HIGH COURT OF CHHA’ITISGARH BILASPUR
Wit Petition (S} No. 699 of 2009

Petitioner - Ajay Kumar Jangde, S/o Shri Manharan Lal
_ o Jangde, aged about 21 years, Rfo. Village .
Amaldih, P.O. Tundri, V1a Bﬂalgarh Ra1pur

- (C.G.}
o Versus :
Respondents 1. - State of Chhattlsgarh through Secretaxy
: : .. Panchayat and Rural Development,
_ _ . Mantralaya, D.K.S. Bhawan, Raipur {C.G))
© 2. Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat, -
: - Bilaigarh, Distt. Raipur (C:G.) - :
3. Examination  Controller, - Chhattisgarh
Professional Exammauon Board Raipur
: S eay o
4.,  Principal, Dlsmct Educatmn and Trammg
' o Inst:ltute Shankar Nagar Ralpur (C. G)

WRIT PETITON UNDER ARTICLE 226/ 227 OF THE CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

(SB Hon’ble Shn Satlsh K Agmhotn J ) -

Ms Meena Shastr:, Advocate for the petatloner _ : :
Shri Yashwant Smgh Thakur Deputy Advocate General w1th Shn
Amnd Dubey, Panel Lawyer for the respondent No.1 / State

| . ORDER
(Passed 011 this 30t Day of Aprll 2009) _
ot | . L  Learned- counsel appeafmg for the pet1t10ner submﬂ:s tha‘t:
o 'pursuant to the advertlsement dated 12.1. 2008 (Annexu.re L
P/ 1) the petmoner apphed for the’ post of Shlksha Karm1
Grade-III At the time of subnnssmn of the apphcat:on the
Lo . | petitioner was a student of 2nd year D. Ed exammahon course R
. | He appeared in t:he D. Ed exammatton on 6 4. 2008 the result ‘
of Whmh was dec]ared m June 2008, Wherem the pet:moner B

was declated as passed in the D. Ed examlnatron In splte of
- that the petmoner Was not ca]led for cou.nselhng for the post of
| Shiksha Karmi Grade-Ill. - _ . | R
' 2. - According to the advertlsement, the reqmsﬁe quahﬁcataon forA_ .
: appomtment to the post of Sh:lksha Kalm1 Grade III was N
H1gher Seconda:(y Exam pass Cert:rficate and D Ed passed It :




Thakur -

was further tjrescﬁbEd ‘that in the event D.Ed. candidates ‘are
_ not available the other candidates may be considered.

According to .lea'rned counsel appearing for the petitioner the
petitioner has completed D.'Ed_.' during selection process. Since

the examination of D.Ed. was over by'the time the examination

for the post of Shlksha Karmi Grade I was held, therefore he _

was entitled to be called for counse].mg He further submits

that since it was not prescnbed asto when the petttloner

_ should have requlsne quahﬁcahon the petltioner is enutled to
have beneﬁt of D. Ed. exammatlon certaﬁcate and he should_ '

| __ have been ca]led for counsehng

Per contra leamed counsel appea;tmg for the respondent

No 1/ State submits that in view of the dec1s10n of ﬂ]lS Court in

W.P.(S§) No. 1187 of 2009 (Nisha Choubcy Vs, State of

Chhathsgarh & others) dated 2nd March 2009 the- petmoner

_ 1s not ent1t1ed for any rehef
-ThlS Court in N1sha Choubey (supra) relymg on the dec1s1on of
__ _Hon’ble Supreme Court in Ashok Kumar Sonkar Vs. Union of
‘India_and. othersl and Dipitimayee Parida Vs. State of
‘Orissa and others2 he]d that “Applymg the Well setﬂed
._.prmc1p1es of law to- the facts of the present case, Wherem no
‘date was specﬂied the ca:ad1dates must acqume the reqmstte
'._'quahﬁcat:lon on the ]ast date of ﬁlmg of the apphcauon -
In v1eW of the. foregomg, the petltlon has no ment and it is
- .accordmgly dismissed, surnmanly R ——f'““\ ';
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