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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

Writ Petition (S) No. 4910 of 2018

Bachchu  Krishna  Jha  S/o  Shri  Kameshwar  Jha,  aged  about  44 

years,  R/o Shahdev Nagar, G.E. Road, Ward No. 22, Rajnandgaon, 

Police  Station  Basantpur,  Tahsil  and  District  Rajnandgaon, 

Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State of Chhattisgarh through its Secretary, Department of Home / 

Police, Secretariat, Mahanadi Bhawan, P.S. and Post - Rakhi New 

Raipur, District Raipur, Chhattisgarh

2. Director  General  of  Police  (DGP),  Police  Headquarter,  Near 

Mahanadi  Bhawan,  P.S.  and  Post  -  Rakhi,  New  Raipur,  District 

Raipur, Chhattisgarh

3. Inspector General  of Police (I.G.P.) Office of Inspector General  of 

Police (I.G.P.), 32 Bunglow, Bhilai, District Durg, Chhattisgarh

4. Superintendant  of  Police  (S.P.),  Police  Training  School  (P.T.S.) 

Rajnandgaon, District Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

5. Additional  Superintendent  of  Police  (Addl.  S.P.)  Office  of 

Superintendent  of  Police,  Rajnandgaon,  District  Rajnandgaon, 

Chhattisgarh

6. Ashfaq Ahmad Head Constable, Category – General, aged about 42 

years,  R/o  Police  Line,  Rajnandgaon,  District  Rajnandgaon, 

Chhattisgarh

7. Mohan Rao, Head Constable, aged about 36 years, R/o Police Line 

Rajnandgaon, District Rajnandgaon, Chhattisgarh

---- Respondents

For Petitioner : Shri Abhishek Pandey, Advocate

For Respondent/State : Shri Shashank Thakur, Govt. Advocate
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Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy

Order  On Board

01/08/2018

The limited prayer which the counsel for the petitioner makes is that 

the petitioner has made a representation to the higher authorities in the 

department for redressal of his grievances so far as grant of seniority  from 

the date  his immediate juniors have been granted.  He submits that the 

petitioner has an order in his favour from the High Court in the earlier round 

of  litigation  i.e.  WP No.5413/2005.   However,  while  implementing   the 

order,  the petitioner has not been granted proper seniority.  

2. State  counsel  does  not  oppose  the  prayer  for  deciding  the 

representation of the petitioner.  

3. Accordingly,  the  present  writ  petition  stands  disposed  of  with  a 

direction  to  respondent  no.3  to  ensure  that  the  representation  of  the 

petitioner as regards the dispute pertaining to the seniority of the petitioner 

which  is  pending  before  respondent  no.3  be  decided  at  the  earliest 

preferably within a period of 60 days from the date of service of copy of the 

order passed by this Court.  In case the representation of the petitioner is 

not pending before respondent no.3, the petitioner would be at liberty to file 

a fresh detail representation before respondent no.3 within a period of 15 

days from today and the authority concerned shall decide the same within 

a further period of 60 days from the date of receipt of certified copy of this 

order. 

Sd/-         
(P. Sam Koshy)

                                                                                               JUDGE 

Bhola


