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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WRIT PETITION (S) NO. 3129 OF 2018

Narendra Singh Darshn S/o Bhagwat Prasad, Aged About 40 Years, R/o
Village Hanfa, Post Sakri, (Mungeli Road), District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh. 

… Petitioner
versus

1. State  of  Chhattisgarh,  through  Secretary,  Skill  Development
Technical Education & Employment Department, Mahanadi Bahwan, New
Raipur, District Raipur Chhattisgarh.
2. Director,  Employment  and  Training  Department,  First  Floor  Block
No.4, Indravati Bhawan, New Raipur, District Raipur Chhattisgarh. 
3. Joint  Secretary,  Employment  and Training Department,  First  Floor
Block No. 4, Indravati Bhawan, New Raipur, District Raipur Chhattisgarh.
4. Principal,  Government,  Industrial  Training  Institute,  Bhilai,  District
Durg (C.G.)

… Respondents

For Petitioner :  Mr. Vikram Dixit, Advocate. 
For Respondent-State : Mr. B. Gopa Kumar, Dy. A.G. 

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

18/04/2018

1. The limited grievance of the Petitioner in the instant case is that he

was appointed in service on 2.5.2013 and his probation period as such of 2

years completed on 2.5.2015. Thereafter, the Respondents were supposed

to confirm to the services of the Petitioner, but till date the probation period

of the Petitioner has not been confirmed by the Respondents in spite of

repeated representations being made by the Petitioner.

2. Learned  Counsel  for  the  Petitioner  submits  that  on  an  earlier

representation  the  Respondents  even  passed  an  order  on  26.12.2017

(Annexure P-4), the contents of which if taken into consideration the case

of the Petitioner seems to be in the process of confirmation/regularization.

3. Learned Counsel for the State referring to Annexure P-4 makes a

submission  that  the  case  of  the  Petitioner  is  otherwise  already  in  the

process and as such there is no scope of any judicial intervention at this

juncture as no prejudice whatsoever caused to the Petitioner.
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4. Given the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case, this Court

is of the opinion that ends of justice would meet if the present writ petition

itself is disposed of with a direction to Respondent No.2 to consider the

claim  of  the  Petitioner  for  confirmation/regularization  of  his  service  as

expeditiously as possible, preferably within a period of 90 days from the

date of receipt/production of certified copy of this order. 

5. The writ petition stands allowed and disposed of accordingly. 

                                                                                                   Sd/-
                                      (P. Sam Koshy)

     pawan                                                                                                                     Judge


