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NAFR
HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH, BILASPUR
WPS No. 1890 of 2023

Smt. Subhadra Patra, Wife of Shri Vikarampal Patra, Aged About
30 Years, Resident of Village Dhobani, Tashsil Bhatgaon, District
Sarangarh - Bilaigarh (C.G.)

---- Petitioner
Versus
1. State of Chhattisgarh, Through The Secretary, Woman And Child
Development Department, Mantralaya, Mahanadi Bhawan, Atal
Nagar, Nawa, Raipur, District- Raipur (C.G.)
2. Collector, District Sarangarh - Bilaigarh (C.G.)
3. Sub Divisional Officer Bilaigarh, District Sarangarh - Bilaigarh
(C.G)
4. Integrated Child Devlopment Project Officer Bhatgaon, District
Sarangarh - Bilaigarh District Sarangarh - Bilaigrah (C.G.)
5. Chief Excecutive Officer Janpad Panchayat, Bilaigarh, District
Sarangarh - Bilaigarh (C.G.)
6. Smt. Kekti Patel, Wife of Gajanand Patel, Resident of Village
Dhobani, Tashil Bhatgaon, District Sarangarh - Bilaigarh (C.G.)
---- Respondents
For Petitioner : Mr. Shikhar Sharma, Advocate.
For State : Ms. Sunita Jain, Dy. A.G.
Hon'ble Shri Justice Narendra Kumar Vyas
Order on Board
15.03.2023
1. The petitioner has filed the present writ petition assailing the
order dated 22.12.2022 whereby the petitioner has been denied
appointment to the post of Anganbadi Karyakarta.
2. The petitioner has assailed the selection process initiated by the

respondents for the post of Anganbadi Karykarta. The State
Government has issued circular dated 02.04.2008, which
provides mechanism for resolving grievance of the candidates
who are seeking appointment to the post of Anganbadi
Karyakarta. Para 11 of the circular deals with the procedure for

preferring appeal which is extracted below:-

11. 3rdfier: -
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3TaTS! Srfand /ATt it fgfh &t ufthar & 6t 718 FrIfe | wera =
BN IR 37t & I 39 U B —

b, SFUS YARG SRT 99 /FgRe R I R e /YRR eeer &
fovg fafed uftear & ded omiia B<iRTTe Ui I MfEfFRM 1993 &
Traei & dad fafed fEHRT & THeT DY S Fh |

Y.  BUNEG TR Ulfeld 7 Ifaf T 1956 & Jiavid Tfed TR atfeid
ol 5 PR 5 T SivHare! sriadiel /FaTiiarel & Arel § e
Fetaey Bl rdiet HT A |

T RO Felde & MR & f[Ieg fadia oTdie STR[wh /HaTerd Ui Ud
fIpRT BT HT AT |

g BONg R UIfddr JfafET 1961 & Ifrid fed R tfeta
uRYg/R TarId H g [ I FaTS! driddial /FeTRietall & el
Y IR SrfdaRt (o) @Y ardter &t Serft |

S, ST fgdR! (JoRG) & I & fovg el detaey &l fadda
3rdter &t AR |

- IS Jedie AT GRT Tue fhar ST € A ordfier fStelm delder &
& bl ST |

TN - S 31 el & d8d o YRRl & feg ardiel &1 g™
fora a1 8 ord: Rierd uw 8M W Aefad Risraandt @ e 6 ufthar
1 TR STHBHRT ST ST 3TdieT I BT FoTa T ST Anfey |

In view of the above remedy of appeal available to the petitioner,
it is directed that the petitioner shall prefer appeal before the
appellate authority for redressal of her grievance within three
weeks from the date of receipt of copy of this order. In the
eventuality of filing of appeal by the petitioner, the appellate
authorities shall decide the appeal within an outer limit of six
weeks from the date of filing of the appeal. The appellate
authority shall not insist for condonation of delay in filing the
appeal if the appeal is filed within three weeks from the date of
order passed by this Court.

With the aforesaid observation, the instant writ petition stands
disposed off.

Sdl-
(Narendra Kumar Vyas)
Judge




