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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 3568 of 2019

Dileshwar Mahar S/o Bailochan Mahar Aged About  44 Years R/o Boirdadar

Post  Boidadar,  Tahsil  And  District  Raigarh  Chhattisgarh.,  District  :  Raigarh,

Chhattisgarh 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  The  Director  Of  Horticulture  Directorate

Indrawati  Bhawan  2nd  Division  4th  Floor,  Atal  Nagar,  District  Raipur

Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

2. Assistant  Director  Horticulture,  South  Chakradhar  Nagar,  Infront  Of  Janpad

Panchayat, Raigarh Chhattisgarh., District : Raigarh, Chhattisgarh 

---- Respondents 

WPS No. 3575 of 2019

Shiv Prasad Lal Yadav S/o Mangal Sai Yadav Aged About 49 Years R/o Near

Gurukul  Vidhya  Mandir,  Tahsil  And  District  Raigarh  Chhattisgarh.,  District  :

Raigarh, Chhattisgarh 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  The  Director  Of  Horticulture  Directorate

Indrawati  Bhawan  2nd  Division  4th  Floor,  Atal  Nagar,  District  Raipur

Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

2. Assistant  Director  Horticulture,  South  Chakradhar  Nagar,  Infront  Of  Janpad

Panchayat, Raigarh Chhattisgarh., District : Raigarh, Chhattisgarh 

---- Respondents 

For Petitioner : Mr. N. K. Malviya, Advocate 

For State : Mr. Arvind Dubey & Ms. Astha Shukla, 

Panel lawyers 

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board
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10/05/2019

1. Since the issue and grounds raised in both these writ  petitions being

common, therefore, both these writ petitions are being disposed off  by

this common order.

2. The  claim  of  the  petitioners  in  the  instant  writ  petitions  is  that  the

petitioners are working with the respondents for more than two decades

now  and  respondents  till  date  have  not  considered  the  claim  of  the

petitioners for regularization.

3. The contention of the petitioners is that, let petitioners be permitted to

make  representation  in  this  regard  to  respondent  No.  1  &  2  and

respondent  No.  1  &  2  in  turn  may  decide  the  representation  of  the

petitioners in accordance with the circular of the State Government dated

05.03.2008  and  all  subsequent  circulars  issued  by  the  State

Government.

4. The limited prayer which the petitioner has made is not opposed by the

State counsel.

5. Accordingly,  the writ  petitions  stand disposed  off  with  a  direction  that

petitioners  shall  make  a  detailed  representation  supported  with  all

relevant  records,  circulars  and  notifications  of  the  State  Government

within a period of three weeks from today and respondent No. 2 & 3 in

turn may decide the representations of  the petitioners  within a further

period of four months from the date of receipt of copy of representations

which shall be filed by the petitioners.

6. Both these writ petitions stand accordingly disposed off.   

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)

Judge
Rohit


