Single Bench |

IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
WRIT PETITION [s] No. 6338 s2014

PETITIONER: ’{shok Singh Parihar, son of Late

/"Madhusudhan Parihar,  aged

about 48 vyears, Occupation-

%}/g\}&w/Service, Inspector, Chhattisgarh

Khadi Tatha Gram Udyog Board,
presently posted as Manager,

:ﬁ‘.o*"ﬁ;.sg;%ﬂ“‘ )
g gt e Khadi Utapadan Kendra,

;Qaﬂ'ﬁz_,f"‘ Saragaon, District Raipur (C6)

Civil & Revenue District Raipur.
Vs

RESPONDENTS: 4" Chhattisgarh  Khadi  Tatha

Gram Udyog Board, through oo

its Managing Director, R-14,

- Anupam Nagar, Raipur.

2. The Managing Director,

Chhattisgarh  Khadi  Tatha
Gram Udyog Board, R-14,
» Anupam Nagar, Raipur.

PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

g
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Shri B.P. Sharma and Shrl Anfanesh Shukla counsel for the petltioner

Shri R.S. Patel counse! for thi respondents

i e : B ' - Grievance of the petitioner isythat though'he has beén promoted on tn_ej_“ S
| " post of Inspector from that of Assistant Grade-Il. but he has not been paid the
© salary of the promo’tional post. ' o e
Counsel for the petrtloner Tbmrts that severat representatlons have-
' _been made by the petitioner in thig regard but to no avall He submrts that‘i v

purpose of flllng this petition would be served if @ dlrectron is |ssued to the{j-t o

respondent No 2 to declde the repre :entatlon of the petrtloner

btate Counsel submits hat Iet the petltloner make a fresh_f':'

representatlon along with copy of this order to respondent No 2 WhICh o

would be de(fided in accordance with [aw

S “The present petltlon is disppsed of permrttrng the petrtloner to file a'?f oo
;W o fresh representatron along with cppy of this order before the respondentf o
| ~ No. 2 W|th|n two weeks from todaly and on that- berng done it is expected '. L

| from respondent No 2 to decidelthe same as expedltrously as: possrblef - : K
) o preferably wrthrn a penod of two nnonths from the date of recerpt of copy '_ |

« o ' of this order stnctly in accordance W|th law.

| ' - S S s made clear that this Colirt has _obServed'n;otning‘on merits ‘of the "

" case and it would be for the compete nt authority to de‘ciide the representatio'n of

the petltlonrer _pn its own merits. | T : R e
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