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NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 3601 of 2010

1. Mahendra Kashyap S/o Shiv Kashyap, aged about 33 years, R/o Rani 
Lakshmi Bai Chowk, Abhanpur, District Raipur (C.G.).

2. Tulsi Kashyap W/o Mahendra Kashyap, aged about 26 years, R/o Rani 
Lakshmi Bai Chowk, Abhanpur, District Raipur (C.G.).

3. Tukesh  Sahu  S/o  Nand  Kumar  Sahu,  aged  about  30  years,  R/o 
Gondpara, Ward No.5, Navapara (Rajim), District Raipur (C.G.).

4. Dinesh Ravlani S/o Shri Chand Ravlani, aged about 26 years, Sindhi 
Colony, Navapara (Rajim), District Raipur (C.G.).

---Petit ioners

Versus
1. The State of Chhattisgarh, Through Principal Secretary, Panchayat and 

Rural  Development,  Department,  D.K.S.  Bhawan,  Mantralaya,  Raipur 
(C.G.).

2. Collector, District Raipur (C.G.).

3. Chief Executive Officer, Zila Panchayat, Raipur (C.G.).

4. Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat, Abhanpur, District Raipur 
(C.G.).

---Respondents

   For petitioners  : Shri Waquar Nayyer, Advocate.
   For State : Shri Syed Majid Ali, Dy.G.A.

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

09/08/2018

1. The  petitioner  through  the  present  Writ  Petition  has  sought  for  a 

direction from this  Court  to  the respondents to  consider  the claim of  the 

petitioners for appointment as a Shiksha Karmi  Grade-III from among the–  

wait-list candidates for Janpad Panchayat, Abhanpur, District Raipur (C.G.).



2

2. Recently, on an identical set of facts, this Court has decided the issue 

involved in the present Writ Petition in its judgment dated 07/08/2018 passed 

in WPS No. 6705/2009.

3. Further, from perusal of record it also reflect that, the petitioners while 

the matter was pending consideration before this Court on 19/07/2010 had 

made  a  submission  that  the  issue  raised  in  the  present  Writ  Petition  is 

identical to the issue in WPS No. 6228/2009.

4. On going through the record it also appears that, WPS No. 6228/2009 

along  with  a  bunch  of  around  25-26  cases  stood  already  decided  vide 

judgment  dated  28/02/2011  and  all  those  Writ  Petitions  were  finally 

dismissed by this Court.

5. In the light of the decision rendered by this Court, firstly in the bunch of 

Writ  Petitions decided on 28/02/2011 and subsequently on 07/08/2018 in 

WPS No. 6705/2009, this Court is of the opinion that the present case also 

being identical and similar so far as the facts are concerned are liable to be 

decided in line of parity.

6. Therefore, nothing further remains to be adjudicated upon in the present 

Writ Petition.

7. The  instant  Writ  Petition  thus  deserve  to  be  and  is  accordingly 

dismissed in similar terms.

                                                                                                    Sd/-

                                                                    (P. Sam Koshy)
Sumit                                          JUDGE


