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NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 4264 of 2018

Puspendra Singh S/o Shri Yugal Kishore Singh, Aged About 27 Years
R/o Village And Post -  Banora,  Raigarh,  Tehsil  Revenue And Civil
District Raigarh Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The  State  Of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  Secretary  Department  Of
Revenue  And  Disaster  Management,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  New
Raipur, Police Station Rakhi, Tahsil And District Raipur Chhattisgarh.

2. The  State  Of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  Secretary  General
Administration Department,  Mahanadi  Bhawan, New Raipur,  Police
Station Rakhi, Tahsil And District Raipur Chhattisgarh

3. Commissioner/Director, Chhattisgarh Land Record, Raipur, Indrawati
Bhawan, New Raipur, Police Station Rakhi, Tahsil And District Raipur
Chhattisgarh

4. Collector, District Raigarh, Tehsil Revenue And Civil District Raigarh
Chhattisgarh.

----Respondents

For Petitioner : Mr. Rupesh Shrivastava, Advocate 
For State : Mr. Chandresh Shrivastava, Panel Lawyer 

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

02/07/2018

1. The  petitioners  applied  for  the  post  of  Patwari.  Inspite  of  having

knowledge of computer, they have not been granted appointment on

account  of  not  having  Computer  Diploma Course  Certificate  as  is

required by the State Govt.

2. The petitioner submits that the State Govt. thereafter has issued a

circular on 22.01.2018 wherein the qualification which the petitioners

are having,  have already been accepted by the Govt.  for  grant  of

employment  on  the  post  of  Patwari.  He  further  submits  that  the

petitioners  have already made representation in this  regard to the

respondents.
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3. Given the facts and circumstances of the case, let the respondent

No.4 consider the representation of the petitioners in accordance with

circular of the State Govt. applicable in respect of appointment to the

post of Patwari at the earliest preferably within a period of 60 days

from the date certified copy of  this order is made available to the

respondent  No.4.  It  is  the  responsibility  of  the  petitioner  to  make

available a copy of this order to respondent No.4.

4. With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands disposed of.

5. It is made clear that this court has not expressed any opinion on the

merits of the case so far as entitlement of petitioners are concerned.

The claim of the petitioners shall be considered purely in accordance

with merits and the rules and circular governing the field.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)

Judge
Ved


