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NAFR

HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

 WPC No. 4639 of 2019

Smt. Kavita Kurre W/o Shri Gaurishankar Kurre Aged About 37 Years R/o 
Village Padari Khurd, Post Office Choriya, Police Station Baradwar, Tahsil 
Sakti, District Janjgir Champa, Chhattisgarh

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Information  Commissioner  Chhattisgarh  State  Information 
Commission, Sector-19, North Block, Atal Nagar, Naya Raipur Civil And 
Revenue District Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

2. First Appellate Authority /Chief Executive Officer Jila Panchayat Janjgir, 
Civil And Revenue District Janjgir Champa, Chhattisgarh.

3. Public  Information  Officer/  Chief  Executive  Officer  Janpad  Panchayat 
Sakti, Civil And Revenue District Janjgir Champa, Chhattisgarh

4. Public  Information  Officer  /Secretary  Gram  Panchayat  Padari  Khurd, 
Janpad  Panchayat  Sakti,  Civil  And  Revenue  District  Janjgir  Champa, 
Chhattisgarh                                            ---- Respondents

For Petitioner : Shri Ramesh Nayak, Adv.
For Respondent/s : Shri Ajay Dwivedi, on behalf of Shri S.S. Lal 

  Tekchandani, respective Advocates.

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

06.01.2020
1. The limited relief which the petitioner has sought for in the present 

writ petition is for a direction to the respondent No.1 to decide the 

appeal filed by the petitioner by giving him personal hearing instead 

of deciding the appeal by way of a video conference.

2. The matter was in the first round passed over for the respondent No. 

1 to seek instructions. In the second round Shri Ajay Dwivedi under 

instruction  of  Shri  S.S.  Lal  Tekchandani  submits  that  he  has 

instruction to state that  they have no objection if  the limited relief 

sought for by the counsel for the petitioner is allowed. 

3. Considering the submission put forth by either side, this Court is of 

the opinion that writ petition itself can be allowed and disposed off 
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directing the respondent No. 1 to ensure that the appeal preferred by 

the petitioner which is pending consideration before the respondent 

No.1 be decided by giving personal hearing to the petitioner instead 

of deciding the appeal by way of a video conference, it is ordered 

accordingly.

4. Accordingly, the writ petition stands allowed and disposed of, with 

the aforesaid direction.

                                                                                        Sd/-

(P. Sam Koshy)
Judge

Jyotijha  


