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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPS No. 1638 of 2021

• Smt.  Anita  Lahre  W/o  Birjhu  Lal  Lahre,  Aged  About  40  Years  R/o

Village Pouna, Tahsil Akaltra, District Janjgir - Champa Chhattisgarh.

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh, Through The Secretary, Panchayat And Rural
Development Department, Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya Atal Nagar,
Naya Raipur Chhattisgarh.

2. Collector, Janjgir District Janjgir - Champa Chhattisgarh.

3. Block  Medical  Officer,  Community  Health  Centre,  Akaltara,  District
Janjgir - Champa Chhattisgarh.

4. Block Coordinator Officer, Janpad Panchayat Akaltara, District Janjgir -
Champa Chhattisgarh. 

5. Additional Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat Akaltara, District
Janjgir - Champa Chhattisgarh.

6. Ku. Pramila D/o Chhedilal, R/o Village Pouna, Tahsil Akaltra, District
Janjgir - Champa Chhattisgarh.

---- Respondents 

For Petitioner  : Mr. Bharat Rajput, Advocate
For State  :  Mr. Aditya Bharadwaj, P. L.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy

Order on Board 

25/03/2021   

1. The grievance of the petitioner  in  the present  writ  petition is that a

wrongfully appointment given to the Respondent No. 6 on the post of Mitain

Trainer vide order dated 24.12.2020.

2. According to the petitioner it  is  a case where in the process of the

checking  her  Answer  Paper  for  the  same  question  the  petitioner  for  the

correct answer has been wrongly granted less marks and for a wrong answer
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the Respondent No. 6 has been granted more marks which the petitioner

came to know only on obtaining the details under the Right to Information Act.

He immediately has made an objection before the Respondent Nos. 2, 4 & 5

but till date, no decision as such has been taken by the authorities concerned.

3. Given the said facts the State counsel submits that since the objection

is  pending  consideration  before  the  authority  in  the  department  the  Writ

Petition will be disposed of directing the authorities to take the decision on

objection in accordance with law.

4. Without  expressing  any opinion  on the  merits  of  the  case,  the  writ

petition at this juncture on the submissions made by the State counsel stands

disposed of directing the Respondent Nos. 2, 4 & 5 to consider & decide the

representation of the petitioner in accordance with the rules and regulations

governed by the State Government at the earliest preferably within a period of

60 days from the date of receipt of copy of this order. 

5. With  the  aforesaid  observations,  the  present  writ  petition  stands

disposed of.

      

Sd/-
                (P. Sam Koshy)

               Judge

Amita


