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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPC No. 1545 of 2017

Dr.  Rajesh Kumar S/o Late Shri  Kewal  Ram, Aged About  52 Years 
Occupation  Ayurvedic  Chikitsak,  R/o  Jarhabhata,  Sindhi  Colony, 
Balram Talkies Road, District Bilaspur (Chhattisgarh). 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Department Of Health, 
Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur, District Raipur (Chhattisgarh). 

2. Director  Health  Services,  Directorate  Of  Health,  Indrawati  Bhawan, 
Naya Raipur, District Raipur (Chhattisgarh). 

3. The District Ayurved Officer, Bilaspur Division, Bilaspur (Chhattisgarh). 

4. The Divisional Commissioner, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur (Chhattisgarh). 

5. Chief Medical Officer, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur (Chhattisgarh). 

6. The Registrar, Madhya Pradesh Ayurvedic Tatha Unani Chikitsa, Paditi, 
Avam Prakritik Chikitsa Board, Bhopal ( Madhya Pradesh ). 

---- Respondents 

For Petitioner      :    Shri Ravindra Sharma, Advocate. 
For State      :    Shri Aditya Sharma, Panel Lawyer. 

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal

Order On Board 

02/11/2017 

(1) Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  petitioner  would  submit  that  the 

petitioner has made an application under the provisions of Chhattisgarh Rajya 

Upcharyagrah  Tatha  Rogopchar  Sambandhi  Sthapnaye  Anugyapan 

Adhiniyam,  2013  (henceforth  “Adhiniyam,  2013”)  on  03.04.2017  for 

registration  but  the  same  has  not  considered  and  decided  till  date  and, 

therefore,  he may be permitted to file fresh application for registration and the 

same may be directed to be decided expeditiously.

(2) Per contra, counsel for the State submits that the application filed by 



2

the petitioner for registration under Adhiniyam, 2013 has been decided.

(3) I have heard learned counsel appearing for the parties.

(4) Be that as it may, the petitioner is at liberty to file fresh application for  

registration  under  the  Adhiniyam,  2013  and,  in  turn,   the  respondents 

authorites shall consider and decide the same expeditiously preferably within 

a period of three months from the date of receipt of certified copy of this order.

(5) With the aforesaid direction, the writ petition stands finally disposed of.

                                                                                                    Sd/-

                                          (Sanjay K. Agrawal)

                                                                                                                             Judge
  

D/-

 


