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WRIT PETITON No. 3431   of   2001  

 

O R D E R: 

  

When the mat ter came up for hearing, learned Standing Counsel 

for respondents stated that  the writ  pet it ion is f iled challenging the rat io 

of 2: 1 f ixed by the respondents in effect ing promot ions to the post  of 

Deputy Execut ive Engineers. Further, in all Engineering Departments in 

the State Government , the rat io is 3: 1, but  in the instant  case, the rat io 

of 2: 1 is specif ied for the benefit  of Assistant  Execut ive Engineers as 

well as Deputy Execut ive Engineers and no prej udice would be caused to 

the pet it ioners.  

2. On the other hand, the learned counsel for pet it ioner submit ted 

that  the said rat io is irrat ional, but  it  should be 1: 1. However, she 

stated that  she has no inst ruct ions to argue the case on merits and  that  

she is not  in a posit ion to contact  the pet it ioner.   

3. In view of the above submissions, the cause in the writ  pet it ion 

does not  servive for adj udicat ion.  

4. Accordingly, the writ  pet it ion is  dismissed. No costs. 

5. Miscellaneous Pet it ions, if  any, pending in this writ  Pet it ion shall 

stand closed. 

  
________________________ 
ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI, J 

24th September, 2018  
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