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NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

WPS No. 2891 of 2018

1. Devlal  Sahu  S/o  Aghnuram  Sahu,  aged  about  41  years  R/o  Shri 
Ramnagar, Thana & District Uttar Bastar Kanker Chhattisgarh.

2. Jai Kumar S/o Late Dhanvaram Jain, aged about 47 years R/o Shri Ram 
Nagar, Thana & District U.B. Kanker Chhattisgarh.

3. Vijendra Juri, S/o Bihariram, aged about 44 years R/o Village Baspatar, 
Thana Narharpur, District Kanker Chhattisgarh.

       ---- Petitioners 

Versus 

1. The State of Chhattisgarh through its Secretary, Department of Veterinary 
Services, Mantralaya, Raipur Chhattisgarh. 

2. Director,  Department  of  Veterinary  Services,  Mantralaya,  Raipur 
Chhattisgarh.

3. Joint  Director,  Department  of  Veterinary  Services,  Mantralaya,  Raipur 
Chhattisgarh.

4. Deputy Director, Department of Veterinary Health Service, District  Uttar 
Bastar Kanker Chhattisgarh.

5. Shri  Bhagwatram  Veterinary  Hospital,  Lakhanpur,  District  U.B.  Kanker 
Chhattisgarh.

6. Yogendra  Koushik,  Veterinary  Hospital,  Bhanupratappur,  District  U.B. 
Kanker.

7. Ashok  Kumar,  Veterinary  Hospital,  Tarasgaon,  District  U.B.  Kanker 
Chhattisgarh.

… Respondents

For Petitioners : Shri Shalvik Tiwari, Advocate. 
For Respondents : Shri Lav Sharma, Panel Lawyer. 

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

09/04/2018

1. The limited grievance which the petitioner has raised in the present 

petition is that, the petitioner has been serving with the respondent 

since 1997 as a part time sweeper and was appointed and full time 

sweeper in the year 2007. According to the petitioner in between the 

respondent have considered the case of the respondent No. 5 to 7 
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brining them in the regular establishment much earlier ignoring the 

seniority of the petitioner. Prayer of the petitioner is that the claim of 

the petitioner be also considered at par with the respondents No. 5 

to 7.

2. The  petitioner  in  this  regard  has  filed  a  representation  on 

09.01.2010. In view of the fact that the representation has not been 

filed recently  let  the petitioner make a fresh representation to the 

respondent No. 2 within a period of further two weeks from today, 

and  on  receipt  of  the  said  representation  the  respondent  shall 

consider  the  case  of  the  petitioner  in  comparison  with  the 

respondents No. 5 to 7 and shall pass a reasoned order deciding the 

representation. Let the exercise be done within a period of 90 days 

from  the  date  of  the  receipt  the  representation  made  by  the 

petitioner. 

3. The writ petition that the aforesaid direction stands disposed of. 

        Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy) 

Judge
pawan


