NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
WPS No. 6356 of 2018

Suresh Kumar Panka S/o Late Shri Ranmal Ram Panka Aged About
58 Years R/o Village Sakri, Tahsil-Takhatpur, District- Bilaspur,
Chhattisgarh.

---=- Petitioner
Versus

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Cooperative
Department, Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya, New Raipur,
Chhattisgarh.

2. The Secretary Chhattisgarh State Cooperative Marketing Federation
Limited, Head Office, Raipur, Chhattisgarh

3. The Managing Director Chhattisgarh State Cooperative Marketing
Federation Limited, Head Office, Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

4. The District Marketing Officer Chhattisgarh State Cooperative
Marketing Federation Limited, Bilaspur, Chhattisgarh.

----Respondents
For Petitioner : Mr. V.R. Tiwari, Advocate
For State : Mr. R.K. Gupta, Dy. A.G.
For Respondents No. 2to 4 Mr. B.D. Guru, Advocate along with

Mr. Rajendra Tripathi, Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

27/09/2018

1. The grievance of the petitioner is that the petitioner was working
under the respondents No.2 to 5 as Senior Assistant for last more
than 35 years. Under the rules governing the fields the petitioner
was entitled for the time bond pay scale on completion of the 12

years and 24 years of continuous service on the same post.

2. According to the petitioner, he was eligible for granting of the said
time bond pay scale, but on account of the lapse on the part of the
respondents in not maintaining the ACRs of the petitioner properly,
he was denied the same. Subsequently, now the petitioner has been

granted the promotion vide order dated 23.06.2018. The fact that the



Ved

petitioner has been granted promotion by itself shows that he was
also entitled for the benefit of the time bond pay scale on an earlier
occasion on the completion of the stipulated length of service as is

required under the regulations.

. Given the said facts, let the petitioner make a detailed

representation to the respondents along with all supporting
documents, in addition to the representation that he has already
made (Annexure P/2) and the respondent No.3 shall in turn consider
and decide the claim of the petitioner for grant of time bond pay
scale from the date he was entitled for. Let this exercise be

completed within a period of 60 days.

. With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands disposed

off.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge



