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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

WPC No.545 of 2017

M/s Kymore Engineering Works Pvt. Ltd. Through: Vikramaditya Singh, S/o
Late  Rajendra  Singh,  Aged  About  43  Years,  Managing  Director  Of  M/s
Kymore  Engineering  Works  Pvt.  Ltd,  Resident  Of  Shanti  Niketan,  Amar
Patan, P.S. Civil Line, District Satna (Madhya Pradesh) 

---- Petitioner
Versus

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  Secretary,  Water  Resource
Department,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  New  Mantralaya,  Raipur,
(Chhattisgarh) 

2. The  Engineer  In  Chief,  Water  Resource  Department,  District
Raipur, (Chhattisgarh) 

3. The Chief  Engineer,  Hasdeo Bango Kachhar,  Water Resource
Department, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur, (Chhattisgarh) 

4. The  Superintending  Engineer,  Water  Resource  Department,
Raigarh, District Raigarh, (Chhattisgarh) 

5. Executive  Engineer,  Water  Resource  Department,
Dharamjaigarh, District Raigarh, (Chhattisgarh) 

---- Respondents

For Petitioner : Mr.Apoorva Tripathi, Advocate 
For Respondents : Mr.Shashank Thakur, G.A. 

Hon’ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order on Board

19/7/2017

1. Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioner  would  submit  that

₹ 11,25,136/-, which is due for payment to the petitioner, has been

withheld by the Executive Engineer, Water Resources Department by

order dated 14.9.2015 (Annexure P/5) without assigning any reason

relying upon the judgment of this Court in the matter of  M/s.  Shree

Construction Vs. State of Chhattisgarh & Ors. 1

2. Learned State Counsel would submit that the aforesaid amount has

been withheld on account of some amount is due to be paid by the

petitioner in some other contract and recovery is to be made from the
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petitioner. 

3. Be that as it may, the petitioner is at liberty to make representation

before the respondent-authorities along with decision rendered by this

Court  in  M/s.  Shree  Construction (supra)  within  two weeks from

today,  if  representation  is  rejected  and  in  turn,  the

respondent-authorities would take a decision within further two weeks

from the date of receipt of representation and for the period of four

weeks, no coercive steps shall be taken by the respondents against

the petitioner. 

4. With  the  aforesaid  observation,  the  writ  petition  finally  stands

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

                                                                                Sd/-

                                                                                  (Sanjay K. Agrawal)
                                                                                               Judge

B/-


