IN THEHIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BILASPUR
"Writ petition No. 23 /2001

PETITIONER : K Rajesh Dubey, |

S S/o Shri Babu Lal Dubey,
aged about 30 yeats, _
R/0 Sarkanda, Bllasmur (C.G.)

RESPONDENTS (1)  State of Chhattisgdrh
' ' ‘ Through : The Segretary Forest
Department, Raipgr,(Chhattisgarh)

(2) The Chief Conservator,
Forest Department, Raipur (C.G )

(3) Divisional Forest Officer,
‘ Production Division, Dhamtari,

'Distt. Dhamtari (Chhattisgarh).

: r )

(4) Kashtha Gar Adhikeari, -
Forest Department, Dhamtari,
Distt.- Dhamtari, (C.G. ).

e
| (5}  The Registar, R
o | D ~ M.P. State Administrative Tribunal

Principal Bench, Babalpur-(M.P.) :
e . Co

BRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226/227 OF THE _CONSTITUTION

OF INDIA FOR ISSUE OF AN APPROPRIATE WRIT IN THE NATURE

OF _MANDAWUS/CERTIORARI/PROHIBITION ETC. OR ORDERS OR
DIRECTIONS IN THE LIKE NATURE,
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30. 6 2003:
Shri R.M. Pandey counsel [for the peh'honer' o
Ms. Sharmila Slnghm, Dy.|GA for the responden’r/ S’ra*re
Heord bofh the counsel.

- State Govemmn‘t rr was

| »publlca'hon of the smd nohﬁonﬂ&n ie.9. 1. 90

‘The. petitioner by thig writ pe'n‘hon flled under Articles

226/227 of 'rhe. Consﬂ-ruhon of India has challenged the order dated.
- 5.4.2000 passed by the MP. $tate Administrative Tribunal whereby

the original application filed by the petitioner was rejected on the

ground that the péfiﬁoner was admittedly not appointed after August,

1992. The Trtbunai was of
entitled o get the benefits ¢f the Government circular placed at

 annexure A-11 dated 15" May 1987 as well as the circulor dated 9.1.90

as referred in the Newspaper photocopy of which was ploced at
Annexure A-10. The .Tl_"ibt.l.m'.b
order that 'l'o derive. The benefiit of the circular dated 9.1.90 of the

as further observed in the impugned

sary  for the daily wagers to be
‘appom'red prior to 31.12. 1988 and to continue in_service till the

P
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e opinion that the petitioner is not
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Yhe perusn! of 'rhe above-mentioned nohﬂcaﬁon reveals that

the services of only those emplbyees are to be regularised who were

in service prior to 31-12-88 and

of issuance of ‘that circular ie.

continued in the service till the date
09-01-90. Admittedly the petitioner

was not working on the date of issuance of this circular. Even the

document filed before this Court as annexure P-9 reveals that the

petitioner was engaged for temporary period in the year 1986-87 and

thereafter till December 1989.

Therefore, at the time of issuance of

that circular the petitioner wag not in service as such he was not

_ entitled for regularisation.
In view of the discussion
by the Tribunal in the impugned

impugned order does not suffer

as above and the reasoning recorded
order, we are of the opinion that the
from any infirmity or illegality and as

such the petition is llab!e to be djsmissed.

In the result, the petition
dismissed.

Sd-
- Chief Justice

has no mbsfance. and it is accor-dmgly

Sd/-
L.C.BHADOO
. .Judge




