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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPS No. 4352 of 2015

• Mahesh Kumar Sahu S/o Shri K. S. Sahu, Aged About 56 Years 
Posted  as Sub Engineer Public Work Department, Sub Division 
Gariyaband, Dist. Gariyaband, Chhattisgarh. 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  The  Principal  Secretary  Public 
Work Department, Mahanadi Bhawan, New Raipur (Chhattisgarh) 

2. The  Additional  Secretary,  Public  Work  Department,  Mahanadi 
Bhawan, New Raipur (Chhattisgarh) 

3. The  Executive  Engineer  Public  Work  Department,  Division 
Gariyaband, Dist. Gariyaband Chhattisgarh. 

4. Shri Ram Kumar Dhruv, In-Charge Sub Divisional Officer, Public 
Work Department, Sub Division No. 2, Gariyaband ( Devbhog), 
Dist. Gariyaband (Chhattisgarh) 

---- Respondents 

For Petitioner :      Shri Rakesh Pandey, Advocate. 
For Respondents :      Shri Dhiraj Kumar Wankhede, Govt. 

       Advocate. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

15/01/2016 

(1) Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners would submit that 

petitioner and respondent No. 4, both are working as Sub Engineer  in 

the Public Works Department and respondent No. 4 is junior to him but 

as the respondent No. 4 has been given charge of Assistant Engineer in 

violation of the Circular dated 4.8.2011 issued by the State Government, 

against which. he made representation to the competent authority, which 

has  not  been  heard  &  decided  till  now and,  therefore,  he  may  be 

permitted to file fresh representation to the competent authority and the 

same may be directed to be decided within the specific time frame.
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(2) Prayer appears to be fair & reasonable.

(3) Be that as it may, if the petitioner prefers fresh representation to 

the competent authority for redressal of his grievances within a period of 

two  weeks  from  today,  the  authority  concerned  shall  consider  and 

decide  the  same  in  accordance  with  law  in  light  of  circular  dated 

4.8.2011 issued by the State Government expeditiously preferably within 

a period of 45 days from the receipt thereof.

(4) With the  aforesaid  observations,  the  writ  petition stands finally 

disposed of.

                    Sd/-

                                                                               (Sanjay K. Agrawal)
         Judge

D/-


