NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR
WRIT PETITION (S) NO.4697 OF 2009

Rupa Bai W/o Shri Fatte Lal, aged about 35 years, by casete, Ganda, R/.o
Village Bijpara, Malda, PO Bijhara, Tehsil Pondi Uproda, PS Katghora,
District Korba, Chhattisgarh.

...Petitioner(s)
Versus

1. State of Chhattisgarh through the Secretary Panchayat and Social Welfare
Department, Mantralaya, DKS Bhawan, Raipur, CG.
2. The Collector Korba, CG.

3. Project Officer Integrated Child Development Programme, Pondiuproda,
Distt.-Korba CG.

4. The Chief Executive Officer Janpad Panchayat, Pondiuproda, Block
Pondiuproda, Distt.-Korba, CG.

5. The Sub Divisional Officer Revenue, Katghora, Distt.-Korba, CG

6. Smt. Rukhmani Devi Tawnwar W/o Rajeshwar Pratap, R/o Lonibahra, Gram
Panchayat Malda, P.O. Bijhra, Tahsil Pondi Uproda, Distt.-Korba, CG.

... Respondent(s)
For Petitioner : None.
For State : Shri Shashank Thakur, Govt. Advocate.
For Respondent No.4 Shri Akhilesh Kumar, Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy

Order on Board

01/05/2018

1. Even in the second round none appears on behalf of the petitioner,
therefore this court is compelled to proceed and decide the case on
the basis of submissions made by the counsel for the respondents.

2. The counsel appearing for the respondents submit that the grievance
of the petitioner in the instant case was in respect of recruitment made
as Angan Badi Worker of the respondent No.6. He submits that a
complaint in this regard was lodged before the Collector so far as the

respondent No.4 having wrongly granted appointment to the



inder

2

respondent No.6. The respondent No.4, later had cancelled the
appointment order issued in favour of respondent No.6.
The said order of cancellation of appointment was subjected to
challenge in an appeal before the Collector, Korba. The Collector,
Korba, thereafter has allowed the appeal of the respondent No.6 in a
separate proceedings drawn vide order dated 29.12.2008. This order
of the Collector dated 29.12.2008 has till date not been challenged by
the petitioner before any competent authority or before the writ court
as it ought to have been done.
In the absence of any challenge to the said order of the Collector, the
same has attained its finality. The said order of Collector was already
brought on record by the respondent No.4 by way of reply which was
filed in the year, 2010 itself. In spite of that, the petitioner have not
cared to challenge the said order before any competent court of law.
Given the aforesaid facts and circumstances of the case, this court is
of the opinion that no strong case is made out by the petitioner.
Accordingly, the writ petition stands dismissed.

Sd/-

(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge



