S.B. (Service Matter)
IN THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT
BILASPUR (CHHATTISGARH)
- WRIT PETITION(S) NO. & 72,9014,

- PETITIONER: Gokaran Singh, son of Léte Ram
- Sharan Singh, aged about 42
Yeérs, working as Sub Engineer,
Champa Division, P.W.D. Champa
Division, District Janjgir-Champa,

Chhattisgarh.

Versus

Respondent_s‘ 1. State of Chhattisgarh, Through The
| Secretary, Public Works Department,
Mantralaya, P.S.Rakhi, Tahsil Aarang,
Naya Raipur, District Raipur,
Chhattisgarh.
_ 2. Engineer In Chief, Public Works
_Departlnént, Raipur, P.S. City Kotwali
- Raipur, District Raipur, Chhattisgarh. -
3. Chief Engineer, Public Works
- Department, Bilaspur, P.8.Civil Line,
Biiaspur, District Bilaspur,
Chhattisgarh.
4. Exeéutive Engineer, Public Works

Department, Champa Divisiqn, P.S.
Janjgir, District Janjgir-Champa,
Chhattisgarh. *
. r”“_- -
- WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE
" CONSTITUTION OF INDIA |
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| SB: Hon’ble Shri Manindra Mohan Shrivastava, J.
s  24.12.2014 | -

- COpy

for hear1ng f1nally

‘contlnuously till the date

| petitioner was given the benef

| '_ State Adm1n1strat1ve Trlbuna
- Application No.-197_9/_91 (Sa.tz

| this petition. Learned ‘counse

llight _-of Ehe‘.‘o_r'der ofthe SA_T

Shri CJK Rao counsel fr the ‘petit.'ione‘r.- )

- Shri Mazid Ah Panel Lajvyer for the State, on advance

With the consent of the

barties, the matter is taken up

Learned counsel appe

ing for the pet1t10ner submits

that the pet1t10ner was initially app01nted as 'Sub Englneer
- on ad hoc basis on 25.8. 199

~ The serv1ces of the pet1t1oner

agalnst the clear Vacant post.

was contlnued Wlth artlﬁCIal _

_break of two or three. days in service and Workedr

of hlS : regular1zat10n The

ts of annual 1ncrements

- The snn1lar1y s1tuated ennployees have -approached the'

M.P. and another) praying for

submits that th1s case may al
terms and cond1t1ons '

 Shri Mazid Ali, learned

(for short “SA’I‘_’_’) in Or_lg1na1 :
Lh Kumafr Mandloi Vs S‘tate'-of
sirnilar r'elie‘f' as sddght for in .
I appearlng for the petitioner |

50 be d1sposed off in the same

as aforestated, subimits that-

tounsel for the State in the o
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after verlfylng the facts of the base, pvetitioner’_rs Cafse",Sha_li'be
con31dered ' . . S

Praveen

‘ _‘.'made by the learned counsel

] petltlon is allowed 1n the sarﬂ

1 shall be regulanzed on the Py
_ pay him salary on - regular
~salary for the dates on break

' be counted from the date of hr

In view of the foreg01r

g' and categorical statement -'
‘appearing for the State,"th_is :

e terms i.e. if the Committee

finds the pet1t1oner suitable #or the pnost in all respect- he

No costs.

s initial appOirlﬁhent? e

I

st held by him and shall also
cale He shall be entltled to

in service. HIS 'semo_rlty shall -



