NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR
WRIT PETITION (S) NO. 3776 OF 2018

1. Hem Lal Sahu S/o Mr. Makhan Lal Sahu, Aged About 42 Years Lecturer
Panchayat, Govt. Bharti H.S.S. Govindpur, Block Kanker, District Kanker
Chhattisgarh.

...Petitioner(s)
Versus

1. The State Of Chhattisgarh Through Its Secretary, Panchayat And Rural
Development Department, Sanchanalaya, Naya Raipur, District Raipur

Chhattisgarh.
2. Secretary, Home Department, Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur District
Raipur Chhattisgarh.
3. Chief Executive Officer, Zila Panchayat Uttar Bastar Kanker Chhattisgarh.
... Respondent(s)
For Petitioner : Shri Parag Kotecha, Advocate.
For Respondent-State : Ms. Sunita Jain, Panel Lawyer.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy

Order on Board

18.05.2018

1. As the default are removed, with the consent of the parties the
matter is heard and decided finally.

2. The limited relief prayed for by the petitioner in the instant petition is
for a direction to the respondents to consider his past service which
the petitioner has rendered prior to entering into the present
employment under the State Govt.

3. The contention of the petitioner is that before joining the present
service as Lecturer (Panchayat) he was working as a Constable in
the Police Department of the State of Chhattisgarh between 2004 to
2008. Thereafter, after due permission he participated in the
recruitment process for the post of Lecturer (Panchayat) and after
being selected, he joined as Lecturer (Panchayat) and on the said

post he continues till date. The petitioner submits that the authorities



inder

2

concerned may, for the purpose of grant of pension and pensionary
benefits, also count his past service rendered by him under the State
Govt. prior to his coming into the present service/employment.
A perusal of record would show that the petitioner in fact has not
made any representation in this regard seeking redressal of this
grievance.
Given the aforesaid facts, let the petitioner make an appropriate
representation in this regard. On such representation being made,
the authorities concerned is expected to decide the same in
accordance with the provisions of the Pension Rules preferably
within a period of four months.
Needless to mention that the authorities would be also verifying the
aspect whether the past service of the petitioner is one which could
be counted as qualifying service for pension and pension related
other benefits.
With the aforesaid, the writ petition stands disposed of.

Sd/-

(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge



