NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR
WPS No. 5974 of 2018

Varsha Dubey W/o S.M. Dubey, Aged About 37 Years R/o Old
Sarkanda, Near Mini Hostel, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner
Versus

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Department Of
Panchayat And Rural Development, Mantralaya, Naya Raipur,
District Raipur Chhattisgarh.

2. Chief Executive Officer, Zila Panchayat, Bilaspur, District Bilaspur

Chhattisgarh.
3. Assistant Project Officer, Zila Panchayat Bilaspur, District Bilaspur
Chhattisgarh.
----Respondents
For Petitioner : Mr. C. Jayant K. Rao, Advocate
For State : Mr. R.K. Gupta, Dy. A.G.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

12/09/2018
1. The only grievance, which the petitioner has raised in the present

writ petition, is that the petitioner had participated in the selection
process for the post of Teacher Panchayat (English), which was
conducted in the month of July, 2011. The petitioner’'s name stood
at serial No.75 in the order of merit and one Ms. M. Lalita was

placed at serial No.78 in the same merit list.

2. According to the petitioner, under the Right to Information Act she
has got information that 2-3 persons have not given joining inspite
of offer of appointment being made and therefore it was under the
said circumstances that the case of Ms. M. Lalita, the candidate
whose name appears at serial No.78, has been granted

appointment.



Ved

3. According to the petitioner, it was the right of the petitioner to have

been considered first or atleast before Ms. M. Lalita was
considered. She submits that she has already made a
representation in this regard vide Exhibit P/3 to the respondent No.2

and which till date is pending.

. Given the aforesaid factual matrix as is evident from the contents of

the writ petition, this Court is of the opinion that ends of justice
would meet if the writ petition is disposed off with a direction to the
respondent No.2 to decide the representation of the petitioner and
while deciding the representation of the petitioner, the respondent
No.2 shall thoroughly verify the entire records, as also the status of
the petitioner as compared to Ms. M. Lalita, who was placed lower

in the merit list than the petitioner.

. After thorough verification of the contents, the respondent No.2 may

take an appropriate decision considering the case of the petitioner
for grant of appointment. Let this exercise be completed within a

period of 90 days.

6. With the aforesaid directions, the writ petition stands disposed off.

Sd/-
(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge



