NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

WPS No. 7352 of 2017

J. P. Barnawal S/o Late H P Barnawal Aged About 59 Years Occupation
Subordinate Engineer Mining S E C L Kusmunda Area , District Korba
Chhattisgarh R / O B - 253 , Adarsh Nagar Kusmunda Police Station &
Kusmunda Korba Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner
Versus
. South Eastern Coal Field Limited Through Its Chairman Cum Managing
Director Head Office Basant Vihar Seepat Road Bilaspur District Bilaspur
Chhattisgarh.

. The Area Personnel Manager , S E C L Kusmunda Area Korba District Korba
Chhattisgarh.

. Secretary C M O Al, Kusmunda District Korba Chhattisgarh.

. Director Personal , South Eastern Coal Filed Limited , Bilaspur District
Bilaspur Chhattisgarh.

. R.C. Prasad , Subordinate Engineer Mining S E C L , Kusmunda District Korba
Chhattisgarh.

---- Respondents

Smt. Indira Tripathi, counsel for the petitioner/s.
Shri Vinod Deshmukh, counsel appears for respondents 1 to 4 on advance copy.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Manindra Mohan Shrivastava

Order On Board

02/01/2018

The petitioner's grievance is that the petitioner and respondent No.5 were

appointed by the same appointment order as on 02/09/1983 and later on, though the

petitioner promoted in executive cadre on 31/12/2010 and respondent No.5 promoted

on that very post on 16/08/2011, the petitioner is getting less pay as compared to

respondent No.5. The petitioner has preferred a representation for removing this

anomaly to step up his pay at par with his junior. It is also submitted that the

representation has been made by the petitioner which has remained undecided till



Deepti

2. Learned counsel for official respondent would voluntarily submit that looking to
the grievance of the petitioner, at this stage, this petition may be disposed off with
liberty to the respondents to examine petitioner's anomaly and take decision on the

same.

3. In view of the statement so made by learned counsel for respondents, at this
stage, | am not inclined to keep this matter pending but to dispose off this petition
with a direction to respondents 1 to 4 to examine petitioner's grievance of anomaly in
accordance with their own rules and regulations and take decision thereon within a

period of 12 weeks.

It goes without saying that in case, petitioner does not get favourable decision,

it would be open for him to revive this petition.

Sd/-
(Manindra Mohan Shrivastava)
Judge



