
BEFORE THE HON BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHTsARH ATBILASPUR (CHHAT‘HSGARH:
Writ Petition (S) K / (W /2014 (3.8.)

PETmomER.
Rammani Tripathi,
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t S/o Late Shri B. P. Tripathi, aged about 58
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years,

Inspector,

Occupation

working
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under

Assistant

the office

Sub
.

of
5,, k5 Ponce Station CM: Line, Rs. Civn Line,

District — Biiaspur (Chhattisgarh)

Staté of Chhattisgarh, Through :
Secretary, Home and Poiice Affairs and
finance, Mahanadi Bhawan, New

Mantraiay, District - Raipur (Chhattisgarh)
2. Director General of Police, Police Head

Quarter, District e Raipur (C.G.)
3. inspector General of Police, Bilaspur

Range, District — Bilaspur (C.G.)
4. Superintendent of Police Bilaspur

M/
Distnct Bilaspur (C G)

VERSUS

RESPONDENTS 1.

NN‘
WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDI
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SB : Hon’ble Shri Manindra M1

24.12.2014
Shn’ Prakash Tiwari, cou

Shri Mazid Ali, Panel Lawyer for the State, on advance

copy.‘
Heard.

Learned counsel for thc

scheme of grant of scale prorrl

app1icab1e in the case of the

employees have been granted

order dated 5th May, 2014

remained posted as ASI sinc‘

same benefit. He submits th

made which is still'pending co

Learned counsel for t

petitioner should approach tr

Who is the competent authorit‘

In View of the above, t is petition is disposed off at

present with liberty to the p titioner to file representation

before respondent No.3, w

ahan Shrivastava J.

nsel for the petitioner.

: petitioner submits that the

Lotion to remove stagnation is

petitioner. Similarly situated

Denefit of scale promotion vide

and as the petitioner has

3 2009, he is also entitled to

at a representation has been

nsi‘deration.

he State submits that the

e Inspector General of Police,

1 to consider such claim.

shall consider petitioner’s
claim’ for grant of scale pro Otion in accordance with the

Govt. Policy dated 10th Augu t, 2009 and other applicable

policies in the matter.
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If the petitigner prefers r‘

’ be considered and decided b

period of 3 months from the c

order.
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apresentation, the same shall
1y respondent No3 Within a

late of receipt of copy of this

Praveen

Sd/—
Manindra Mohan Shrivastava

Judge
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