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2026:CGHC:13547

NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
WPS No. 824 of 2022
e Ram Narayan Pradhan S/o Late Shri Tiharu Ram Pradhan, Aged About 55

Years Working As Lecturer And Posted At Govt. Higher Secondary School
Kanki, Block Kartala, District Korba Chhattisgarh

... Petitioner

versus

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Department Of Education,
Mahanadi Bhawan, Atal Nagar, Mantralaya, New Raipur, District Raipur
Chhattisgarh

2. Director, Directorate Of Chhattisgarh Public Instruction, Indravati Bhawan,
Atal Nagar, Naya Raipur, District Raipur Chhattisgarh

3. District Education Officer, Korba, District Korba Chhattisgarh

4. Rupesh Kumar Tiwari Working As Lecturer, Posted At Govt. Higher
Secondary School Simgabhedi, Block Chowki District Rajnandgaon
Chhattisgarh

5. Vijyendra Singh Chouhan Working As Lecturer, Posted At Govt. Higher
Secondary School, Nimdha, Block Marwahi, District Gaurela Pendra
Marwahi Chhattisgarh

... Respondent(s)

For Petitioner . Ms. Sareena Khan, Advocate
For State :  Mr. Vivek Siddharth Ojha, Panel Lawyer

Hon'ble Shri Justice Rakesh Mohan Pandey

Order on Board

20.03.2026

1. By way of this petition, the petitioner has sought the following relief(s):-

“10.1 That, this Hon’ble Court may kindly be
pleased to direct the respondent authorities to
quash impugned seniority list dated 25.09.2019
(Annexure P-1) issued by the respondent
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authorities in respect of the petitioner and his

Junior respondent no. 4 and 5, in the interest of
Jjustice.

10.2 That, this Hon’ble Court may kindly be
pleased to direct the respondents authorities to
prepare and issue new seniority list on the post of
Lecturer as on 02.12.2014 in respect of the
petitioner and his junior employee respondent no.
4 and 5 by amending impugned seniority list
(Annexure P-1), in the interest of justice.

10.3 Any other relief which may be suitable in the
facts and circumstances of the case, may also be
granted.”

Ms. Khan would submit that the petitioner was appointed to the post of
Assistant Teacher on 31.03.1987, whereas respondents No. 4 & 5 were
appointed on 09.12.1993 and 22.08.1989 respectively. She would submit that
the petitioner was promoted to the post of Lecturer vide order dated
30.05.2017 and the seniority list of Lecturers was published on 25.09.2019
with effect from 01.04.2019, wherein name of the petitioner has been placed
at serial No. 2852, whereas names of private respondents have been placed at
serial Nos. 1875 and 1309 respectively. She would submit that the petitioner
was promoted to the post of Lecturer prior to the private respondents. She
would submit that private respondents entered in the department after
appointment of the petitioner, and therefore, name of the petitioner should be

kept above and over to private respondents.

On the other hand, Mr. Ojha would submit that the petitioner was promoted
to the post of Lecturer vide order dated 30.05.2017, but he failed to comply
with the said order, therefore, he has been placed below the private

respondents.

Heard.
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5. Taking into consideration the fact that the petitioner entered in the sle’:ggfei:cceG Hea3saT
prior to the private respondents, but names of private respondents have been
placed above and over to the petitioner and further looking to the dispute
involved in the present case, this petition is disposed of reserving liberty in
favour of the petitioner to make a representation before respondent No. 2,
and in turn, the said authority is directed to decide it expeditiously,

preferably within a period of 120 days. It is made clear that this Court has

not expressed any opinion on the merits of the case.

6. With the aforesaid observation(s), and direction(s), the instant petition is

hereby disposed of.

Sd/-
(Rakesh Mohan Pandey)
JUDGE

$iddhant



