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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

Writ Petition (S) No. 61 of 2013

Smt.  Prem  Chaturvedi  Wd/o  Late  Shri  R.S.

Chaturvedi,  Aged  about  68  years,  R/o  Jawahar

Road, Ward No. 12, Nowgong, Distt. Chhatarpur,

M.P.                                    

    ---Petitioner

   Versus 

1.State  of  Chhattisgarh,  Through  Principal

Secretary,  Technical  Education  and  Man  Power

Employment  (Niyojan),  D.K.S.  Bhawan,  Raipur,

Chhattisgarh. 

2.Director, Technical Education, Govt. Polytechnic

Campus, Bairan Bazar, Raipur, Chhattisgarh. 

3.State  of  Madhya  Pradesh,  through  Principal

Secretary,  Takniki  Shiksha  Avam  Kaushal  Vikas

Vibhag, Mantralaya, Vallabh Bhawan, Bhopal, M.P.

4.Director,  Technical  Education,  Satpuda  Bhawan,

Bhopal, M.P.                              

         ---Respondents

For Petitioner :- Mr. Anand Dadariya, Advocate

For Respondents 1 & 2 :- Mr. Animesh Tiwari, Dy. A.G.

For Respondents 3 & 4 :- Mr. Shashank Thakur, Advocate

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order on Board

14/09/2021
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1.Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit

that petitioner is the widow of late Shri R.S.

Chaturvedi who died on 03/10/2012 and is entitled

for monetary benefits along with the arrears of

senior grade and selection grade with effect from

the date of completion of 8 years of service from

the  date  of  her  husband's  absorption  in  the

Government  Polytechnic  College  and  thereafter

from the further completion of 8 years of service

on senior grade, which ought to have been given

to her husband extending the benefit of grant of

senior scale and selection grade in light of the

Government circular as per the decision passed by

the Madhya Pradesh High Court in the matter of

Abdul  Majid  Khan  v.  State  of  Madhya  Pradesh1

(Annexure P/9), for which the petitioner has also

made representation (Annexure P/8) but that has

not been considered. 

2.Learned  State  counsel  would  submit  that

petitioner's  representation  (if  any)  will  be

decided in accordance with law. 

3.I have heard learned counsel for the parties at

length. 

4.Be that as it may, respondents No. 1 and 2 are

directed  to  consider  and  decide  petitioner's

1 WPS No. 1297 of 2005 decided on 02/09/2008
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representation within six weeks from the date of

receipt  of a copy  of this  order  by passing  a

reasoned  and  speaking  order.  Petitioner  is  at

liberty to make additional representation within

three weeks from today. It is made clear that

this Court has not expressed any opinion on the

merits of the matter. 

5.Accordingly, this writ petition stands disposed

of. No cost(s). 

Sd/-

(Sanjay K. Agrawal)

Judge

Harneet


