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NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 4247 of 2021

Uttam Kumar Thakur S/o Late Shri Pawan Singh Thakur Aged About 67

Years Caste-Gond, R/o Village-Baiga-Khamariya, Post- Salhebhata, P.S.

Koma Khan, District- Mahasamund, Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary,  Department Of  Revenue

And  Disaster  Management,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Naya  Raipur,  District-

Raipur, Chhattisgarh

2. Commissioner (Land Record Branch),  Mahanadi  Bhawan, Naya Raipur,

District-Raipur, Chhattisgarh

3. Collector  (Land  Record  Branch)  Gariyaband,  District-Gariyaband,

Chhattisgarh

4. Sub-Divisional  Officer  (Revenue)  Gariyaband,  District-Gariyaband,

Chhattisgarh

5. Tehsildar Gariyaband, District-Gariyaband, Chhattisgarh

---- Respondents

For Petitioner : Mr. Surfaraj Khan, Advocate. 
For State : Ms. Binu Sharma, PL

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

16/08/2021

1. The grievance of the petitioner in the present writ petition seems to be the

non  settlement  of  the  post  retirement  benefits  which  the  petitioner  is

entitled for.

2. According to the petitioner he has crossed the age of superannuation on

31.07.2016. The petitioner at the time of retirement was working on the

post  of  Cartographer  (Manchitrakar)  in  Tehsil  Office  at  Gariyaband.
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According  to  the  petitioner,  post  retirement  though it  is  more  than five

years he has not received any retiral dues.

3. Counsel for the petitioner submits that immediately before his retirement

for a considerable period of time the petitioner because of ill health was

not able to resume his duties and he has applied for sanctioned medical

leave for the said period which too is till date pending consideration before

the  authorities  concerned.  It  is  further  contention  of  the  petitioner  that

against the non settlement of the retiral dues payable to the petitioner he

has already preferred a representation before the authorities concerned

but there has been no decision on the same.

4. Given  the  limited  grievance  that  petitioner  has  the  writ  petition  at  this

juncture stands disposed of  directing the respondent  no.2 to  4 to  take

appropriate decision on the claim of the petitioner in accordance with rules

governing the field at the earliest preferably within a period of 90 days from

the date of receipt of copy of this order.

5. The claim of  the  petitioner  shall  be  decided by  a  speaking order.  The

authorities also are expected to take a decision on the period of absence

for which the petitioner has already approached for grant of medical leave

in accordance with the rules governing the field.

6. With  the  aforesaid  observation,  the  Writ  Petition  accordingly  stands

disposed of.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)

Judge
Rohit


