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. ‘ HIGH COURT OF. MLP. AT JABALPUR
o // MEMORANDUM //

Xy

By Ordinary Mode

Process Id: 129929/2018

Endt.No.Q/Cmp DA 2/WP/20918/2018 : Jabalpur, Dated 25-09-2018
- 2413
To, .
The Addl. Chief Secretary/Principal
Secretary,

Commissioner Departmental Inquiry
(Coordination) Chief Secretary Office,
District- Bhopal (M.P.)

v

Sub:- Copy of order passed by the Hon'ble Court.

* k %k %

e  Pléase find enclosed herewith copy of order datcd 10/09/2018 passed by the Hon'ble
Court in WP/20918/ 2018 [ DR. A:P.S. BUNDELA Vs THE STATE OF M.P. ] for your
necedful at your end as per order of Hon'ble Court.

@ o915
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for DEPUTY REGISTRAR(JUDICIAL)
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF MaDHYA. PRADESH |
. PRINCIPAL SEAT AT JABALPUR |

W. P. No. 5"‘9?@ /2018

R

" PETITIONER * Dr. A.P.S. Bundela, ,
S/0'Shri L.S. Bundela, .
Aged-about 57 Years, - —
Presently posted as Homoeopathjc
Medical Officer, Government
vV Homoeopathic Dispensary, |Tells
/- Jamalpura, Bhopal, .— i

District Bhopai (M.P) — |

— e
Al

\u ‘ .

. . o

Q\?{

Versus

State 'of-Madhya Pradesh, | _1L-
Through its Principal .Secretary,
Department of Ayush, Mantralay .
Vallabh Bhawan, Bhopal (M.p F

—

Chief Secretary, e
Government of Madhya Pradegh,

Mantralaya, Vallabh Bhaway
Bhopal (M.P.). :

»

Commissidnér, Ayush, o
Satpura Bhawan, BhOpal_(M.P:)'."— i
o

e AU
District Ayush Officer, * Ayush ]
Parishar, Kaliasod Maidan, Nehry
Nagar, Bhopal (M.P,). — 1

|
WRIT P.ETITION UNDER ART_ICLE 226 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA
- PARTICULARS OF 13p CAUSE/ORDER AGAINST
WHICH THE PETITION 1 MADE:

{1} Date of order : Nil
(2) Passed in : Nil
===..[3) Passed by : Nil
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7/ . HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH:JABALPUR
Es WP No.20918/2018 &’

i
,& (Dr. A.PS.Bundela Vs. State of MP & others)

WP No0.21057/2018 . RO

(Dalveer Singh Vs. State of MP & others) |
WP No0.21059/2018 |

(Dharmendra Singh Vs. State of MP & others) !

WP No.21078/2018 |

(Manaswar Ram Bhagat Vs.. State of MP & others)
Dated: 10.09.2018

?

; Shri Swapnil Ganguly, Advocate for thé
; _petitioner in WP No.20918/2018 and WE

No0.21078/2018.

5
H
i
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|
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These petitions are being disposed of by al

common order as the:singular issue in all these:‘
petitions is that the representations submitted by the!

Heard on admlssmn.

“petitioners-Government employees for redressal off'

their grievances have not been decided by thel_
-concerned authorities before whom the same are§
pending. |

All these petitions have been filed by the}
pemmoners/government employees under Article 226!
of the Constitution of India against the inaction ong

-
-

|
the part of the different respondents/higher!

€

. -::4;__-‘—»‘:“: ST
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government authorities in deciding their respective

representations, hence the same are being disposed
of as under:-

WP No.20918/2018

This petition under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India is filed by the petitioner, who is
posted as Homeopathic Medical Officer in the-
Government Homeopathic Dispensary, Bhopal, and is
aggrieved by the inaction on the part of the '
respondents to decide the petitioner’s representation
dated 25.10.2017 and 09.11.2017.

Learned counsel for the petitioner has
submitted that the petitioner's representation has
already recommended by the respondent No.4 to the
respondent No.l on 23:11.2017 but till date no
orders have been passed on the said recommendation
as well. |

Learned Government Advocate for the
dent/State has submitted that the petitioner’s

Qﬁh circumstances, the petition is disposed of

. It is made clear that this Court has not
expressed any view on the merits of the case.
WP No.21057/2018
This petition has heen filed under Article 226 of
- the Constitution of India by the petitioner, who is

posted as Chowkidar, against the inaction on the part
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of the respondents to decide his representations
dated 03.11.2016 & 04.07.2018 as the case -of the
petitioner is that }_1e is posted on the post of
Chowkidar since 1990 with Patwan‘_Halka Lalitpur,
Tehsil Amarpatan, Distt. Satna (M.P).

The contention of the petitioner is that his case
has already been recommended by the Deputy
P Collector, Satna on 03.06.2004 and 04.10.2005 and

duly forwarded on 08.11.2016 but till date no action
has been taken in this behalf-

Learned counsel for the State has submitted
that the petitioner's case would be processed
expedmously

In the circumstances, this petition is disposed
ith a direction to the petitioner to submit a fresh

_ Collector, Satna/respondent No.3 within a
.‘?‘.ﬁem‘od@ three weeks from the date of receipt of
< * certj ,’ copy of this order and if such a
entatlon is submitted by the petitioner, the
samé shall be decided by . the  Collector,
Satna/respondent No.3 in accordance with law within
a period of six weeks from the date of submission of

representation alongwith certified copy of this order. |

- It is made ciear that this Court has not
expressed any opinion on the merits of the case.

WP No.21059/2018
This petition has been filed under Article 226 of
the Constitution of India by the petitioner, who is
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posted as Salesman in the Cooperative Society, Fair ‘
Price Shop, Rewa, against the inaction on the part of
the respondents to decide his represertation dated
12.02.2018 (Annexure P/4) wherein he has: sought-
transfer of POS (Point Of Sale) machine in his name
which has alsc been recommended by respondent

No.6 but till date no action has been taken in this
behalf.

Learned G.A. for the respondents/State has
submitted that the petitioner's case would be dealt
.with expeditiously.

~ In the circumstances, this petition is disposed -
off with the direction to respondents No.6/ 7 to
decide the petitioner's representation . dated
12.02.2018 (Annexure P/4) in accordance-with law, "
editigusly, preferably within a period of three

HY’fx”din \e date of receipt of certified copy of
th1s order

e

3‘ ‘UmIt'ls mgca clear that this Court has not

<,

L _expressgad any;gx_ inion on the merits of the case.

N N

N0 3, WP Ne.21078/2018

'ﬁThls petition has been filed by the petitioner,
who is posted as Senior Teacher in the Government
Higher Secondary School, Anuppur, against the
inaction on the part of the respondents to decide his
representation dated 21.08.2018 (Annexure P/5)
which has been filed by him claiming the salary from
May, 2018 onwards.
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The aforesaid representation has been filed by[

the petitioner bursuing the matter at his own will but{
no orders have been passed till date. ,
Learned counsel for the State has submitted
‘that the petitioner's case would be expeditiously ;

decided. i

In the circumstances, this petition is disposed of:
with the direction to the respondent Nos.3 to s,
whoever is responsible to decide the petitioner's
representation dated 21.08.2018 (Annexure P/5) in
accordance with law, expeditiously, preferably within

a period of six weeks from the date of receipt of
certified copy of this order -

y/that since the representations submitted by
i

of the petitioners aré  still  pending

the  concerned respondents/competentg
authorities of the respective petition have been;

~ directed to decide the petitioners’ representation in
accordance with law expeditiously preferably within
a certain time frame from the date of receipt of
certified copy of this order B

The aforesaid illustration of disposal of writ

petitions demonstrates the sorry state of affairs at !
the level of State Government where the!
reépresentations submitted by its employees are to be !

e
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decided. This Court has observed that such petitions
are being filed by the Government employees every
now and then in a routine manner only to get an
orders/direction from thig Court so that : their
representations can be decided within a specified
time frame.

.Apparently these petitions may be important to
the petitioners but otherwise, are trivial in nature as
no important issues are involved except that the
representations are still pending and if such petitions
are not disposed of at the threshold and the notices
are issued, they .tend to increase i;he work of the
Registry of this court by many fold as also of the
High Court itself. It is also pertinent to mention here
that such petitions are the first round of litigation
because when the representations are decided by
the higher authorities after intervention of this court
in the writ petition, in case if the petitioner is still
aggrieved, he would surly file yet another writ
petition challenging the.said order, thus, each of such

has the potential of generating yet another

WH€ F;)Ae%; R which alsoall those documents would
_Jﬁ agam bE ﬁle@ and all the procedural formalities are
fo' d@rﬁ@gﬁm e to be completed, thus, there is
tiplicity of litigajaion which has to be

unnecessary/

: awplded £

- This Court is concerned that such petitions are

a huge burden on the national resources also
because normally each of such petmons runs into

. number of pages ranging in the v'c'mt\ .of 25 to 100
pages, as the case may be, and um:‘:gﬁy its four copies
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are required even when the notices are not issued, as
two copies are filed in the Court, one in the Advocaté
General's office and one is kept by the petitioner
himself, thus, it is anybody's guess as to how: much'
paper is wasted in filing just one writ petition, which|
otherwise is a criminal waste of paper and othei
resources because, its only outcome is a brief order
passed by this court as illustrated aforesaid which is
attributable to the unwillingness on the part of thd
government officials to decide the representationsf,
within a time bound manner.

In the considered opinion of this Court, filing of

is Court is of the considered opinion that it is
difficult task to form such a policy and can be
ne at the various levels of administration viz. the
Collector, Commissioner and the Principal Secreta
who can act on their own by giving executive
instructions in this behalf which would not -only savé
the Government employees running from pillar tcf
‘post and from filing writ petitions incurring avoidable
expenses from -their limited salary but would als?
save High Court’s valuable time where thousands of
Cases are already pending consideration,

The grievances of the employees of just abou
every other department of the Government, can be

. . . !
remedied at the initial Stage itself i.e. at the level of
!

|

Il
1
'
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the concerned department for which appfopn‘ate
guidelines may be issued either by Collectors/
Commissioners/departmental heads, "and the Chief
Secretary can also issue general guidelines in this
behalf.

It is pertinent to mention here that earlier, this
Court, in those cases in which the Government
employees’ identical cases are éovered by an order
passed by this Court; has passed specific order on
04.1.2017 in WP No,20876/2016 and acting upon the
same, the Chief Secr%tarm' Government of M.P. has
also issued a circular to the all thé departments of
the Government. The aforesaid circular reads as

under:-

RN S
T g g e
<4/ /2017 /3/TH Hure, faAie 26 A, 2017

Rrra— S @, 20876/2016 N1 #wel gefen @ el wWieer wen
free, e weew faee A9 wea wE o=, § WA 9w WA,
e gw TRa Pk Reid 04701 /2017 B GRAA R |

Rrrifs ITEEA Woxw 4 7M. 3T <e, WaaR §W 54 @
1 o e @ A T 8 S WS SaTEs /e Pt
8 B T BE TR ERT andedt / afueetedl ot Freifan aifed |
ar R o @ e aReR o1 Frmrgar e T e s
2 Rred P <A @ IR 3 ¥ R o9 § e T W @
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" representations are not decided by the authorities for
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erular can again be issued in respect of the
aforesaid problem where the employees whose

months/years together and which are not covered by!
any order passed by this court. ‘ '

Admittedly, the practice of filing such petitions:
as aforesaid is as old as the. High Court itself and it§

also suits to the needs of litigants and the lawyers'

|
|
|

alike. But the time has come now that it should be
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done away with. So far as this Court is concerned, it
can certainl§ do without such disposals to its credit.

For the aforesaid reasons, for the larger interest
of all the parities to a lis, this Court is compelled to
pass this order 36 that appropriate and timely
measures can be taken by ‘the responsible
government officers.

Certified copy as per rules. ,

A certified copy of this order be sent to the
Chief Secretary of the State Government, as also to
the Collectors/ Commissioners/Pringipal Secretaries
for necessary action. _

A typed copy of this order be also sent to the
office of Advocate General of the Madhya Pradesh,

Al
(Subodh Abhyankar)
Jugge



