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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPS No.    3778   of   2023

Nilesh Kumar Kesharwani S/o Late Jeetram Kesharwani Aged About 44
Years  Occupation  Service,  Presently  Posted  As  Computer  Operator,
Municipal  Corporation  Jagdalpur,  Distt.  Bastar  (C.G.)  R/o  Magarpara
Chowk, Marimai Road, Bilaspur, Distt. Bilaspur (C.G.)

---- Petitioner

Versus

1. State  of  Chhattisgarh  Through  The  Secretary,  Department  of  Urban
Administration And Development, Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur, Distt.
Raipur (C.G.)

2. Director Directorate of Urban Administration And Development, Indrawati
Bhawan, Naya Raipur, Distt. Raipur (C.G.)

3. Municipal  Corporation  Through  Commissioner,  Bilaspur  Distt.  Bilaspur
(C.G.)..

--- Respondents

For Petitioner :   Mr. Avinash Singh, Advocate.      

For Respondent-State :   Ms. Ruchi Nagar, Dy. GA. 

For Respondent No.3 :   Mr. Sandeep Dubey, Advocate.

 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Parth Prateem Sahu

Order on Board

22/06/2023  

1. Grievance of petitioner in this writ petition is of non-consideration of his

name for promotion on the post of ‘Assistant Grade -II’. 

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that petitioner, who is holding

the post of ‘Computer Operator/Data Entry Operator’ became eligible for

consideration of his name for promotion on the post of ‘Assistant Grade

-II’, but his name has not been considered for promotion. Aggrieved by

which,  petitioner  submitted  representation  on  10.02.2023  before

respondent No.3, which till date is not considered and decided. Hence, a

direction  be  issued  to  respondent  No.3  to  consider  and  decide  the

pending representation at the earliest within specified time.  



 
                                                                                                            

 
3. Learned counsel for the respondent No.3 submits that as petitioner is not

pressing  this  writ  petition  on  merits  and  only  seeking  direction  to

respondent No.3 for deciding the pending representation, he is having no

objection. However,  he submits that if  the representation submitted by

petitioner  is  not  yet  decided,  it  will  be  considered  and  decided  in

accordance with law. 

4. Heard learned counsel for the respective parties. 

5. Considering  facts  of  the  case,  nature  of  grievance,  submissions  of

counsel for the respective parties, without entering into merits of claim of

petitioner,  writ  petition  is  disposed  of  directing  respondent  No.3  to

consider and take decision on pending representation dated 10.02.2023

(Annexure P-4), in accordance with law expeditiously preferably within an

outer limit of ‘four weeks’ from the date of receipt of this order.

CC as per rules.      

   Sd/-
(Parth Prateem Sahu)

                Judge  

J/-


