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Heard.
2. This writ petition has been filed by the petitioner, who claims to be

belonging to Handicapped Category, as she is suffering from visual as well

as hearing impairment.

3. Indisputably, the petitioner appeared in the recruitment of Shiksha

Karmi Grade-Il conducted by the Jila Panchayat, Raigarh in the year 2008.



However, she could not be selected as against the seat reserved for

handicapped person.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner would submit that the petitioner's
visual and hearing impairment was not considered to be sufficient to bring her
within the definition of physically handicapped person, therefore, she has not
been selected despite the Circular dated 16.06.2008 issued by the State
Government directing all the CEOs of Jila Panchayats and Janpad
Panchayats to treat visually handicapped persons within the Handicapped
Category. He would further submit that while deciding the appeal of the
petitioner, the Commissioner, Bilaspur Division, Bilaspur has not at all

addressed to the Circular issued by the State Government.

4. It appears that the petitioner had also appeared in the selection
process conducted in the year 2006, but could not be selected. The
Commissioner, Bilaspur Division was dealing with two appeals preferred by
the petitioner, first one against her non-selection in the year 2006 and the
second one against her non-selection in the year 2008. In the year 2006, the
petitioner was not selected as, according to her, the principles of reservation
vis-a-vis horizontal and vertical, was not properly and appropriately applied.
While deciding her appeal concerning the recruitment in the year 2006, the
Commissioner passed the impugned order and at the end it is observed that
the matter being similar, the appeal arising out of recruitment process of the

year 2008, shall also be governed by the same impugned order.

5. When the recruitment took place in the year 2006, the Circular dated
16.06.2008 was not in existence. Even otherwise, the appeal filed against

the recruitment process of 2006 was on different ground.

6. In view of the above, since the Commissioner has not passed separate



Shyna

order in the appeal preferred by the petitioner challenging her non-selection in
the recruitment conducted in the year 2008, the matter is remitted back to the

Commissioner, Bilaspur Division for consideration afresh on its own merits.

7. However, it is made clear that this Court has not expressed any
opinion on the merits of the case and the Commissioner shall decide the
appeal of the petitioner on its own merits. The Commissioner shall pass a
fresh order after hearing all the parties within a period of 4 months from the

date of submission of certified copy of this order.

8. Accordingly, the writ petition is disposed of.

Sd/-
(Prashant Kumar Mishra)
JUDGE



