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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 608 of 2013

Samay Das Kevra S/o Late Shri Nanka Das, aged about 73 years, R/o 
village  &  P.O.  Kurekela,  P.S.  Chaal,  Tehsil  Dharamjaigarh,  District 
Raigarh (C.G.).

---Petit ioner

Versus
1. State  of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  Secretary  Public  Health  Engineering 

Department, D.K.S. Building, Raipur, District Raipur (C.G.).

2. Chief  Engineer,  Public  Health  Engineering Department,  Raipur  Area, 
Raipur, District Raipur (C.G.).

3. Superintending  Engineer,  Public  Health  Engineering  Department, 
Bilaspur Division, District Bilaspur (C.G.).

4. Executive Engineer, Public Health Engineering, Block Raigarh, District 
Raigarh (C.G.).

5. Assistant  Engineer,  Public  Health  Engineering,  Sub-Division, 
Dharamjaigarh, District Raigarh (C.G.).

6. Collector Raigarh, District Raigarh (C.G.).
---Respondents

   For petitioner  : Shri Rishi Sahu on behalf of Shri Surfaraj Khan, 
Advocate.

   For State : Ms. Sunita Jain, Panel Lawyer.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

30/04/2018

1. The prayer sought for by the petitioner in the present Writ Petition is for 

grant of pensionary benefits and other retiral dues payable to the petitioner.

2. The contention of the counsel for the petitioner is that the persons who 

were  appointed  subsequent  to  the  petitioner  being  engaged  by  the 

respondents had been in due course of time regularized and thereby the 

petitioners claim has been overlooked by the respondents and therefore the 
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present Writ Petition has since been filed seeking appropriate directions in 

this regard.

3. Perusal of record would show that the petitioner stood superannuated 

from  the  services  of  the  respondents  on  31/05/2002.  The  present  Writ 

Petition was filed on 04/03/2013 i.e. almost about 11 years after the date of 

crossing the age of superannuation.

4. Moreover, the petitioner all along while in service was not aggrieved by 

any  decision  of  the  State  Government  in  respect  of  the  juniors  being 

regularized ahead of the petitioner.

5. Given the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case this Court is of 

the opinion that the present Writ Petition suffers from delay and latches and 

the same deserve to be and is accordingly rejected.

                                                                                                   Sd/-

                                                                    (P. Sam Koshy)
Sumit                                          JUDGE


