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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BIL. ASPUR

WPC No. 271 of 2016

® Pooja Pashudhan Vikas Swa-Sahayata Samuh Gindoal Block Baloda
Bazar, District Baloda Bazar Bhatapara (Chhattisgarh) Through Its
President Jeenadevi Dahariya, W/o Shri Prem Prakash Dahariya, Aged
About 32 Years, R/o Village Gindoal, Block Baloda Bazar, District
Baloda Bazar Bhatapara (Chhattisgarh).

---- Petitioner
Versus

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Department Of Mabhila
And Bal Vikas, Mahanadi Bhawan, New Raipur, (Chhattisgarh).

2. Collector, District Baloda Bazar Bhatapara (Chhattisgarh).

3. Director, Mahila And Bal Vikas Vibhag, Indrawati Bhawan, Naya
Raipur, District Raipur (Chhattisgarh).

4. District Program Officer, Mahila And Bal Vikas Vibhag, District Baloda
Bazar Bhatapara (Chhattisgarh).

5. Project Officer, Akikrit Bal Vikas Pariyojna Baloda Bazar District
Baloda Bazar Bhatapara (Chhattisgarh).

---- Respondent
And

WPC No. 272 Of 2016

e Jamuna Mahila Swa-Sahayata Samuh Village Khajari Block Bilaigarh,
District Baloda Bazar- Bhatapara (Chhattisgarh) Through Its President
Noni Bai, W/o Shri Firatram, Aged About 50 Years, R/o Village Khajari,
Block Bilaigarh, District Baloda Bazar Bhatapara, (Chhattisgarh)

---- Petitioner
Vs

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Department Of Mahila
And Bal Vikas, Mahanadi Bhawan, New Raipur, (Chhattisgarh)

2. Collector, District Baloda Bazar Bhatapara, (Chhattisgarh)
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3. Director, Mahila And Bal Vikas Vibhag, Indrawati Bhawan, Naya
Raipur, District Raipur, (Chhattisgarh)

4. District Program Officer, Mahila And Bal Vikas Vibhag, District Baloda
Bazar Bhatapara (Chhattisgarh)

5. Project Officer, Akikrit Bal Vikas Pariyojna Bilaigarh, District Baloda
Bazar- Bhatapara, (Chhattisgarh)

---- Respondent

For Petitioners : Shri Vimal Kumar Tondey, Advocate.
For Respondent/State : Shri Sangharsh Pandey, Deputy GA.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Prashant Kumar Mishra

Order On Board

09/03/2017

1. By the impugned order, the Collector, Balodabazar-Bhatapara has
cancelled the petitioners' work order for supply of ready to eat food

material.

2. Tt is argued that the impugned order has been passed by the Collector,

therefore, the petitioners have no other remedy.

3. It appears, the impugned order was passed on 23.12.2015 i.e. more than
a year back and the learned counsel for the petitioners is not aware as to
whether any fresh agreement has been executed with some other Self

Help Group.

4. For the foregoing, instead of keeping these writ petitions pending, ends
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of justice would be served if the petitioners are permitted to make a
representation before the Principal Secretary, Department of Woman
and Child Development, Government of Chhattisgarh within a period of
3 weeks from today and on such representation being filed, the
Principal Secretary shall decide the same in accordance with law, within
a further period of 8 weeks. If the petitioners so desire, they shall be

provided personal hearing by the Principal Secretary.

5. With the aforesaid observations/directions, the Writ Petitions are

disposed of.

Sd/-
Judge
(Prashant Kumar Mishra)

Barve



