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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

Writ Petition (S) No.3703 of 2009

1. Dr. Anil Kumar Shrivastava, S/o Shri K.K. Shrivastava, aged about 48
years, R/o Primary Health Centre, Ratanpur, Tehsil Kota, District
Bilaspur (C.G.)

2. Dr. Satish Kumar Shrivastava (deleted)

3. Dr. Amal Kumar Jha, S/o Shri B. Jha, aged about 50 years, R/o
Community Health Centre, Kargi Road, Kota, District Bilaspur (C.G.)

4. Dr. Anand Murthy, S/o Late Shri Ram Das Shrivastava, aged about 50
years, R/o Civil Hospital, Bemetara, District Durg (C.G.)
---- Petitioners

Versus

1. State of Chhattisgarh, Through Secretary, Department of Health &
Family Welfare, D.K.S. Bhavan, Raipur (C.G.)

2. Director, Health Services, D.K.S. Bhavan, Raipur (C.G.)
---- Respondents

For Petitioners: Mr. Amit Soni, Advocate.
For Respondents/State: Mr. Avinash Singh, Panel Lawyer.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board

30/06/2021

1. Proceedings of this matter have been taken-up through video

conferencing.

2. The petitioners preferred W.P.(S)N0.6403/2008 claiming that their
representation for grant of senior pay scale has not been considered
and decided, which this Court on 18-11-2008 directed to consider the
case of the petitioners for grant of senior pay scale. The State
Government by order dated 15-5-2009 considered the representation
of the petitioners and rejected the same holding that the petitioners

have been given the benefit of senior pay scale with effect from 1-1-
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2006 and as such, they are not entitled for the benefit of time bound

pay scale against which this writ petition has been preferred.

. Mr. Amit Soni, learned counsel appearing for the petitioners, would
submit that though the representation of the petitioners has been
rejected by order dated 15-5-2009, but no reason has been assigned
why the petitioners have not been given the benefit of senior pay scale
with effect from March, 1994 and by an unreasoned and non-speaking

order, their representation has been rejected.

. Mr. Avinash Singh, learned State counsel would support the impugned

order.

. | have heard learned counsel for the parties and considered their
submissions made herein-above and also went through the material

available on record with utmost circumspection.

. This Court directed to consider the case of the petitioners for grant of
senior pay scale which the State Government considered and held
that they have been given the benefit from 1-1-2006. Case of the
petitioners is that they are entitled for the said benefit because of their
completion of service of six years and as such they are entitled for
senior pay scale with effect from March, 1994. Paragraph 2 of the

impugned order states as under: -

2/ UH 3ARIe BT FraHi/ Fcan & ey 9 sraeie e GHIRy
q GRYeruT T TR qoT i 30.04.2009 DY ATferdhrehd an T THeT
AT T | SAG SR gEa: e Q1 faeg SeR) Wi -

1, RS Iq-H 85 18 9¥ & 91 e 1 Sefes It e & g9
DS frfhcgad! BT hdes 7 I8 § RS Id=H1 = T

2. 16 95 &I a1 P 91 o &5 TR Thes 8l M R |

SR g e 1% Hee  RRARY 396 yoR &: - A 3 fafdhcas
ot & f3Y gd o & Aeuea dad gAEr M| 1990 & arfega
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3B 04 WRadt 1990 & IiFid AERIg a9 SFLE | foaH
TERIS 3 fufdcds (fafdse sifgaRt) @1 6 av & Jar gof 89 R
Tt gl o1 25 Hicrard & W1 F afvs JaEeE e aRke Soft § 4
aY Y a1 B IR U BT 15 Tierad T F waR Sioft daee R I
&1 e ¢, fSFd T8 ARYd, TR U UNIR S BTG
IRYR & A HHID Th 1-110 /e /781, &Aid 23 3wd 2008
$ TS PG HAA: 31, 26, 36, 24 TG 57 W MY AIFAR
3! et Bl AT & Uag e Ug SUSedd 8l 1R
UHEdT JTFHR f&Hid 01.01.2006 H aRE IqTHH T S A7 1 © |
3 SR BF & i O us SUSey o oSy St oTear | g4
S fafdrea! o +ff I gHdT 3R &A@ 01.01.2008 ¥ aRE
JATIH BT B S T 7 |

fag 2 & deu o IR 30 voR &: - R fwm & oRu fmiw
28.04.2008 & GRT SR THIHM I+ 1T 31efal 35 Yae™ S
uRu= & BB 02 & IRNeT H TaRed Ud YRAR PHearor 9w &
3Rt faftredas St & Y yd § vrafesd Aeaiiy da-HH SR EM &
HROT TTEed 8l § |

7. A careful perusal of the impugned order would show that the State
Government has simply said that in accordance with the rules and
unavailability of posts, the benefit of senior pay scale has been given
from 1-1-2006, but no specific reason has been assigned why the
petitioners were not given the benefit from March, 1994 and why from

1-1-2006 it has been given.

8. Therefore, the impugned order by which the petitioner’s representation
has been rejected holding that they are entitled for the benefit of
senior pay scale from 1-1-2006 and not from earlier date, is partly set
aside. Fresh order shall be passed after considering the case of the
petitioners and hearing them, within two months from the date of
receipt of a copy of this order. The petitioners are also at liberty to
make additional representation within 30 days from the date of receipt

of a copy of this order qua the other reliefs which have been claimed
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in this writ petition and which shall also be considered by the
respondents / State within two months from the date of representation.

This Court has not expressed any opinion on the merits of the matter.

. With the aforesaid observation and direction, the writ petition stands

finally disposed of. No order as to cost(s).

Sd/-
(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
Judge



