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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 370 of 2026
1 - Smt. Namita Rathore W/o Ravi Rathore Aged About 46 Years Occupation-

Teacher L.B., Posted At- J. R. Naidu Government School, Ravigram, Raipur,
District- Raipur, Chhattisgarh
2 - Smt. Sushma Sahu W/o Manoj Kumar Sahu Aged About 46 Years
Occupation- Teacher L.B., Posted At-Government Middle School, Hirapur,
Raipur, District- Raipur, Chhattisgarh
--- Petitioners
versus

1 - State of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, School Education Department,
Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Nava Raipur, District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh
2 - Directorate of Public Instruction First Floor, C Block Indravati Bhawan,
Atal Nagar, Nava Raipur, District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh
3 - Smt. Manjusha Mate Aged About 52 Years Occupation- Teacher L.B.,
Posted At- Government Middle School, Sondongri, Raipur, District- Raipur,
Chhattisgarh
4 - Smt. Rama Netam Aged About 50 Years Occupation- Teacher L.B., Posted
At- Government Middle School, Paras Nagar, Raipur, District- Raipur,
Chhattisgarh

--- Respondents

AND
WPS No. 373 of 2026

Smt. Anju Dubey W/o Late Santosh Dubey, Aged About 54 Years Occupation-

Teacher L.B. Posted At- Government Middle School, Gondwara, District
Raipur C.G.

---Petitioner



Versus
1 - State of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, School Education Department,
Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Nava Raipur, District Raipur C.G.
2 - Directorate Of Public Instruction, First Floor, C Block Indravati Bhawan,
Atal Nagar, Nava Raipur, District Raipur C.G.
3 - Smt. Rama Netam, Aged About 50 Years Occupation Teacher L.B., Posted
At- Government Middle School, Paras Nagar, Raipur, District Raipur C.G.

--- Respondents

For Petitioners : Ms. Mahima Chandra, Advocate
For State : Mr. Y.S. Thakur, Addl. AG along

with Mr. Suyashdhar Badgaiya,

GA
For Respondent/ Smt. Rama|: Mr. Anurag Verma, Advocate
Netam
For Respondent / Smt. Manjusha|: Ms. Shrishti Upadhyay, Advocate
Mate

(Hon’ble Shri Justice Bibhu Datta Guru)
Order on Board

13/10/2026
1. Learned counsel appearing for the petitioners submits that the petitioners

are aggrieved by the promotion order dated 26.12.2025, whereby the
private respondents have been promoted to the post of Lecturer, alleging
that despite being senior and eligible for consideration, the petitioners'
cases were not considered by the Departmental Promotion Committee
(DPC). It is further submitted that the petitioners' names appear above
those of the private respondents in the gradation list dated 06.11.2024,
prepared with reference to the position as on 01.04.2023, and that the
petitioners had also submitted representations to the competent authority,

which have not been acted upon.
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Learned State counsel, referring to paragraph 10 of the reply filed on
behalf of the State, submits that, upon receipt and verification of the
relevant information from the District Education Officer, Raipur, it has
been found that Petitioner No. 1 holds a postgraduate degree in Zoology
and Petitioner No. 2 holds a postgraduate degree in Botany, which falls
within the domain of Biology. It is further submitted that the cases of the
petitioners shall be placed before the Departmental Promotion
Committee in its next appropriate meeting for consideration in

accordance with the applicable rules and guidelines.

It is also submitted on behalf of the State that the petitioners' cases were
not considered earlier on account of the absence of requisite subject-
related information in the records placed before the DPC and that the
omission was attributable to administrative and procedural reasons. The
State has expressed its commitment to ensuring consideration of the
cases of all eligible candidates in accordance with the applicable rules.
Learned State counsel further submits that the seniority/status of the
private respondents in the writ petition will not be disturbed because of
consideration of petitioners’ case by the Review DPC as the posts of

Lecturer are still lying vacant.

In view of the stand taken by the State in paragraph 10 of its reply and
the submissions made on its behalf, this Court is of the view that the
grievance raised by the petitioners can be addressed by directing the
State to undertake a fresh consideration of their cases through a review
DPC with reference to the DPC held in the year 2025, pursuant to which

the promotion order dated 26.12.2025 was issued.
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Accordingly, without expressing any opinion on the merits of the
petitioners' claim for promotion, the writ petitions are disposed of with
the direction that the respondents shall convene a review Departmental
Promotion Committee with reference to the DPC held in the year 2025,
pursuant to which the promotion order dated 26.12.2025 was issued, for
consideration of the cases of the petitioners for promotion to the post of
Lecturer. The review DPC shall consider the cases of the petitioners in
accordance with their eligibility, seniority, the applicable recruitment and
promotion rules, and the relevant criteria governing promotion, taking
into account the subject qualifications of the petitioners and the relevant
records. The entire exercise shall be completed within a period of four

months from the date of receipt of a copy of this order.

Both the writ petitions stand disposed of in the above terms.

SD/-
(Bibhu Datta Guru)
JUDGE
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