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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition (C) No. 4021 of  2019

M/s Krishna Paddy Processing Perboiling A Sole Proprietorship Firm

Having Its Sole Proprietor Bhagirathi Kashyap S/o Lakhan Kashyap,

Aged  46  Years,  R/o  Village  Chorbhatthi,  Tahsil  Pamgarh,  District

Janjgir Champa, Chhattisgarh 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Department Of Industries,

Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Mantralaya,  Nawa  Raipur,  Atal  Nagar,  Raipur

Chhattisgarh

2. Director,  Industrial  Policy  Room,  Directorate  Of  Industries,  Udyog

Bhawan, Ring Road No. 01, Telibandha, Raipur, Chhattisgarh

3. Collector, Janjgir Champa, District Janjgir Champa, Chhattisgarh

4. District  Trade  And Industry  Centre,  Through  Its  General  Manager,

Janjgir Champa, Chhattisgarh 

---- Respondents

For Petitioner :  Mr. Malay Shrivastava, Advocate
For State : Mr. Ayaz Naved, Govt. Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy 

Order On Board 

13.11.2019

1. The dispute raised in the present writ  petition is in respect  of non

granting of the subsidy that the petitioner is said to be entitled for

under  the  Chhattisgarh  State  Fixed  Capital  Investment  Subsidy

Rules, 2014.
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2. Perusal of the agreement which was entered into between the parties

itself shows that in the event of any dispute between the parties, the

same shall  be first  referred to the Govt.  of  Chhattisgarh and their

decision  thereon shall  be final.  The record  further  shows that  the

petitioner  has  raised  a  dispute  before  the  State  authorities  vide

Annexure P-2 dated 04.09.2019, however, there does not seem to be

any  further  development  on  the  representation/objection  that  the

petitioner has raised. 

3. Given the said facts, let the respondents 1 & 2 take an appropriate

decision  on  the  claim that  has  been  raised  by the  petitioner  vide

Annexure P-2 at the earliest preferably within a period of 4 months

from  the  date  of  receipt  of  copy  of  this  order.   The  petitioner  in

addition, would be permitted to make an additional fresh claim before

the State Govt. in terms of the agreement entered into between the

parties for settlement of the dispute.  It shall be the responsibility of

the petitioner to apprise the respondents 1 & 2 so far as the order

passed by this Court is concerned. 

4. With the aforesaid observation, the writ petition stands disposed of. 

 Sd/-
P. Sam Koshy

Judge

Khatai


