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NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR 

WPC No. 4629 of 2021

• Jai Laxmi Mahila Swa Sahayata Samooh Jawali Block Dabhra, District
Janjgir-Champa (C.G.) Through Its President Deepika Satyabhama Wife
Of  Manohar  Dubey,  Age  About  50  Years,  R/o  Village  Jawali,  Block
Dabhra, District Janjgir-Champa Chhattisgarh. 

---- Petitioner 

Versus 

1. State  Of  Chhattisgarh  Through  Secretary,  Department,  Woman  And
Child Development, Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya, Atal Nagar, Naya
Raipur District Raipur Chhattiagarh. 

2. Collector Janjgir-Champa, District Jangir-Champa Chhattisgarh. 

3. District  Progamme  Officer  Department  Of  Women  And  Child
Development, District Janjgir -Champa Chhattisgarh. 

4. Project Officer Unified Child Devlopment Project, Dabhra, District Janjgir
- Champa Chhattisgarh. 

5. District  Level  Committee For  Supply Of  Ready To Eat Meal  Through
District  Programme  Officer,  Women  And  Child  Development,  District
Janjgir Champa Chhattisgarh. 

---- Respondents 

      For Petitioner                  :  Shri Tarun Dansena, Advocate.
      For the respondents / State :  Shri Ashish Tiwari, Govt. Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Justice   Rajendra Chandra Singh Samant

Order on Board

17.11.2021

Heard.

1. It is submitted by counsel for the petitioner that the petitioner is a Self

Help Group of  District  Janjgir-Champa and it  has the work order  for

distribution of Ready to Eat Food in the Sector Kotmi of District Janjgir-

Champa.  In the meeting held by District Level Committee on 22.7.2020,

the decision was taken to cancel the work order for the sectors, namely,

Jaijaipru, Odekera, Chisda, Kachanda, Hasauda, Thathari and Kotetara

and  it  was  also  decided  that  fresh  proposals  shall  be  invited  by

publication of  advertisement,  which is  reflected in the minutes of the
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meeting filed as Annexure-P/3.  It is further submitted that one of the

Self  Help  Group,  namely,  Jai  Satnam Mahila  Swa Sahayata  Samuh

Bandhapali  preferred  W.P.(C)  No.  1929  of  2020  on  the  basis  of  the

grievance that the said Self Help Group was not awarded any contract.

The petition was disposed off by the order dated 15.9.2020 directing the

petitioner  to  prefer  an  appeal  before  the  District  Collector  alongwith

other directions to the District Collector.

2. Respondent  No.3 referring to the order  of  the High Court  in  W.P.(C)

No.1929  of  2020  and  the  minutes  of  the  meeting  dated  22.7.2020

ordered cancellation of the work order with respect to all the sectors.  It

is  submitted  that  the impugned order  passed by  respondent  No.3  is

clearly  erroneous  in  which  the  order  of  this  Court  had  been

misinterpreted and  also  the  minutes  dated  22.7.2020 has  also  been

misinterpreted.  The petitioners have filed a representation praying for

review of the order dated 10.12.2020 (Annexure-P/3) but the same has

not been considered by respondent No.3 so far, therefore, the petitioner

has apprehension.  Hence, it is prayed that the appropriate orders be

passed.

3. Learned State counsel representing for respondents No.1 to 5 opposes

the submissions and submits that the petition may be disposed off with a

direction.

4. Considered  on  the  submissions.   Perused  all  the  documents  filed

alongwith  the  petition.   On  perusal  of  the  minutes  of  the  meeting

(Annexure-P/3), District Level Committee dated 22.7.2020, it is clearly

found  that  no  decision  was  taken  by  respondent  No.5  regarding

cancellation of the work order of the petitioner for Kotmi sector.  Further,

on perusing the order dated 15.9.2020 in W.P.(C) No.1929 of 2020, it is

found that  this  Court  had directed the  petitioner  to  prefer  an  appeal
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before the District Collector alongwith other directions and there is no

other  order  which  could  have  been  interpreted  in  the  manner,

respondent  No.3  has  interpreted  in  passing  the  impugned  order

(Annexure-P/4).  Hence, with these observations, the present petition is

disposed off at motion stage.

5. Respondent No.3 is directed to consider on the representation filed by

the petitioners within a period of 30 days from today and take a decision

accordingly  taking  into  consideration  the  observations  made  by  this

Court in this order.

   Sd/-

   (Rajendra Chandra Singh Samant)
   Judge

Nisha               


