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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

Writ Petition (S) No. 5211  of 2019

Reena  Singh  D/o  Goutam Singh,  Aged  About  24  Years,  Presently

Working On The Post Of Anganwari Worker Center Chitvishrampur,

Village-  Panchayat-  Chitvishrampur,  P.S.  And  Tahsil-  Balrampur,

District- Balrampur-Ramanujganj, Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through-  The  Secretary,  Department  Of

Panchayat And Rural Development,  Mahanadi  Bhawan, Atal Nagar

Raipur, District- Raipur, Chhattisgarh

2. The  Collector,  Balrampur,  District-  Balrampur-Ramanujganj,

Chhattisgarh

3. District Program Officer, Women And Child Development Balrampur,

District- Balrampur-Ramnujganj, Chhattisgarh

4. The Project Officer, Women And Child Development Project Office,

Balrampur, District- Balrampur-Ramanujganj, Chhattisgarh

5. Block Medical  Officer,  Balrampur,  District-  Balrampur-Ramanujganj,

Chhattisgarh

6. Block Education Officer, Balrampur, District- Balrampur-Ramanujganj,

Chhattisgarh

7. Chief  Executive  Officer,  Janpad  Panchyat-  Balrampur,  District-

Balrampur-Ramanujganj, Chhattisgarh

8. Nisha Lakra D/o Amar Sai Lakra, Aged About 24 Years R/o Village-

Chitvishrampur, District- Balrampur-Ramanujganj, Chhattisgarh

---- Respondents

For Petitioner :     Mr. A. N. Pandey, Advocate 
For Respondent/State : Mr. Jitendra Pali, Dy. A.G.
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Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy

Order On Board

17/07/2019

1. The challenge in the present writ petition is to the order Annexure P-1 dated

26.06.2019 passed by the Collector, Balrampur. 

2. This Court, at the outset, is of the opinion that since the remedy available to

the  petitioner  under  the  rules  is  a  second  appeal  before  the  Divisional

Commissioner,  the  present  writ  petition  in  its  present  form  is  not

maintainable.  

3. Counsel for the petitioner, at this juncture, submits that the petitioner had

approached  the  office  of  the  second  appellate  authority  and  he  was

informed that the next sitting would be only on 26th of July and not before

that, therefore, he has approached this Court. 

4. This ground of the petitioner is not sufficient for entertaining the present writ

petition bypassing the remedy of second appeal.  The petitioner would be at

liberty  to  approach  the  Commissioner  and  make a  request  for  an  early

hearing of the matter taking into consideration the urgency.  

5. With the aforesaid liberty, the present writ petition stands disposed of. 

6. Subject to the petitioner furnishing photo copy of the impugned order, the

certified copy of the same shall be returned to the petitioner. 

7. Certified copy today. 

            Sd/-         
 (P. Sam Koshy)

JUDGE 

Khatai


