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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 8432 of 2018
Satish Kumar Ahirwar S/o Late Shri Bhagwan Das Ahirwar Aged About 47
Years  Posted  As  Deputy  Director  Of  Fisheries,  C/o  Office  Of  Deputy
Director Of Fisheries, Ambikapur, District Sarguja Chhattisgarh., District :
Surguja (Ambikapur), Chhattisgarh 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  Secretary,  Department  Of  Fisheries,
Mantralaya,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Atal  Nagar,  Raipur,  District  Raipur
Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

2. Under Secretary  Department  Of  Fisheries,  Capital  Complex,  Sector  19,
Atal Nagar, District Raipur Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

3. Director Department Of Fisheries, Indravati Bhawan, Raipur Chhattisgarh.,
District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

4. A.K. Mahiswar Deputy Director, Office Of Deputy Director, Department Of
Fisheries, District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh., District : Bilaspur, Chhattisgarh 

---- Respondents

   For petitioner   : Mr. Kishore Bhaduri, Advocate.
    For State   : Mr. Dhiraj Wankhede,GA

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

14/12/2018

1. The petitioner has challenged the order Annexure P-1 dated 1/10/2018.

Counsel for the petitioner, after arguing for some time submits that petitioner is

ready to comply with the transfer order. The only hindrance the petitioner is now

facing  is  that two children of petitioner are studying in class 11 th  and class 12th

respectively and the final examination of his children  are to be held very soon,

therefore, the department may consider the case of the petitioner by not relieving

him to the transferred  place till 31/3/2019. Thereafter, the petitioner is ready to

comply with the order.

2. Let the petitioner move a fresh application to respondent No. 1 who in turn

should consider the grievance of the petitioner particularly the reasons assigned

in  the  representation  and  shall  also  consider  not  to  relieve  the  petitioner  till



31/3/2019.  Let  a decision be taken at  the earliest  in  this  regard till,  then it  is

expected  that  the  respondents  would  not  insist  upon  the  compliance  of  the

impugned order.

3. Accordingly the petition stands disposed off.

      Sd/-

                                                                             (P. Sam Koshy)
Rohit                                         JUDGE


