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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition (S) No.6139 of 2016

1. Ravishanker Markam, S/o Devlal Markam, aged about 50 years, 
R/o H-184, Kashiram Nagar, Opposite PWD Colony, Ring Road 
No.1, District Raipur PIN-492001.

2. Smt.  Geeta  Markam,  W/o  Shri  Ravishanker  Markam,  aged 
about  49  years,  R/o  H-184,  Kashiram Nagar,  Opposite  PWD 
Colony, Ring Road No.1, District Raipur PIN 492001.   

                                                                              ---- Petitioners

Versus 

1. State  of  Chhattisgarh,  through  Secretary,  Department  of  
Revenue  and  Disaster  Management,  Mantralaya,  Mahanadi  
Bhawan, Naya Raipur 492002. 

2. State  of  Chhattisgarh,  through  the  Secratary,  Department  of  
Commerce & Industry,  Mantralaya,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Naya  
Raipur 492002.

3. State of Chhattisgarh, through the Secretary, School Education 
Department,  Mantralaya,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Naya  Raipur  
492002 (CG).

4. Allotment Officer, Directorate of Disaster Management, (Home  
Department)  Mantralaya,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Naya  Raipur  
492002 (CG).

                                                                                     --- Respondents

For Petitioners : Shri Kshitiz Sharma,  Advocate
For State. : Shri Gary Mukhopadhyay, Dy.G.A. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal
Order On Board

09/11/2016

(1) Heard.

(2) Learned counsel  appearing for  the petitioner  submits  that  the 

petitioner  No.1  has  been  transferred  from  the  office  of  Directorate 

(Industries & Commerce),  Raipur to District  Industries & Commerce 



2

Centre,  Korba  vide  order  dated  28.07.2016  whereas,  his  wife  i.e. 

petitioner  No.2  namely  Smt.  Geeta  Markam  is  also  a  government 

servant  and  working  at  Raipur.  He  further  submits  that  by  the 

impugned order dated 06.10.2016 (Annexure P1), the petitioner No.1 

directed  to  vacate  the  quarter  bearing  No.H-184,  Kashiram  Nagar, 

Raipur against which, he has made an application for allotment of the 

said quarter being used by them in the name of his wife i.e.  petitioner 

No.2, which has not been considered and decided by respondent No.1 

and therefore, a direction may be issued to the said authority to decide 

the same, expeditiously. 

(3) The prayer appears to be fair and reasonable. 

(4) Be that as it may, respondent No.1 is directed to consider and 

take  a decision  on  the  pending  representation  of  the  petitioners  in 

accordance with Rule 19(1)(2) of Shaskiya Avas Avantan Niyam, 2000 

preferably within a period of 30 days from the date of receipt of copy of 

this order.

(5) With the  aforesaid  observation,  the writ  petition  stands  finally 

disposed of. No order as to cost(s).

                                                                                             Sd/- 

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
Judge

L/-


