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NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

REVP No. 62 of 2018

Narendra Kumar Singh, S/o. Arun Kumar Singh, Aged About 30 Years
R/o  Purani  Basti  Akaltara,  Post,  Police  Station  And Tehsil-  Akaltara,
District (Civil And Revenue)- Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  The  Secretary  Home  (Police)
Department  Mantralaya,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  New  Raipur,  Post  And
Police  Station-  New  Raipur,  District  (Civil  And  Revenue)-  Raipur,
Chhattisgarh.

2. Director  General  Of  Police  (Administration),  Police  Head  Quarters
Mana,  Raipur,  Post  Mana,  Tahsil  And  District  (Civil  And  Revenue)-
Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

3. Inspector  General  Of  Police  (Administration),  Police  Head  Quarters
Mana,  Raipur,  Post  Mana,  Tahsil  And  District  (Civil  And  Revenue)-
Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

4. Santosh Kumar Jaiswal,  S/o.  Ranjit  Prasad Jaiswal,  R/o Matachoura
Chow,  Nawagadhi,  Post  Seepat,  Tahsil  And  District  Bilaspur,
Chhattisgarh.

----Respondents

For Petitioner : Mr. Vivek Verma, Advocate
For State : Mr. Shashank Thakur, Govt. Advocate 

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

16/07/2018

1. The present review petition has been filed seeking recall of the order

dated 19.06.2018, passed in WPS No. 2791/2013, whereby the counsel

for the petitioner has pointed out certain errors apparent on the face of

record to the extent that in the order this Court has observed that the

petitioner had not been interviewed, whereas the facts remain that the

petitioner  was  subjected  to  interview  and  thereafter  his  name  was

removed from the select list.

2. At the same time the counsel for the petitioner also drew the attention

to the Court that the claim of the petitioner was for appointment on the
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post of Sub-Inspector and not as mentioned in the writ petition as an

Assistant Sub-Inspector.

3. Taking into consideration these two primary defaults/defects in the order

firstly on the part of this Court while observing that he has not been

interviewed and secondly on the part of the petitioner in not mentioning

the post on which he was claiming appointment,  this Court  is of the

opinion  that  prima  facie  strong  case  has  been  made  out  by  the

petitioner for review of the order dated 19.06.2018. The Review petition

accordingly allowed, the order dated 19.06.2018 stands recalled to its

original number. 

4. Let  the  writ  petition  now  be  listed  for  further  hearing  in  the  week

commencing 23rd of July, 2018. 

5. The review petition thus stands allowed and disposed off. 

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)

Judge
Ved


