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NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition (S) No. 6758  of  2018

Lalit  Prasad  Ravindra  S/o  Shri  Aghan  Ravindra,  Aged  About  41 

Years, Working As Rural Agricultural Development Officer, Office Of 

Senior,  Rural  Agricultural  Development  Officer,  Bock Development 

Office, Kartala, District Korba (Chhattisgarh)

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Department Of Agricultural 
Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur, Chhattisgarh

2. Deputy Director Agriculture, Korba (Chhattisgarh)

3. Senior Agricultural Development Officer, Block Development Office, 
Kartala, District Korba, Chhattisgarh

4. Senior Agricultural Development Officer, Block Development Office, 
Jayjepur, District Janjgir Champa, Chhattisgarh

---- Respondents

For Petitioner :  Shri Ashish Surana, Advocate
For State : Shri D. Wankhede, Govt. Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy 

Order On Board 

10.10.2018

The  challenge  in  the  present  writ  petition  is  to  the  action  of  the 

respondents where they are initiating steps for relieving the petitioner from 

Vikaskhand Kartala, District Korba to Vikaskhand, Jaijaipur, District Janjgir-

Champa.  

2. The petitioner on an earlier instance had filed a writ petition i.e. WPS 

No. 5774/2017.  This Court on 03.11.2017 had disposed of the writ petition 

directing  the  respondents  to  decide  the  representation  and  till  then  the 
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status quo was ordered to be maintained.  Now, almost 11 months have 

passed, the respondents have not taken any decision on the representation 

which was made by the petitioner immediately on 08.11.2017 and which is 

still  pending  consideration  before  the  authority.   On  the  contrary  the 

respondents  are  now  initiating  steps  for  relieving  the  petitioner  to  the 

transferred place in accordance with the order of transfer dated 14.08.2017.

3. Given the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case, particularly 

taking note of the fact that for almost a period of 11 months the petitioner 

has  been  permitted  to  work  at  the  previous  place  of  posting,  the 

respondents are expected to take a decision on his representation which till 

date has not been decided.  

4. Accordingly, the writ petition in its present form stands disposed of 

with a direction to respondent no.1 to take a decision on the representation 

so made by the petitioner and till the representation is decided finally by the 

authority  concerned,   the  interim  relief  earlier  granted  by  this  Court  on 

03.11.2017 in WPS No. 5774 of 2017 shall remain in operation. 

 Sd/-
P. Sam Koshy

Judge

Khatai


