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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

WPC No. 2700 of 2019

Anjira Meshra W/o M.L. Meshram Aged About 63 Years Caste- Mahar, R/o Gali No.

3, New Shankar Nagar, Durg, Tahsil And District- Durg, Chhattisgarh

                                             ----Petitioner

VERSUS

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  Its  Secretary,  Department  Of  Tribal  Welfare,

Mahanadi Bhawan, Naya Raipur, Chhattisgarh, District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

2. The Collector Durg, District-Durg, Chhattisgarh, District : Durg, Chhattisgarh 

3. The Sub Divisional Officer ( Revenue), Durg, District-Durg, Chhattisgarh, District :

Durg, Chhattisgarh

                                                 -------Respondents

             For Petitioner                :         Mr. Love Kumar Ramteke, Advocate
  For Respondent-State    :        Mr. Amrito Das, Dy. G.A.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Parth Prateem Sahu

Judgement on Board

05/08/2019

1. Heard. 

2. The case of the petitioner is that he moved an application for grant of Caste

Certificate under the Chhattisgarh Lok Sewa Guarantee Act, 2011, but till date

the  competent  authority  has  not  issued  Caste  Certificate  of  the  petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that due to the inaction upon the

competent authority i.e. respondent No. 3, in not issuing the Caste Certificate

within the prescribed time, he preferred the appeal before the 2nd respondent-

the Collector who also has not taken any steps to decide the appeal.

3. After perusal of Annexure- P/1 as well as other relevant documents annexed

alongwith  the  matter,  specific  question  was  put  that  whether  the  conditions

mentioned  under  Clause-2  of  Annexure-P/1  has  been  complied  with  and



relevant documents are submitted or not.  Learned counsel for the petitioner

could not able to point out the compliance as required in Annexure-P/1.

4. From the documents annexed along with the writ petition, it does not appear

that  the  petitioner  has  submitted  the  documents  which  is  mentioned  in

serial no. 2 of Annexure-P/1.

5. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner may be permitted

to withdraw the writ  petition with liberty  to file afresh along with all  relevant

documents and better constituted petition.  Petitioner is allowed to withdraw the

writ petition with aforementioned liberty.

6. Accordingly, the writ petition is dismissed.

                                                                                     Sd/-
     (Parth Prateem Sahu)

      Judge

    Pawan


