  Accountant  General  way back in 

June, 2017. The erring officer should be proceeded departmentally. 

3. With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands disposed of. 

  Sd/-

(P.Sam Koshy)
Judge

inder 


