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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

Writ Appeal No. 64 of 2016

Santosh Kumar Sharma son of Shri  Neelkant  Sharma, aged about  38 years, 

Lecturer (Nagariya Nikay) Government Girls Higher Secondary School,  Rajim, 

District Gariyaband, Chhattisgarh. 

---- Appellant

Versus 

1. State  of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  the  Secretary,  Panchayat  and  Rural 

Development  Department,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Mantralaya,  New  Raipur 

Chhattisgarh. 

2. Under  Secretary,  Department  of  Panchayat  and  Rural  Development, 

Government  of  Chhattisgarh,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Mantralaya,  New  Raipur, 

Chhattisgarh.

3. The Collector, Gariyaband, Chhattisgarh.

4. Zila  Panchayat,  Gariyaband,  Through  the  Chief  Executive  Officer,  Zila 

Panchayat, Gariyaband, Chhattisgarh.

5. The Block Education Officer, Rajim, District Gariyaband Chhattisgarh. 

---- Respondents 

For Appellant : Shri V.R.Tiwari, Advocate.
For Respondent/State : Shri UNS Deo, Government Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Navin Sinha, Chief Justice
Hon'ble Shri P. Sam Koshy, J.

Judgment on Board

                Per Navin Sinha, Chief Justice 

19/02/2016

1. The present appeal arises from common order dated 26.9.2014 in Writ 

Petition (S) No. 106 of 2014 and analogous writ petitions including Writ Petition 

(S) No. 4038 of 2014 preferred by the present Appellant.

2. IA No. 1 of 2016 has been filed to condone delay of 417 days in preferring 

the appeal.
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3. We  have  heard  Learned  Counsel  for  the  parties  and  considered  the 

explanation for delay. Since we have already disposed similar appeals arising 

from the common judgment, delay is condoned. 

4. With the consent of the parties, the appeal is being disposed at this stage 

itself.

5. Learned Counsel for the Appellant submits that his case is covered by a 

common order dated 9.12.2015 in Writ Appeal No. 32 of 2015 and analogous 

appeals.

6. We dispose this appeal in terms of the order dated 9.12.2015 with liberty 

to the Respondents to examine the applicability of the same to the Appellant. If 

the Respondents opine that the case of the Appellant is distinguishable in any 

manner, they are required to pass a reasoned and speaking order or otherwise 

deal  with  the  claims  of  the  Appellant  in  accordance  with  the  order  dated 

9.12.2015.

7. The appeal stands disposed in the aforesaid terms. 

           Sd/-                                                                           Sd/-

   (Navin Sinha)              (P. Sam Koshy)
CHIEF JUSTICE         JUDGE

Anu


