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BEFORE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT

BILASPUR

WRIT PETITION (S) No. 7^3 /20Q@

PETITIONER

RESPONDENTS 1.
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..^'^/y\./^/.y;y^My
/^^y

^:^

2.

^/.K. Kewar,

S/o. Late Shri Babulal Kewar,

Aged about 53 years,

Sub Engineer, Janpad Panchayat

Korba, District Korba (C.G.)

VERSUS

-' State ofChhattisgarh,

Through: - Secretary & Development

Commissioner, Rural Engineering

Services Panchayat and Rural Welfare

Department Mantralaya, D.K.S.

Bhawan, Raipur(C.G.)

All India Council for Technical

Education, Through- Chairman,

Indira Gandhi Indoor Stadium,

I.P.Estate, New Delhi - 110002

3.
^'

Grants Commission,

It's Chairman,

A
'^.

^'.:^.

Unjversity

Through

Bahadurshah Zafar Marg, New Delhi-

110002

Distance Education Council, Indira

Gandhi Open University, K-76, Hauz

Khas, NewDelhi- 110016

Janardan Rai Nagar Rajsthan Vidya

Peeth (Deemed University), Through

- it's Vice Chacellor, Janardan Rai

Nagar Rajsthsn Vidya Peeth

Pratapnagar, Udaypur - 313001,

Rajasthan.
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WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE CONSTITUTION

OF INDIA.



^s^-'"

^XI-HC-78

3fl^T ^r f<riiob
TOT ^n^TsFTThF

"-^

"s^ ^j^icnq, ^Til^^Ko, [®i<ni^l|<

H11WtT ^HI^l

<vc0 - JP.
20

3TI^T TT^T (^f^p^T)

'^RyTW3crftn ^n^r

SB : Hon'bie Shri Rflanindra Mohbn Shrivastava. J.

Advoctate

fd)r

df

ShriAnup Majumdar, coun^(

ShriArunSao, Govt.

Ms. Renu Singh, counsei

Shri Shivendu Pandya, COL|

Shri Sushii Dhuri, counsel (c
This petition has been fiiecf

action of the respondents wher^l

deieted from the gradation iist

that the degree possessed by th|

the degree which has been obt^

institution / en.gineering coiiege|

Councii ofTechnicai Education.

After notices were issued ^
return before this Court In w.P.(i

the degree and dlploma obtalnec|

do not require approvai and

grantlng recognition to such degr|si

it appears that the State Go\

petitioners degree on the ground|
it has actuaily not been approve|d

A1CTE, ii appears that the AJC"

chl^id^'1 ^HdT^ fe^ <R»i^i<
^3fRm3T1^T

^ei for the petitioner/s.
for the State.

respondents 2 and 3.

Insei for respondent No.4.

|or respondent N o.5.

by the petitloner, who is aggrieved by the

^by the name of the petitioner has been

Graduate Sub-Engineers on the ground
)^ petitioner cannot be recognised because

^lned by the petitioner is from a technicai

which is not approved by the Aii India

s|>y this Court, the Aii India Councii has fiied

|) No. 158/10. in the repiy, It is stated that

under the distance education programme,
i, the AICTE has no role to piay for

rjses / dipiomas in the professionai courses.

^ernment had decided not to recognise

|thatthough it requires approya! byAJCTE,

by AiCTE. However, frorfi the return of
"^,

in such cases, does, not grant approvai

thet-efore,

aegrjses
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but there is some other me^

recognised and approved. Th^refore, in these circumstances, the State

Government s'noujd now con^

consideratron reievant aspecis ij

reiating to degree under distanc^

The consideration sregardi

degree shouid be compieted by

recognltion granted by the State|

of promotion as Graduate Engin^

cM^f<y1<flT1 "RW^Jt ^f f^^l iFsi^K
^^tRTH3?1^T

hanism under which such courses are

^ider petitioner's degree by taklng into

[iciudin.g the mechanism provided in cases

education programme.

^ig approvai and recognition of petltioners

|the respondents within an outer iimlt of six

weeks from the dat6 of receipt c|f copy of this order, so that in the event of

|counsei, the petitioner may also get benefit
'er.

The petitjon is accordingiy|finai!y disposed orr.

Sd/-
Manindra Mohan Shrivastava

Judge
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