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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

Writ Petition (S)  No. 7670  of 2018

Thakur Dayal Soni S/o Shri Paltan Soni, Aged About 29 Years R/o 

Village Kanhayeeband, District- Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary,  Department Of 

Energy, Mantralaya, New Raipur, Chhattisgarh

2. The  Secretary,  Department  Of  Revenue  And  Rehabilitation,  New 

Raipur, Chhattisgarh

3. Chhattisgarh State Power Generation Company Limited Through- Its 

Chairman Cum Managing Director, Shed No.3, Danganiya, Raipur, 

Chhattisgarh

4. The  Chief  Engineer  (HR)  Chhattisgarh  State  Power  Generation 

Company Limited, Shed No. 3, Danganiya, Raipur, Chhattisgarh

5. The Collector Cum District Level Rehabilitation Committee, District- 

Janjgir-Champa, Chhattisgarh

---- Respondents

   For petitioner : Shri Sanjay Kumar Dewangan, Advocate.
   For State : Shri  S. P. Kale, Dy. A.G. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy

Order on Board

07/12/2018

1. The limited prayer which the petitioner has sought in the present writ 

petition  is  for  a  direction  to  the  respondents  for  deciding  his 

representation Annexure P-1 dated 22.10.2018. 

2. According  to  the  counsel  for  the  petitioner,  the  land  which  was 

acquired  by  the  respondents,  the  petitioner  was  entitled  for 

employment  under  the  rehabilitation  scheme.   Though  the 
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respondents  have  granted  a  contractual  employment   to  the 

petitioner  but  the  same  is  not  a  permanent  employment.   The 

services of the petitioner can be discontinued on completion of the 

contract period.  He submits that subsequently the respondents have 

issued advertisement for filling up the post of Data Entry Operator 

and the petitioner  may be  considered for  the said post  since he 

fulfills all the eligibility criteria for the said post.  The petitioner  has 

also  made  a  representation  Annexure  P-1  in  this  regard  to  the 

respondent no.4.  

3. Given the said nature of dispute which the petitioner has raised, let 

respondent  no.4  decide  the  representation  of  the  petitioner 

considering the claim of the petitioner for appointment in lieu of land 

acquired.  While considering the case of the petitioner, the authorities 

would keep in mind the fact that the present employment which the 

petitioner has been provided is only a contractual employment for a 

fixed tenure.   Let  this  exercise be completed within a period of  4 

months from the date of receipt of copy of this order.  

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

 Sd/- 

                                                                            (P. Sam Koshy)
                                          JUDGE

Khatai


