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ORDER: -  

 

 The Order passed by the 3 rd respondent  vide proceedings 

in Rc.No.DM&HO/ 1798/ 2017, dated 30.11.2017, reject ing the 

applicat ion of the pet it ioner herein for perm ission to open Athena 

Ult ra Sound Scanning Cent re is under challenge in the present  

Writ  Pet it ion. 

 A prelim inary object ion with regard to the m aintainabilit y 

of the Writ  Pet it ion is taken by contending that  according to Rule 

19 of the Pre-concept ion and Pre-natal Diagnost ic Techniques 

(Prohibit ion of Sex Select ion)  Rules, 1996, the order under 

challenge in the Writ  Pet it ion is appealable and without  availing 

the sam e, the present  Writ  Pet it ion is filed.  Rule 19 of the said 

Rules reads as under: -  

“ Ap p eal : -  (1)  Anybody aggrieved by the decision of 

the Appropriate Authority at  sub-dist r ict  level m ay 

appeal to the Appropriate Authority at  dist r ict  level 

within 30 days of the order of the sub-dist r ict  level 

Appropriate Authority. 

( 2 )  Anybody aggrieved by the decision of the 

Appropriate Authority at  dist r ict  level m ay appeal to 

the Appropriate Authority at  State/ UT level within 30 

days of the order of the dist r ict  level Appropriate 

Authority. 

( 3 )  Each appeal shall be disposed of by the Dist r ict  

Appropriate Authority or by the State/ Union Terr itory 

Appropriate Authority, as the case m ay be, within 60 

days of its receipt . 

( 4 )  I f an appeal is not  m ade within the t im e as 

prescribed under sub- rule (1) , (2)  or (3) , the 
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Appropriate Authority under that  sub- rule m ay 

condone the delay in case he/ she is sat isfied that  

appellant  was prevented for sufficient  cause from  

m aking such appeal.”  

 

 A reading of the above said provision of law m akes it  clear 

that  anybody aggrieved by the decision of the Appropriate 

Authority at  dist r ict  level m ay appeal to the Appropriate 

Authority at  State level within 30 days of the order of the dist r ict  

level Appropriate Authority.  I t  is also clear from  the above 

provision of law that  the applicat ion for condonat ion of delay is 

also m aintainable under sub- rule (4)  of Rule 19 of the above 

Rules.  I n view of the above, this Court  is not  inclined to go into 

the m erits of the Writ  Pet it ion.   

 I n view of the provision of law, the Writ  Pet it ion stands 

disposed of, giving liberty to the pet it ioner to avail the above 

statutory rem edy.    

Miscellaneous pet it ions pending, if any, shall stand 

disposed of.  There shall be no order as to costs. 

 

 

______________ 

A.V.Sesh a Sai , J 

Date: 15.03.2018 

sm r 
 

 


