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                 HIGH COURT of CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR

                    Writ Petition (S)   No.   1313   of 20  23  

1. Deepshikha Dewangan W/o Satya Kumar Dewangan Aged About 29
Years R/o House No. 156, Professor Colony, Sector-1, Bhatagaon,
Raipur (C.G.) 

2. Bhore  Kiran  Sahu W/o Bhoj  Raj  Sahu Aged About  30  Years  R/o
Sarvodaya Nagar, Pachapedhi Naka, Raipur (C.G.) 

3. Vidya Devi Sahu W/o Sunil Kumar Sahu Aged About 28 Years R/o
Adarsh Nagar, Near Satnam Bhawan, Mova Raipur (C.G.)

4. Padma  Verma  D/o  Pukhan  Lal  Verma  Aged  About  28  Years  R/o
Tatyapara, Raipur (C.G.) 

                                           ------Petitioners

       VERSUS

1. State  of  Chhattisgarh  through  the  Secretary,  Health  and  Family
Welfare  Department,  Mahanadi  Bhawan,  Mantralaya,  New Raipur,
District Raipur (C.G.) 

2. Director,  National  Health  Mission  (N.H.M.)  C.G.  III Floor,
Chhattisgarh Nirman Mandal, Vyashik Parisar, (South East Corner),
Sector-27, Naya Raipur, District Raipur (C.G.) 

3. Head, Human Resource Department, Ekam Foundation C.G. Office,
Flat No. 28, First Floor, Prem Kunj, Civil Lines, Raipur (C.G.) 

4. Union  of India  through Secretary, Health  and Family Welfare Dept.
New Delhi. 

                                                               -------Respondents
                      (cause title is taken from Case Information System)

              For Petitioner                     :  Mr. Anupam Dubey, Advocate
    For Respondent No. 1        :  Ms. Ruchi Nagar, Dy. Govt. Advocate

    Single Bench: Hon'ble Shri Parth Prateem Sahu, Judge

ORDER
28  /02/2023  

1. After arguing for some time, learned counsel for petitioner submits

that  looking  to  the  nature  of  claim made by  petitioner  in  the  writ

petition, petitioner may be permitted to submit fresh representation

before Respondent No. 2 and in turn Respondent No. 2 be directed

to consider and decide the same within specified time.

2. Learned counsel for Respondents submit that in view of the  limited

prayer made by learned counsel for petitioner,  they are having no

objection.
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3. Considering the submission of learned counsel  for petitioner,  facts

and circumstances of the case, without entering into merits of  the

claim  of  petitioner,  this  writ  petition  is  disposed  of  permitting  the

petitioner to submit a representation before Respondent No. 2 and if

such a representation is submitted, Respondent No. 2 shall consider

and decide the same in accordance with law, expeditiously preferably

within a period of 90 days from the date of receipt of representation. 

Certified copy as per rules.

                                                                                         Sd/-   

                                    (Parth Prateem Sahu)
                  Judge
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