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INT HE HICJH COURT. OF CHHATTlSGARH AT BILASPUR '_

PETITIONER
S Bhrigunandan Prasad, Wife of Skt
| § | - Anil Chourasiya, Aged dbout 37
\b ‘years, Resident of M.LG. 112
C:;}o/gm\/\k (HUDCO), Dr. Rajendra  Prasad
D{ e Nagar Korba (C.G) -
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RESPONDENTS 1. State of Chhattlsgmh

T WRIT PETI

W.P. No. L34 /2005

/ Smt. Sanju. Chourasiyd, D/o. Shrl

Through the Secretary Dse*partmom
of Health. Services, Mantralay,
D.K.S. Bhawan, Ramm (( G o

. The Director,

Directorate of Health Ser vk_c‘s,
Chhattisgarh, Raipur, l‘ahsil £l
District Ralrjur (C. (J )

The Joint Director, -

Health - Services,” Bilaspur Diwslon,
~ Bilaspur;, Tahsil & District Bilaspur
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31.8.2005 _
Shri Om P. Sahu, Advocate for the Petitioner.

‘Shri Bhaskar Pyasi, Panel lawyer for the Respondents.

Issue notice.

On 10.3.2005 learped Govt. Advocate sought for one

%

" week’s time to inform this Court as towhythe appbint_m_ent
letter has not been issued to the petitioner, who is at Srl. No.

-~ 50 in the select list, whereas the same was issued to

Subhagani Mishra, who Wwas at Srl. No. 54 i.e. below the rank

in the selecf list (Annexure P/ 12).
o On 12.8.2005 th¢ -matter was again taken up for
Ahearing, on that day the State Counsel requested for one
week’s time to- furnish the necessary information as per the

order dated 10.3.2005,

Shri Bhaskar Pyasl, learned Panel lawyer appearing for

the reépondents is not |in a position to inform the Court

. about the appointment brder issued to Subhagani Mishra, -

“who is admittedly down| below in the select list Annexure

P[12 and the petitioner appears to be at Srl. No. 50..In case
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- the appbintment order ‘has been issued to  Subhagani

Mishra, the respondents| are directed to issue appointment
order to the petltloner al
 In view of the above, this petmon is allowed. However,

~ the respondents are .at h'berty to ﬁle apphcauon for

modlﬂcahon if the ahov, stated facts are not cormct The |
" order of appointment may be issued within a pemd of three’
weeks from the date of receipt of this order.

“The petition is accq rdingly disposed of.

Certified copy, as per Rules. o

. -Sd/-
SdtlShK Agnihetri
-.j _4Judge-
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