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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition No.3083 of 2003

B.K.  Dhir  (Balraj  Kumar  Dhir),  S/o  Shri  Satya  Prakash  Dhir,  aged 
about  59  years,  Occupation  Superintendent  Engineer  Water 
Resources Department, Mahanadi Godawari, Basin, Raipur, R/o MIG-
19, Indravati Colony, Raipur (CG).

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State of Chhattisgarh, through Water Resources Department,  
DKS Bhawan, Raipur (CG).

2. Engineer in Chief,  Water Resources Department,  Civil  Lines,  
Sihava Building, Raipur (CG).

                                                         ---- Respondents

For Petitioner : Mr. Roop Naik,  Advocate 
For State     : Mr. Dilman Rati Minj, Deputy Govt. Advocate

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

22/01/2018 

(1) Learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would submit 

that the petitioner is entitled for promotion on the post of Chief 

Engineer,  but  his  case  has  not  been  considered  by  the 

respondent  authorities  only  on  the  ground  that  he  is  going  to 

retire on 30.09.2003 for which he has made representation before 

the respondent authorities, but the same has not been considered 

and decided till now, against which this writ petition has been filed 

by the petitioner.

(2) Learned counsel appearing for the State would oppose the 

submission made by learned counsel for the petitioner and submit 
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that the petitioner is not entitled for promotion on the post of Chief 

Engineer. 

(3) I have heard learned counsel for the parties.

(4) Be that as it may, the respondent authorities are directed to 

consider the representation of the petitioner for promotion on the 

post  of  Chief  Engineer  strictly  in  accordance  with  law 

expeditiously within a period of two weeks from the date of receipt 

of certified copy of this order. 

(5) It  is  made  clear  that  this  Court  has  not  expressed  any 

opinion  on  the  merits  of  the  case  and  respondent  authorities 

would  be  at  liberty  to  consider  the  case  of  the  petitioner  in 

accordance with law. 

(6) With  the  aforesaid  observation,  the  writ  petition  stands 

finally disposed of.  

                                                                                    Sd/- 

                                                                       (Sanjay K. Agrawal)
Judge

L/-


