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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPS No. 6406 of 2017

Umesh Kumar  Shukla  S/o  Late  Daulat  Ram Shukla,  Aged  About  60 
Years R/o B - 42, Rama Life City,  Sakri,  Police Station Chakarbhata, 
District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh , Chhattisgarh 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  Secretary,  Urban  Administration  And 
Development,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Mantralaya,  Capital  Complex,  New 
Raipur, District Raipur Chhattisgarh., Chhattisgarh 

2. Secretary,  Transport  Department,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Mantralaya, 
Capital  Complex,  New Raipur,  District  Raipur  Chhattisgarh ,  District  : 
Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

3. Director,  Urban  Administration  And  Development,  Indrawati  Bhawan, 
New Raipur Chhattisgarh , District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

4. Managing  Director,  Chhattisgarh  Infrastructure  Development 
Corporation,  Shashtri  Chowk,  Raipur  Chhattisgarh  ,  District  :  Raipur, 
Chhattisgarh 

5. Joint Director, Urban Administration And Development, Regional Office, 
Bilaspur District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh , District : Bilaspur, Chhattisgarh 

6. Chhattisgarh  Infrastructure  Development  Corporation  Transport 
Department  ,  Chhattisgarh  Through  Its  Managing  Director,  Shastri 
Chowk,  Raipur  District  Raipur  Chhattisgarh,  District:  Raipur, 
Chhattisgarh 

---- Respondents 

For Petitioner        :    Shri Manoj Paranjpe, Advocate. 
For State        :    Shri Sangharsh Pandey, Dy. Govt. Advocate. 
For Respondent No. 6    :    Shri Bhupendra Singh, Advocate. 

Order On Board 

08/02/2018 

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

be allowed to make representation to the State Government for revocation of 

suspension in light of  judgment of the Supreme Court in the matter of  Ajay 

Kumar Choudhary Vs. Union of India1.
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(2) Prayer appears to be fair & reasonable.

(3) Be that as it may, if the petitioner makes representation to the competent 

authority for revocation of suspension within a period of two weeks from today, 

then the authority concerned shall consider and decide the same expeditiously 

preferably within a period of four weeks from the submission of representation 

in light of the observations made in the judgment of the Supreme Court in the 

matter of  Ajay Kumar Choudhary (others).

(4) With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands fianally disposed 

of.

                                                                                                       Sd/-

                 (Sanjay K. Agrawal)

                Judge

D/-


