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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

W.P. (S)   No.   1  9  69   of 201  1  

1. Jalandhar Pradhan,  Aged about  55 years,  S/o Late Shri  Ghansi 
Pradhan,  Assistant  Internal  Auditor  and  Taxation  Officer,  R/o- 
Kokadi Patsendhori, Post- Saraipali, District – Mahasamund (C.G.) 

2. Ravindra  Patel,  Aged  about  55  years,  S/o  Shri  Ghasia  Patel, 
Assistant  Internal  Auditor  and  Taxation  Officer,  R/o  Bodapali 
Kednan, Post-Saraipali, District- Mahasamund (C.G.) 

3. Suresh  Pradhan,  Aged  about  55  years,  S/o  Santosh  Pradhan, 
Assistant Internal Auditor and Taxation Officer, R/o Janpad Colony, 
Post Saraipali, District- Mahasamund (C.G.) 

---- Petitioners 

Versus 

1. State  of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  Secretary,  Panchayat  &  Social 
Welfare Department, D.K.S. Bhawan, Mantralaya, Raipur (C.G.)

2. Director, Panchayat & Social Welfare Directorate, Raipur (C.G.) 

3. Joint  Director,  Janpad  Panchayat  &  Social  Welfar  Directorate, 
Raipur (C.G.) 

4. Chief  Executive  Officer,  Janpad  Panchayat  Saraipali,  District 
Mahasamund (C.G.)

---- Respondents

For Petitioners        : Mr. Mehar Kumar, Advocate

For Respondents : Mrs. Smita Jha, PL 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

05  /0  7  /201  6     

(1) In writ petition (S) No.4256/2010 filed by petitioner No.1-Jalandhar 

Pradhan, this Court, by order dated 13.08.2010, directed the respondent 

No. 2 therein to consider petitioner’s No.1 claim for promotion from due 



2

date.

(2) Thereafter,  the Competent  Authority  has passed an order  dated 

10.09.2010 and the seniority has been given to petitioner No.1 including 

other persons.

(3) Now, second writ petition has been filed by the petitioner No.1 and 

others  stating  that  the  petitioners  are  not  being  given  posting  and, 

therefore,  the  respondent  No.2  be  directed  to  grant  posting  to  the 

petitioners. Document (Annexure P-6) has been filed, in which competent 

authority  has  informed  to  the  petitioners  that  seniority list  has  been 

corrected and posting shall be given on the post being vacant.

(4) Since  the Competent  Authority,  by  order  dated  6.10.2010,   has 

already directed that posting shall be given to the petitioners on the post 

being vacant, no further order is necessary.

(5) Accordingly,  the  writ  petition  stands  disposed  of  directing  the 

competent authority to consider the petitioners’ case for posting on post 

being available as per order dated 6.10.2010, if  posting is not already 

granted. 

                     Sd/-    
                                                                               (Sanjay K. Agrawal) 
                                                                                         Judge

                                                  D/-


