IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

W. P. (S) No.

63253 VOF 2010.

PETITIONERS

K.’ igle’Bench

Ajay Nath Patel, .

S/o. Shri Ram Raj Patel,

aged about 52 years, Head

Master, Upper Primary School
Kumhada Kota, Block — Bastar, |
District Bastar (C. G.)

Ram Bhaskare Mishra,

S/o. Shri D. N. Mishra, aged
about 58 years, Lecturér, Govt.
Higher Secondary School |
Bastar, Block — Bastar, District
Bastar (C. G.) |

Sona Das Manikpuri,

S/o. Shri Jethu Das Manikpuri,
aged about 58 yéafs, Head

Master, Upper Primary School
Usari, Block —Bastar, District
Bastar (C. G.)

Smt. Rarh Mani Goyal, |

W/o. late Shri R. S. Goyal, aged
about 46 years, Uppeiﬁ .Division
Teacher, Govt. Middle School
Takraguda, Block -Bastar, District

- Raipur (C. G.)

VERSUS



RESPONDENTS :1.  State of Chhattisgarh,
| Through : The Secretary,
Tribal Welfare Department,
D.K.S. Bhawan, Raipur (C. G.)

2. Assistant Commissioner,
Tribal Welfare Department,
Bastar, District Bastar (C. G.)

3. Block Education Officer,
. Bastar, District Bastar (C.G.)

4. Treasury Officer,
Treasury Account and Pension,
Bastar, District Bastar (C. G.)
WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE
CONSTITUTION OF INDIA

e . S
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Shri Somkant Verma, couns
Shri Vaibhav Goverdhan, P.

Grievance of the petitioners
that they were appointed as Assis

scale of Rs. 100-150

for a

Rs. 169-300.

are entitled for regi.far pay scale
initial appointment and their
number of decisions passed

judgment rendered by the M.P.
Vs. State of M.P. & Others) wi
the de’{e of their initial appointmes
1t is not disputed by both t}
taken up by the State to the Af)ex

Tribunal to the effect that the Ted

appointment.

I view of the sbove %u‘bmr

the parties;

T TH (‘Iafgaqu) |
s w5 et N o s ¥ fed TR
o SR T T HiE AR % offm ew
SB : HON’BLE MR, JUSTICE PRITINKER B!WAKER

1 for the petitioners.
L. for the State.

b in the present petition are

tant Teachers on a fixed pay

petjod of two years and after

completion of probation, they werg granted regular pay scale of

‘Contention of the counsel ftpr the petitioners is that they

with effect from the date of

cegse is squarely covered with

by

this Court and -also the

Ytate Administrative Tribunal,

Jabalpur in 0.A. No. 2745/89 {Madhukant Yadu & 56 Others

herein it has been held that

similarly placed teachers are entitfled for regular pay scale from

1.
e parties that the matter was

Court but the appeal was also

dismissed by the Apex Court upholding the decision of the
chers/ Assistant Teachers are

entitled for regular pay scale fijom the date of their initial

sion made by the counsel for

the petition is d.;:,sposeﬁ of in the same terms i.e. the

\

t
i

petitioners are granted liberty to

make a representation, if so
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advised, in the light of the aforesfid judgment and the circular
| dated 27.12.2008 (Annexure P/7} and in turn, the concerned

respondent is directed to considey their case on its own merits

‘and i its g;erspecti\fe. If the pgtitioners stand on the same
footing as per order passed by tHe State Administrate Tribunal

n Madhukant Yadu (supra) and §ubsequently confirmed by the

Supreme Court in Special Leave Petition {Civil} No. 6892793 by
order dated 3.1.1995, the petitiogners may be entitled to same
relief accordingly. |

It is expected from the stafe authorities to pass suitable

order after due scrutiny of the faqgs. T —

Sd/-
Pritinker Diwaker
Judge




