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NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPS No. 2021 of 2020

• Rajkumar Singh S/o Late Preetam Singh Aged About 61 Years Working As

Sub Inspector (M), In The Office Of Superintendent Of Police, Mungeli, R/o
Rajkishor Nagar, Chandan Awas, House No. 2/83, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur,
Chhattisgarh. 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  The  Secretary,  Home  Department,
Mantralaya,  Mahanadi  Bhawan, Atal  Nagar,  Nava Raipur,  District  Raipur,
Chhattisgarh

2. Director  General  Of  Police  Atal  Nagar,  Nava  Raipur,  District  Raipur,
Chhattisgarh

3. Superintendent Of Police Mungeli, District Mungeli, Chhattisgarh.

---- Respondents

For Petitioner : Shri C.J.K. Rao, Advocate 

For Respondents/State : Ms. Richa Shukla, Dy. G.A.

Hon'ble Shri Justice   Goutam Bhaduri

Order On Board

08/06/2020

1. Heard.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that  the issue involved in

the present writ petition has already been considered and decided by this

Court in WPS No. 2412 of 2013, therefore, the same order may be passed

in the present writ petition also.

3. This  Court  in  WPS  No.  2412  of  2013  on  27.08.2015  has  passed  the

following order:-

“1. The petitioners are claiming the benefit of Time Pay Scale in
view of the judgment rendered in the matter of  Smt. Raj Bai
Bhargav  and  others  v.  State  of  Chhattisgarh  and  others
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passed in  Writ Appeal No.426/2011,  decided on 03.05.2012
and  the  subsequent  orders  passed  by  the  Home/Police
Department on 03.12.2013 and thereafter.  

2. The matter appears to be covered by the subsequent order
passed by this Court in the matter of  WP(S) No.4523/2014
( Francis Xavier Beck and others vs. State of Chhattisgarh
and  others  and  other  connected  matters)  and  WP  (S)
No.1975/2015  (  A.P.  Tripathi  and  others  vs.  State  of
Chhattisgarh and others  and other connected matters) and
final  orders  have  been  passed  in  the  said  matters  on
03.07.2015 and 16.07.2015 respectively.

3.  In  view of  the above,  the writ  petitions are disposed of  in
terms  of  Francis  Xavier  Beck  (supra)  and   A.P.  Tripathi
(supra). 

4. Learned State counsel has no objection.

5. It is ordered accordingly.  The ratio laid down in the case supra shall also

govern  the  cause  of  lis  in  this  case and  will  have the  same effect  and

operation.

6. With such observation, the writ petition stands disposed of.

                                                                              Sd/-

                                                                                     Goutam Bhaduri
                                                                                         Judge

Jyoti


