
-1-

NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

Writ Petition (S) No. 5073 of 2021

1. Aman Nayak S/o Motilal  Nayak Aged About  20 Years R/o Village Darri
Pali, Tahsil - Saraipali, District - Mahasamund (C.G.).

---Petitioner(s)

Versus

1. State of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Education Department, Raipur,
District - Raipur (C.G.).

2. District Education Officer Mahasamund, District - Mahasamund (C.G.).

---Respondents

For Petitioner : Smt. Indira Tripathi, Advocate. 
For Respondents : Shri Ayaz Naved, Govt. Advocate. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

22.09.2021.

1. Aggrieved by the action on the part of the respondents in not selecting the

petitioner  as  an  eligible  candidate  for  Lab  Assistant  (Chemistry),  the

present writ petition has been filed. 

2. Perusal  of  the record would  show that  the petitioner  has produced an

experience certificate on the basis of which he is claiming his appointment.

The  experience  certificate  would  show  that  the  experience  which  the

petitioner has is for the period between 02.02.2018 to 20.03.2020 as a Lab

Technician at the Lakshya English Medium School, Kargipali. 

3. Perusal of record would show that the petitioner has infact cleared his 10 th

Class  examination  only  in  March,  2017  and  12 th Examination  only  in

March,  2019.  However,  his  experience  certificate  would  show that  the

petitioner came in employment as a Lab Technician even much before his

clearing 12th Examination, which in other word means that immediately on
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clearing the 10th Examination the petitioner came in employment as a Lab

Technician at the Lakshya English Medium School. Moreover, prima facie

this court is also of the view that the subject on which the petitioner has

cleared his 10th Examination also is not sufficient by which the petitioner

could had been appointed as a Lab Technician. 

4. For the said reason alone this court is of the opinion that no strong case is

made out by the petitioner calling for an interference with the impugned

action on the part of the respondents. 

5. The Writ Petition fails and accordingly stands rejected. 
Sd/-

(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge

inder 


