NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
Writ Petition (S) No. 6101 of 2021

1. Chandrashekhar Kurrey S/o Tihariram Kurrey, Aged About 22 Years
Village Rehuta, Tehsil and District Mungeli. Chhattisgarh.
---Petitioner(s)
Versus
1. State of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Food Civil Supplies and
Consumer Protection Department, Atal Nagar, Naya Raipur, District-
Raipur. Chhattisgarh
2. Chhattisgarh State Cooperative Marketing Federation, Through Its
Managing Director, C - Tower Commercial Complex Atal Nagar Raipur .
Chhattisgarh
3. Collector, Mungeli, District Mungeli Chhattisgarh
4. Assistant Registrar, Cooperative Society Mungeli, District Mungeli
Chhattisgarh
5. District Marketing Officer,c.G State Cooperating Marketing Federation,
Mungeli District Mungeli Chhattisgarh
6. The Mungeli Sahkari, Vipran Sanstha Maryadit, Mungeli, District Mungeli.
Chhattisgarh
---Respondents

For Petitioner : Shri Hemant Kesharwani, Advocate.
For State : Shri Rajendra Tripathi, Panel Lawyer.
For Respondents 2,5 &6 Shri Vinod Deshmukh, Advocate.

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

01.11.2021

1. The grievance of the petitioner is the inaction on the part of the
respondents in not deciding the claim application of the petitioner for
compassionate appointment said to be moved by the petitioner on the
death of his father who died in harness on 26.04.2012.

2. The counsel for respondents No.2,5 and 6 submits that infact there is no
proof either in the pleadings or in the documents enclosed along with the
writ petition to show the submission of the application by the petitioner
seeking for compassionate appointment and whether that application is
still pending before the authorities concerned.

3. Given the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case and taking into

consideration the claim of the petitioner, the writ petition at this juncture



inder

stands disposed of directing the respondents No.2,5 and 6 to consider and
decide the application of the petitioner, if any, already filed by the petitioner
and which has till date not been decided, at the earliest preferably within a
period of 90 days from the date of receipt of copy of this order. The
petitioner would also be at liberty to produce sufficient proof to the
respondents No.2,5 and 6 to show submission of his application before the
respondent authorities and which is pending.

The writ petition accordingly stands disposed of.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge



