NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WRIT PETITION (SERVICE) NO. 3501 OF 2021

Ramesh Singh Bhakuni, S/o Shri Thakur Singh Bhakuni, aged about 55 years,
R/o Shri Villa, Vijay Nagar, Chowk, Vijay Nagar, P. O. Shankar Nagar, Raipur (CG)
... Petitioner

versus

Chhattisgarh Renewable Energy Development Agency, through its Chairman,
having its Office at VIP Road (Airport Road), near Energy Education Park, Raipur
(CG)

... Respondent
For Petitioner : Mr. Sharad Mishra, Advocate.
For Respondent : Mr. Devershi Thakur, Advocate.
Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board
13/07/2021
1. Petitioner, in the present Writ Petition, is aggrieved of the action on the part

of Respondent in not promoting him from the post of Assistant Engineer to the
post of Executive Engineer.

2. Learned Counsel for Petitioner submits that on the previous occasion when
the DPC was convened, the Petitioner was considered for promotion and from the
available record it appears that the Petitioner has also scored more marks than
the other persons who were in the zone of consideration, in spite of that the
Petitioner has not been promoted and juniors to him have been promoted.

3. Learned Counsel for Petitioner further submits that the Petitioner is not
subjected to any departmental enquiry nor is he facing any criminal case by which
he could have been denied or deprived of promotion. Neither does the Petitioner
know as to whether the recommendations of the DPC so far as the Petitioner is
concerned either deferred or kept in sealed cover.

4, Given the aforesaid factual matrix of the case as narrated by learned
Counsel for Petitioner, this Court is of the opinion that for the said grievance since
the representation of Petitioner is pending consideration before the Respondent,
the present Writ Petition at this juncture is disposed of directing the Respondent

to take an appropriate decision on the representation of Petitioner so far as his
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claim for promotion from the post of Assistant Engineer to the post of Executive
Engineer is concerned.

5. In addition, the Petitioner would also be at liberty to file a fresh
representation supported with all relevant documents.

6. Respondent is excepted to take a decision in this regard on due
consideration of the same, in accordance with law, at the earliest, preferably
within a period of 60 days from the date of receipt of copy of this Order.

7. Writ Petition accordingly stands disposed of with aforesaid observations.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)
JUDGE



