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. HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BMSFUR

 PETITIONER

_RESPONDENTS

Writ Petition (8) Na. 3322 of 2098 |

. Santosh Kumar Diritiahare S/o Shri Jegdish Prasad

‘Dhritlahdre; aged about 25 years, resident of village
- Bitkuli, Gram Panchayat. Bitkuh, Block Bhatapam,_:r:.f

~ District Raipur (CG).

- VERSUS i

. 1.State of Chhattisgarh ﬂmugh Seeretary Panchaya;t and

- Social Welfare Dgpartment, Mantralaya, DK.S Bhawan,.'-
Raipur (CG).

-~ 2.The Director, Directorate . of - Panchayat and Soc:al o

Welfare, Chhattisgarh; Raipur (CG).

- 3. The Collector (Panchayat Branch), Mpur (CG) : Lo
. 4.The Chief Executive - Officér, Jampad chhayat~-_ i

Bhatapara, District Raapur (CG).-

.The Sapanch Gram Panchaya, Bitkul, Block

- Bhatapara, District Raipur (CG). -

. '6 Santosh Kumar S/0-Sadh Ram: Dhru:v' ‘Pa:nchayat Karml, :

Gram Panchayat Brtkuh, Janpad Panchayat Bhatapaea, o
Dlstnct Razpur (CG) . o -

_ (WRIT PE'I'I'I'ION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE GONSTIIUHON E)F INDIA}

| _SB Hon'bleMr SaﬁskK. gnihotri, J) -

Present :  Smt. Rem; Kacha: Advocate for the peuhow

- Shri Ajay Dwivedi, Deputy Gowt. Advocate for the State.

= ORALORDER
(Passedon 30° dayef.hme 2908)

L ‘Learned fcounsel.'appeanng..fqr'_the peﬁtlo'ner. submiﬁ'that Gram:

Panchayat Bitkuli, Block Bhatapars, District Raipur (CG) resolved fo

recommend name of the ':espondeht‘ ‘No._-6 for apponﬂmentonthe pos;f; )

~of Paﬂchay;at:Karmiﬁ Thereaﬁej}f, aécardiﬂg,.to' '_le.ame&jcouﬁs_cjl:ifﬁli thé

| : Qetiﬁo_her; the _reselutionr’.was approved -in'_theGrgm‘ Sabha.- Hefuxther o

submits that merit- was not considered, despite the fact, an order - |

_-‘ 'appqinting the respondent No. 6_, as__Paﬁéhayé_t Karmi, waspassed .
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S Thus 1n the hght of decismn dated 24 04 20

_The petltioner has approached th1s Com't dlrectiy 1gnenﬂg ﬂic.;"_"_‘ o

nnnnnn

| ‘prowsmns of Rnle 3 of the M P. /C G (Appeal and Rewswn) Rules o
1995 (for short ’the Rules 1995) read wnth sectmn 91 ef the .
| . lChha,II;l._sgarh Panchayat Ra] : Adhmlyam 1993 (for short ’the o

o Adhlmyam 1993)

: :  'Smt Ram Ba; Vs State of Chhathsgarh md others (W P (8) No 6031 |

. of 2006) the ngh Court may enteﬁaln a petmon only when a very R

- 'strong case 18 made out for depa.rture frem smmtory scheme

. '--'In the present case no excephonal eimumstances emst wherem the |

o H:gh Court sheuld make departure ﬁ-om ﬁxe mrmai rule Thus, thas:
o | petttlon is dlsrmssed as not mamtamable on tha ground of avallabllrly
. ‘_of altem&tlve remedy However it-is open to the petltmner to mke:_}l

‘ _recourse to statutory altematlve forum that may be avallable to hlm ff':j:‘:L o

o under the provaslens of law 1f S0 adwsed Ne order asto cests; :: |

| Sd/-
¢ Satish K. Agnihotri
oo . Judge '

."_"in'ﬁxe-mﬁtt’érof'f T




