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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

W.P. (S) No.  222     of   201  6  

Shivaji Rao Jadhav, S/o Shri S. Rao Jadhav, aged about 40 
years, Sub-Engineer at Muncipal Corporation Birgaon, Raipur, 
Thana & Post – Birgaon, District Raipur (C.G.)

                                                                        ---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Govt. of Chhattisgarh Through - Secretary, Department of 
Urban  Administration  and  Development,  Ministry  Mahanadi 
Bhavan, New Raipur (C.G.)

2. Director, Department of Urban Administration and Development 
, Minstry Mahanadi Bhavan, New Raipur (C.G.)

3. Aman  Chandrakar,  aged  about  30  years,  Sub-Engineer  at 
Muncipality Gidam. Thana & Post-Gidam, District – Dantewada 
(C.G.)

---- Respondents

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

For Petitioner     : Mr. Somkant Verma, Advocate
For Respondents/State : Mr.  Y.S. Thakur, Dy. Advocate General 

for the State. 

Hon’ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order on Board 

21  /01/2016  

1. Counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that  the  petitioner  was 

posted  at  Municipal  Corporation,  Birgaon  by  order  dated 

11.08.2015  and  within  4-5  months  he  has  against  been 

transferred to Municipality, Gidam, District Dantewada and, 

as such, he is a victim of frequent transfer, and therefore, he 
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may be permitted to file representation before the competent 

authority highlighting his grievances and the same may be 

directed to be decided within the specific time frame. 

2. Prayer appears to be fair & reasonable. 

3. Be that as it may, if the petitioner makes representation to 

the competent authority within a period of two weeks from 

today,  the  authority  concerned  shall  decide  the  same  in 

accordance with law expeditiously preferably within a period 

of eight weeks from the date of receipt of representation. 

4. For  the  period  of  10  weeks,  effect  &  operation  of  the 

impugned order  05.01.2016 with  regard to petitioner  shall 

remain stayed. 

5. With  the  aforesaid  observations,  the  writ  petition  stands 

finally disposed of.  

                                                                           Sd/-

 (Sanjay K. Agrawal) 
                                                                                  JUDGE

D/-


