E..E...'I_'III.Q.N_EB, A '_ Natthu Ram Sldar Sfo Shei P1k Ram Sidar, aged about 50
Lo - ycars, Assistant Teacher, | Government Higher Secondary
o _School, Khamsxa., Block. Kharsla, Dlstnct Ratgarh (CG)

o VERSUS
| . RESPONDENTS : 1. _State of Chhathsgarh Through Secretary School Educatlon\

T AR :_DepamnmuDKSBhawan,ampur(CG) N ,

_ ..2._ The Assnstant Comnussmner Tribal & Weifare Department a

_ 3 Block Educatton Ofﬁcer Khars:a. Dlstnct Ralgarh (CG)

(WRI‘I‘ PE EITION UNDER ARTICLE 226!227 OF. THE CONSTI’IU‘I‘IGN OF INDIA)
| SBV _ I-Ion'ble Mr. smh K.A f otrb 1)

' . P!fF.QSieiit"'- Shn Anil MOIII'Ya, Mocate for the petmoner SRR E J o

ORAL ORDER

The peutmner was mlt;a,lly appamted as Ass:stant Teacher on ﬁxed pa,y
- of Rs 150/- After completmn of probatmn, the petmoner was granted' o

"!r

H Sumlarly sﬂ:uated employees had approached the Madhya Pradesh State .

f : Adlmmwahve Tnbunal Jabalpur The Tnbuna,l passed the arder on:' |
 _ 34081992 in O.A. No. 2745789 (Madhukant Yadu and 56 others Vs.
e ssmte‘ofMP &Others) R DR

| - was ﬁu‘ther held that the said beneﬁt would be glven t0 all the teacheﬂ"" .
and they should not be compelled to approach the Trzbunal for snmlar L

beneﬁt mdmdually or ccllectlvelv o

Bemg aggneved the then State of Madhya Praéesh had ﬁled the Speclal - -

regard to the large ﬁnancnal nnphcatmns granted one years tlme to B

passed bv the Tnhlmal m OA No 2745/1989 is apphcable to the

- Shr Alok Bakhshi, Govi. Advocaie or the S‘tateirespondents TR

asse:!eu29ﬂi;ﬂ*‘ebmaxy,"2m) . BT

 Leave Petition (Civil) No. 6892093 impugning the order dated |
24 08 1992 passed by the Madhya Pradesh Adﬁ“mstratwe Tribuna,l,' , )
Jabalpur in O.A. No. 2745/89 The Hon’ble Supreme Court aﬁ;er hearmg - |
ootmsel for the pames dlstmssed the Speclal Leave Petmon and havmg '_ R

settle ‘the clalm for the arrears wrthﬂut mterest wde order d&ted g
03 01 1994 It was ﬁlrther observed that the mtarvem:ton would work__‘ e _;j'f :
out thelr rlghts: m accerdance w:th la,w Thls arder dated 24 08 1992_- S




 Sam

S
BT

h petltmners bemg su:mlarly s:tuated and they aré. acéofdingly ehtitied to-
‘ thesamebeneft o B o

Leamed counsel appemng for the petmoner submits that this Court
whﬂe cons'xdemg the same issue in Ram Kumar Sahu and others Vs,

Stafe Govt. of Chhattxsgarh and another in Writ Pétition (8) No: 813 of

2007 by order dated 12.02. 2007, hag granted regu.lar pay scale w. e;f'. the
date of initial appointment. | |

Learned counsel appearmg for the paxues Jomtly submit that ﬂns case is

qquarely covered by the decxsmn of this Court in the case of Ram Kumar
- Sahu and others Vs. State- Govt of Chhamsgarh and another (Supra)
) However the state is at llberty to venfjr the facts of appomtment asto . |

whether the case of the petmoner is sumlar to that of the order dated

12. 02 2007 passed by this court in W.P. (S) No 813 of 200’7 (Supra)

In view of that th:s petmon is allowed n the same terms i.e. petmoner s

em:ltled to the s same relief as was granfed by the Madhya Pradesh State

5 Admmmtratwe Tnblmal Jabalpur in 0 A. No. 2745/20 (Madhukant‘ .
. Yadu and 56 others Vs. State of MP. & chars) and subﬂequenﬂy
c:onfmned bv order dated 03.01.94 nassed by the Hon'ble Supreme .
- Court in S‘peélal Leave Petition (Civil) No 6892/9’1 The petltmer‘
'shall be govemed by the orderq pas‘:ed by the Tribunal as well ag by the
Hon'ble Supreme Court (supra) accordmgly, subject to Venﬁcanon of

the facts No order asto costs, _ I

o _,"”' - 8d-
Satlsh K. Agmhmvi

Judge
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