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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 6188 of 2018

Shukul Ram Yadav S/o Suritram Aged About 49 Years Occupation
Peon/khalasi,  In  The  Office  Of  Rural  Engineering  Services,  Sub
Division Pali, District Korba, Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  Secretary,  Department  Of
Panchayat And Rural Development Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan,
Naya Raipur Chhattisgarh.

2. Development  Commissioner,  Panchayat  And  Rural  Development
Department, Raipur Chhattisgarh.

3. Executive  Engineer,  Rural  Engineering  Services,  Division  Korba,
District Korba Chhattisgarh.

4. Sub  Divisional  Officer,  RES  Subdivision  Pali,  District  Korba
Chhattisgarh.

----Respondents

For Petitioner : Mr. Indrasen Sahu, Advocate 
For State : Ms. Sunita Jain, Panel Lawyer 

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

20/09/2018

1. The claim of the petitioner in the present writ petition is for grant of

regular  pay  scale,  which  has  been  granted  to  similarly  situated

employees in the department.

2. Counsel  for  the petitioner  submits  that  the petitioner  was initially

appointed on the post  of  Khalasi  on daily  wages as early as on

01.02.1986. In due course of time, the persons employed along with

the petitioner had approached the High Court for grant of regular

pay scale and at the behest of the High Court, an order has been

passed, which has been complied with by the authorities concerned

and  regular  pay  scale  has  been  granted  to  the  similarly  placed

persons, who were employed along with the petitioner.
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3. The  petitioner  has  brought  on  record  Annexure  P/3,  the  orders

passed by this  Court  in  WPS No.  1861/2005,  as  also  WPS No.

1914/2005 decided by the Division Bench of this Court. 

4. Given the said facts,  this Court  does not intend to keep the writ

petition  pending  further.  The petitioner  submits  that  his  repeated

representations  made  to  the  respondents  in  this  regard  are  still

pending consideration with the authorities. 

5. Given the facts, let the petitioner make a fresh representation to the

respondents No.2 & 3 within a period of 10 days from the date of

receipt of certified copy of this order and thereafter the respondents

shall  consider  the case of  the petitioner  verifying the facts as to

whether the petitioner is similarly placed, if not identically placed like

that of the other persons, of which reference shall be made in his

representation and in case if it is found similar, then the petitioner

would also be entitled for similar benefits. 

6. Let this exercise be completed within a period of 90 days from the

date of receipt of the representation by the petitioner. 

7. With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands disposed

off. 

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)

Judge
Ved


