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HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH : JABALPUR
(Division Bench)

Writ Appeal No.446/2020

Smt. Rekha Singh
Vs.

State of Madhya Pradesh & others

Shri Sunil Kumar Pandey, learned counsel for the appellant.

Shri A.Rajeshwar Rao, learned Government Advocate for the State
of Madhya Pradesh and its functionaries.

Shri Shailendra Verma, learned counsel for respondent No.6.

CORAM:
Hon’ble Shri Justice Sanjay Yadav.

Hon’ble Shri Justice B. K. Shrivastava.

Per: Sanjay Yadav, J.

ORDER
Jabalpur, dated 30.04.2020

This Appeal under Section 2(1) of the M.P. Uchcha Nyayalaya

(Khand Nyayapeeth Ko Appeal) Adhiniyam, 2005 is directed against

order dated 05.03.2020 passed in Writ Petition No.1755/2011.

2.  The Writ Petition at the instance of appellant was directed
against the order dated 20.01.2011 passed by Additional

Commissioner, Rewa Division, Rewa.
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3. The controversy relates to the appointment of Anganwadi
Worker, Anganwadi Centre Lohadwar, Tehsil Raipurkarchuliyan,

District Rewa.

4. That applications for the said appointment were invited in
August 2009. The last date for submitting the applications was
17.08.2009 from incumbents possessing the following

qualifications:

"3—1 ARSI bRibdl bl fFrgfed gq siftard sEa—

IS HRIAI &g add & S dTell Afgar &l
AR SfFaR SrEde g =nfee—

(1)— STdfaedT & <YAdH IH 18 I¥ Td ARDHAA SH 45 9
BT BAT @MY |

IMTHATS! BRIGAT & ford T doiver a9 & T4
T ST B 99 Boivsy g¥ H 1 SFaNl Bl ISRl Bl
T 18 9Y W HH UG 45 I I 3 5] T ARV |

(2)— Smafed HEfdd UM/ TRY 89 & ds &I Rl
Farit gFr =nfea |

UM /AR &4 & dre d Al farfl & yHor &
oI M Pre /FERT UM /TR 89 @ dle Pl 3T
HASTT AT/ 3reas 4y gl § Al &7 M &9l Bl
IfRY 3terar srfdard Afder 89 R SE@ fUar &1 9M o
faarfed #fgem 89 W S9d Ufd &1 9™ TS 8T 9IRT |
SFd Sl 4l I Aol B R THSIUH. /TSGR g
ST I fard & Y197 U= Bl "1 fhar ST Aahdr © |

(3)— 2rerfors JradaT—

TRE ud 9= O el | Afger spmef
IR BRR Wdvsd (10 2% de JYEl 11 df qIS)
v BT AT |

anfeardl & ¥ Afzer el sFaRia: =qAdH ATsd!
PeTT IO BT AT |
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(4)— TIfa @ S dTell ARTHATS] BRIGAT ®I AT d WY
RGN HHANT /BRI JNIdT GATI ITST AR/ TR
fpral @ fRaifag sar J9d 9 84T 9y | AT &
I kAT ¥ U Gy I&E drell Bl AN el g
e |

T, v gy I

5.  Besides appellant and respondent No.6, 14 more applicants
applied for the post. Respective applications were scrutinized by the
Selection Committee, whereon, one Smt. Pramila Pandey was found
eligible for appointment as Anganwadi Worker; whereagainst,
objection was filed by the present appellant. Considering the same,
respondent No.6—Smt. Sita Devi was found eligible, accordingly,
was appointed as Anganwadi Worker, Anganwadi Centre Lohadwar,
Tehsil Raipurkarchuliyan, District Rewa. Her appointment was
challenged by present appellant before Collector, Rewa on the
ground that respondent No.6 i.e. Smt. Sita Devi is a married woman
residing at her matrimonial home at Kanji, Tehsil Sirmour, District
Rewa. Being a permanent resident of Kanji, Sirmour, she was not
eligible for being considered for appointment to the post of
Anganwadi Worker at Anganwadi Centre Lohadwar, Tehsil

Raipurkarchuliyan, District Rewa.

6. The objection raised by the appellant found favour with the
Collector who by his order dated 18.10.2010 set-aside the order

dated 17.02.2010. The Collector found :



4 W.A.No.446/2020

"7, B9 SVY Uel @ ddl IR [IUR TRAT UHROT BT SaATH
fBaT | IHROT & STgeAldT | YT AT fh X0 HHIB Udh §
RT 57 AfAfd & e smufed wda fhar o & § diggar
FHI W s & o o) Rfen /a9 fdaRoRe g
& Y10 HHIdB T U dlgedR &l Rl a7, s
fawg oo gRT o W @1 TS §| A WA
YIS & RS W10 hAD Yeb Dl A4 AdQI Jel 99 2004
SFUE UAd RRAR @& UM Uad ESSld XA hHIS
1813 H Tol BM @I FHIOE U, IM U9d @SSl SIUS
Tad RREAR § IR SRR RS IioEn et @
FfH SR fhar T S Fre HH AT 307,308 OTAGRT
TR THYL —13—003—055—002 /108 fadi® 01.04.2007
Jifed N0 HHIG TH TG SS9 ufd &1 9™ & BRI
T fhar 2, R sraeltd fSren |fifa gr1 fdar Siren
T8I U™l AT 10 HHIG U B Udr BT U dlgedR
BFT U7 I Wahdl @ g X410 1% (S fdarg TM doll
SIS T RRAR ¥ 81 99 & 916 98 U dlgadR &l
I FarAT & AT ST Fehall | 70U ST ARl Ud 9Tl
faprd #3Te ™ WUt BT 9 0 XRM0/3—2 /06 / 50—2
AT, fa 10.07.2007 o T feem Frder sgER (31)
IMHATST dRiedl @ Fgfdd =7g e sd— @t
HvSHl 2 § e fhar T & 6 I/ FTRYE &3 & a8 &
R ARl & ymor & ol W @IS /Gefed
TH /TR &3 & die dI IfEAd  Adaerdl Gl / erd
YU Al § AR BT 9™ gol 81 A2 3fefal JAfdarzd
AR 89 W S9P Uar &1 A 9 faarfed after 89 W)
I Ufe BT A9 <of BT A1R_T |

8. NWI0 HHIG TH UM Hoil o-9e Gad RIRAR &
WM faRfl & a1 UM dEcdR dedld, RER 3 mi
fyarT g, Rt sRisH AfeR after vd ara faer Jar &
|H Ui T D1 Mg ol Sad AUfcd b e H el
PRIHH INAGN AT Ud a1t fAPbr a1 = Heola: 3Mafed
TEUTARR, Tedlel YR BP0 Bl AR HTd XI5 T b
Sqd ufided o @ qrq Rtem afafa 9 @ Aok form,
YHUT H VA BIs AMMeg SUR BHT e U ST |

FIRY BRATAT &b YPROT H dedIcIaR, dedlel IAYRHY0
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e MRG0 Td WRUF, UM U ABGIR @
gfdded AR Td fdu 991 &3 Yo & Hared ddard
AT | A gSl 9 B Ud UM UARd WSSl & Aderdr gdi
® WXl HHID 1807 W 10 HHAIDG Teb & Ul BT M Tq
A HHIG 1813 H N0 HHIG UH Bl AW 3Afhd T
R o o 2 f s Aaedr ufd wwerw fAsn
g H U dgcar § e T8 R @ §) U um
digear & fardl 7€ €1 YW #He e @ fdam
AT = ofdidl UHRU H qb B WHI UK (B T
FfaMTi e dedlel RS Y0 & <—ATITAT Bl 3T
faiep 25.05.2010 @1 BRI & 3faclidd | Ul 1T fdb
qEdIeleR, T8l RRGY0 HI Sfia Hfdded faid 15.03.
2010 I Ueh Y&l TR UR HRIATET B 8¢ FCqul urr T30
=

7.  Consequently, while setting aside the appointment of

respondent No.6-Smt. Sita Devi, the matter was remitted to the
Project Officer—Integrated Women and Child Development
Department, Raipurkarchuliyan, District Rewa to prepare fresh list
on the basis of applications received in accordance with the policy
of the State. Consequent whereof, the present appellant was
appointed as Anganwadi Worker, Anganwadi Centre Lohadwar,

Tehsil Raipurkarchuliyan, District Rewa by order dated 25.10.2010.

8. That, respondent No.6 challenged the order passed by the
Collector before Commissioner questioning its validity on the
ground that the Collector has glossed over the facets of the case. It

was stated that Collector erred in not taking into consideration the
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voter list of respective villages, bonafide resident certificate issued

by Tehsildar and BPL Card held by her husband.

9.  The Appellate Authority i.e. Additional Commissioner, Rewa
Division, Rewa by his order dated 20.01.2011 set-aside the order
passed by the Collector and restored the appointment of respondent

No.6 on the following findings:

"4, UEIOT P AT UGROT H HolH TSl BT G
uieror far R forad urr b et @ Frgfad
RIS BN AR Td dreT fdrd gRITSTHT YR
YT gRT AR & JEUR W qAT UM AlgGdR Bl Il
IRl greR B TS 2| ScaNaiedr gRT I raTerd
Heldex Nal & I8l G B W I 59 FYR W 37T I
fpar o fob srdienfelar &1 g fag M @l SiHUS
g RRAR © diggdr =60 | defiar & dfd dHew
AR s &1 O g\ oF dEdieicR dedid QR
FHYRIM §RT UaRUT HHAIG 275 /41121 /06—07 3
QT 07.03.07 | WY fbam a1 2 St Mgfaa fadied & qd
B 2| I IR ARHRI S JA-d AR HYIR
ERT Q11 12.08.09 I TR X@T &1 FAT0T 45 fafed ey
4 SR eI ar foeH it A Sd § fh sided
HHCIel T XMerg s U™ diggar &1 Farf €| T
G © D SHad 99 B el qd Gel 02—03 b HHID
101/dlggaR # s wWd ARG & AW Tof © [
Sfectlgd 2| Adenfar & ufd & 99 UM dlgedrR Bl
REFEIe qAT YRA FaME SRR &7 ®ls WRgd fhar
2| AU & g fFaR B @ Wdy § gm uErd
EEaR & NI 40 ARl gRT gXAeIRd U= § I8
A fhgr AT B b HHAY HFAR AT O e s
I AEEdR & 1S Faril & TA7 ST gd I a1 Bl
dedl /TdDp] HBT W T § | HHAY BAR D UaT b AW
&S Al B GERT TR fhar mn @ e A we § @
T & R dT 9T R UM dlgcaR & YAl
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faRil B U™ UM Y9Ed digedR gRT feFid 09.02.10
DI AT UF SIRI B gU AT <dl Ufd hHelel AR st
B UM G diggdR BT s fard SfeailRad &R gavor
H e\ I SXTaoll & TR fhar 2 |

5. oid ANIEvT AUSd IAYR FHYfera™ gRT fHAld 08
03.10 WIS UM Td Ufaded dIR fhar war o [
ey & ufd Ud SHe WYX BT R U4 AW UM
AEEaR # 9 8F TAT UM Holl oIg dargd RRAR # gF
&1 Iood fohar 7 o Iora g gr1 7ifa & afdqat
ERT BWEIRd Ufddes IR fbar war| A1 wfdaed &
[A%g TM digcaR @& & $B aNll gRT UAT 90T 45
wRd e 2 foraH Jeqvr gdre 99 fUar |qal gde 9,
AI®HATe fUar BIcad did §RT I8 WU fdHar a7 & b
T TS ATHhd A dis W Afdd W dlggar # gl
2| Worg FRIe® gRT & 08.03.10 &I Sl U=HMT (IR
fhar @ I8 Boil 2| SU UbR BIcelldl Pdidl 99 60 I8 §
RT g8 0 fhar 7ar & f H g&er 81 &xdr, 3 uar
foren 81 § "N SWIER %ol 991 Y & | A HAR s
O eRARIEr fasm g™ ff I® o9 fewr o7 @
TIHATS ISIAfd A BT Dls AT G UM dAlgqdR ATl
AR FHferard # T8 2|

6. UIxUl & Wy uRefie W g 6 srdienfar @
M UM Ed diggdR H MY Qe & 9d | 9l ¢
UM Holl oFus o RRAR H eidienfdan & |gR @l
UTEl B W S aIRAl BT AM Gol 8l AT o doded H
AT & Ul HHGY HAR &3 gR1 o 04 A
2009 I UM Dol B Adard el F A9 bled vq Hare
BRI BT ATde &A1 ST bl & | A AR =TTy
FHoldgex a1 gRT Sad & ded # fear war enewr Iyt &
5T FoRe fbar ST € | IR 37Tl R DR gRYIST

BRI IAYR DYl B gfad sfewr b 17.02.
10 JATGd QT AT & | 3N UIRa Ud Sganfyd |”

10. That the present appellant questioned the correctness of the

said order before learned Single Judge. Learned Single Judge in
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seisen with the sole controversy as regard to residential status of
respondent No.6 upheld the view taken by the Additional

Commissioner. Learned Single Judge found:

“The only question which arises for consideration in this
writ petition 1s whether respondent No.6 Smt.Sita Devi
is resident of Gram Panchayat Lohadwar of Tahsil
Raipurkarchulian or of the village Kanji of Janpad
Panchayat Sirmour. As per the policy of the State
Government dated 10.7.2007, the ration card, the current
Voter list and the current B.P.L list are the documents,
which are to be considered as proof of the residence.
The final list was prepared on 17.2.2010, therefore, for
the proof of residence, the current voter list of the year
2009-10 1is to be taken into consideration for deciding
the place of residence of respondent No.6. If the said
documents are not available only then the certificate
issued by the Tahsildar can be considered for deciding
the residence. The Collector by passing the impugned
order has considered the voter list of the year 2009 in
which the names of Kamlesh Kumar and Smt.Sita Devi
have been shown at Serial Nos.1683 & 1684 in house of
12/2/kha and 12/2/kha and also considered the voter list
of the year 2004 and the name is at Serial No.213. The
voter list of the year 2004 is not relevant and the same
could not have been considered. However, the voter list
of the year 2009 which has been considered is relevant
and in that voter list the name of the respondent No.6
Smt.Sita Devi is shown to be resident of Khadda of
Vikaskhand Sirmour. In the appeal before the Collector,
the respondents had relied upon the certificate of the
Tahsildar for residence and it was submitted that his
name from voter list of Kanji has been deleted and the
name has been included in the voter list of Gram
Panchayat Lohadwar of Tahsil Raipurkarchulian,
District Rewa.

The respondents had filed a voter list of Gram
Panchayat Lohadwar of Tahsil Raipurkarchulian,
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District Rewa of the year 2004 in Ward No.14, the name
of respondent No.6 Smt.Sita Devi is reflected. The voter
list is of the year 2004, therefore, the same cannot be
considered as per the policy of the State Government
current voter list i.e. on the date of consideration of the
application is to be considered. The name of respondent
No.6 Smt.Sita Devi was deleted from the voter list in the
year 2008. Another voter list has been filed of the year
2010 and 1t was dated 1.1.2010 in which the name of
respondent No.6 Smt.Sita Devi i1s shown at Serial
No.729 as resident of Gram Panchayat Lohadwar of
Tahsil Raipurkarchulian, District Rewa. In the year
2009, the name of respondent No.6 Smt.Sita Devi has
been deleted from the voter list of Khadda of Janpad
Panchayat Sirmour.

As the current voter list of the year 2010 is
available on record and as per the current voter list of
the year 2010, the name of respondent No.6 Smt.Sita
Devi is included in the voter list of Gram Panchayat
Lohadwar of Tahsil Raipurkarchulian, District Rewa,
therefore, the said document could be relied upon as per
the policy of the State Government. The Collector has
committed an error of law in not considering the current
voter list and relied upon the voter list of the previous
year i.e. of the year 2004. The Commissioner has also
committed an error of law in relying on the affidavits
which were not parts of record.

In view of the aforesaid discussion, this writ
petition filed by the petitioner is dismissed. It is held
that the respondent No.6 Smt.Sita Devi is resident of
Gram Panchayat Lohadwar of Tahsil Raipurkarchulian,
District Rewa as per the current voter list, which is the
document of proof of the residence as per the policy of
the State Government dated 10.7.2007. The matter is
sent back to the respondent No.4-Project Officer,
Integrated Child Development Scheme Raipurkarchulian
and respondent No.5-District Program Officer, Women
& Child Development, Rewa to pass appointment order
in favour of respondent No.6 Smt. Sita Devi.”
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11. After hearing respective parties, the only question as was
formulated by the learned Single Judge is as to whether respondent
No.6 on the date when the application for appointment was filed 1.e.
before 17.08.2009 was a resident of Lohadwar as would entitle her

for appointment as Anganwadi Worker.

12. One of the criteria laid down in the Policy for being eligible to
be appointed as Anganwadi Worker is that the incumbent must be
permanent resident of village/Urban Ward having her name in the
Voter List/BPL List (in case of married woman, the name of her
husband in the BPL list). In absence of these 2 credentials, a
certificate of bonafide resident issued by Sub-Divisional

Officer/Tehsildar.

13. In the case at hand, reliance is placed by the respondent No.6
on the Voter List of 2004 and 2010; bonafide resident certificate
which was issued on 07.03.2007 and BPL Card which though was

issued on 12.08.2009 but on the basis of survey list of 2002-2003.

14. The requirement of the policy was that the name of incumbent
must be in the voter list in a close proximity of the last date of filing
the application. In the instant case the voter list of 2009 will be

relevant.
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15. In the case at hand, the voter list of Gram Panchayat Khadda
issued in the year 2009 was filed by the present appellant to
establish that respondent No.6 was recorded as voter in village
Khadda and not village Lohadwar. The extract whereof was brought
on record in Writ Petition as Annexure P/5 and is presently at page
64 and 65 of the compilation, wherefrom, it is seen that the name of
respondent No.6 and her husband is at serial No.1683 and

1684:12/2/4 in Gram Panchayat Khadda.

16. Though a cavil is raised on behalf of respondent No.6 on the
basis of voter list at pages No.123 to 132 of the compilation,
however, it is found that the list at page 123 is that of 2008 relating
to Assembly Elections of village Lohadwar where the name of
respondent No.6 and her husband is at serial No.215 and 218 is
found deleted which has been shown to be restored in the Assembly
Election which is evident from the extract at page 124. The said
inclusion, however, is of no assistance to the respondent No.6 as the
list relates to Legislative Assembly Election of 2008. A reference to
the extract at page No.125 is also of no assistance because a
supplementary list of Gram Panchayat Khadda, Block Sirmour
issued in the year 2009 which is brought at page 128 and 129 of the

compilation establishes that the name of respondent No.6 was
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shown to be deleted from Village Kanji, Tehsil Sirmour, Rewa

District. For ready reference it is extracted below:

3) faeluA
qd | 9 | UM | Y8 . | Haarar ol fOdr/ufd gey/ | ey
selicaii:o (@fe =) Gk BT AW | Al
.
) @ | 3 4 ) (6) (7 (8)
1684 |17 ol (12/2 @ |(HdEd HHAw . 27
HAR

17. Furthermore, the reliance placed on the list of Assembly
Elections of 2010, in our considered opinion, is of no relevance

because the last dated for applying to the post was 17.08.2009.

18. The respondent No.6 has further relied on the Niwas Praman
Patra (Bonafide Resident Certificate) issued by Tehsildar,
Raipurkarchuliyan, District Rewa, the certificate, as evident
therefrom has been issued on 07.03.2007, whereby, respondent No.6
is shown to be a resident of village Lohadwar, however, with the
change of resident of respondent No.6, as is evident from the voter
list, the said certificate issued on 07.03.2007 will be of no assistance
to respondent No.6. Further reliance is placed by respondent No.6
on BPL Card which though is issued on 12.08.2009, filed by
respondent No.6 as Annexure R/6-2, presently brought on record at
page 116 of the compilation reveals that it has been issued on the
basis of the survey list 2002-2003 which also, in our considered

opinion, will be of no assistance to respondent No.6. It is further
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borne out from record that the Project Officer after receiving
objection had taken recourse to an inquiry by Tehsildar

Raipurkarchuliyan, District Rewa.

19. As regard to the residential status of respondent No.6, a report
was submitted to the Project Officer on 12.03.2010 which is
prepared by Tehsildar, Raipurkarchuliyan, District Rewa after
affording opportunity of hearing to the respondent No.6 as well as
the present appellant. The report is reproduced in its entirety which
establishes that respondent No.6, on the date when she filed
application for appointment to the post of Anganwadi Worker, was

not the resident of village Lohadwar.

"HRII TedldaR dedld YR HYford fSTer a1 #ouo
BHIG. /YdTd /2010 YR FY faid  12,/3 /2010

fauyg: anodiod— oigcar § Tafad Srdfeer shafa dar
=G e ufg o FHEew ware s I gweh
AT BT ST B S b A H |

HaH: JMYHT IF F0 310 /H0dT0fd0 /=11, /2010 YR
%Y faie 25.02.2010.

SWRIgd vy @& e § shafa v R &
e U o\ U o sfmfa v Rig gy smufa
& A ST AT <dl ufd S wHerer e fsn A
IH diggar & Faril T8 7 dfed M U Ssel
dedlel RRAR @1 farfl & derd Sxadst ura & | s
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RGISICCII S M KRR GO G E S CIRC I G I ECCIN
& rary Tl ST REAT SR Ufdded 8 UF @ A1
el SRS UT 82Tl & |

siEfa Yar g smufcdadl v srdfaat st A
<4 B e H dE By SM g Afed SR fdhan
AT | 3t sAfa A <dr ufd s wHerRr gdre s
I § IURYT B STaTd Ud S¥dTdSl UK fhar Tan
o ardfaeT didred! & ufd, JGR, <161 ¥R Ud S9d
fOar & fuar I g e & @et o 3% B ufd g
fIar ¥R & M JoRa A dAT HRd WRBR - §RT

SN ateq @18 99 ®le Fan gHvT U9 WRud I
U AGGdR &1 YATO TRIET N@T BT dhle, diex foRe
H AW mafedT & ufd gRT R 9rd e’ BT S
IMT g9 99 G § AR T 7| Rarel @1 R ufa
uRqd fbar T & | smdfdet g1 Rierd AR fd Sim
&1 faes foar a1 2

Rregaeal sHfa war g ool 51 IAw 68
FaR) dgedrR g1 dRalad H Afed &1 Sad URga
foham ram Ay & SdrdSl U febar T |

sl AT <l ool ol A Ue s Helan
I Aeear & Farfl T8 2| dfed donl B fFaril 7
qAT UM UEHG Ees] dedld RRAR aodM dgdld
HHRAT B T AT B |

Teld AR W A YAT—u= 99917 A7 Ud e

AR W AAGAl Al ARGIR H AM Sredr T T & | S

gars SR IqHI A/ FRRT &1 gobr o S fagms
|AT &3 & AW dAlgedR & [afed Amdel ay 2008 #
fOeNfid o 3R 2000 & G #§ W 99 T<f TS B

I YA WSSl AAGIT Al & TRl HHID 1807
H gfer &1 1813 H Ul AdTQdl b1 AM 3ifbd € gd HeblA
9. 12 R M 3ifhd 2| Adad gl B ufd Id B T
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2| 99 2009 & AT GdI HATG 1683 ADHM .12 /2@
H ufer Ud 1684 HebTT .12 /239 H 3ifhd 2|

sl AT <41 9 39 ufd HHAY &1 AW TM
T WSSl Ud IR oTR TR i1 e @
I S BRIE & STTAR BT A T3 FaRAT & ATAR
$.3. 307 9 308 H 3ifhd T |

ORIRI @I Ugad Ud 0T ay¥ 2003 B F.102
IRIR $.108 HHE H.99 /2 H Iifbd & S UM damad
TSl & dgd RAR H &l © |

WU UM add dAlgear o Ufaded Uwd fbar
T e gt daedl ofd dHew yare Hard
ABGdR dEgdld IPPR & MRl T8 § g9 aral AR
AT YAIG TRE dicg 99 Yd I&d o fbw] g8 &
AGH P AGHE TR IM Bl & IH GaRd G|
dedilel IR g dgdlel 9ARTT & J=id el & |
WRE dicg ¥ ¥ i\l Aidedr I™ doll I gEraa
GgST & fari ® |

o FRIes AvSe IR Yo q Al |

S R Ufdaed Ugd fdbar a1 fb faie 8.3.2010 &l
UM dlggar H Har <dl ufd HHee yarg Hsm fHamd
R R 16 B 70 | S 2 R oS B T MR | TS R 2 |
M R AT & 9AR STIAR Wil Idl gfd B
fAsT & 9T GG N ST yde s 15 9y yd 39
I H HBM §PR Red | fb=g 3@ UM Holl UM
Uemd Ees] dgdldl RIRAR ¥ Y8d © 3@ AT <dl ufd
SN GG 81 & A TH dlgqdR H T8l & Ufadad
Td Jerel YTl U far T 7 |

RIbrrd o &1 fdatih fbar a1 fRrad urm S
g & Tora FRled IR &Y, d WRU9 UM gERa
dlgeaR & Ufdded AR Ud fdu @ &y e @
s AmEel @ YA AG A To q 8FT Td UM
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TAd Wesl ® Hdardl YAl b WA H01807 H Ul
P Ud 1813 H Uil s Har <d ufd wHerer s
I H UM AEgar H o 98 R W ud um
AETIR & frarh T2 2 |

3rd: wfcrded AreR AR B

e : ESISER
SURIFATTHR SERIGENEENEA AR

20. Though Additional Commissioner has discarded the said
inquiry report on the ground that one of the person who filed an
affidavit had later expressed that it was not his signature, in our
considered opinion, the said observation will not cause any dent to
the finding which has been recorded by Tehsildar who caused the
detailed inquiry and afforded opportunity of hearing to respective
parties, before coming to the conclusion that respondent No.6 at the

relevant time was not the resident of village Lohadwar.

21. When the impugned order passed by the Additional
Commissioner and its affirmation by learned Single Judge is tested
on the anvil of above analysis, the same cannot be given the stamp

of approval.

22. Consequently, while quashing the order dated 20.01.2011
passed by Additional Commissioner, Rewa Division, Rewa, we set-
aside the order dated 05.03.2020 passed by learned Single Judge in

Writ Petition No. No.1755/2011 and restore the order dated
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18.10.2010 passed by the Collector, Rewa. We also upheld the order
dated 25.10.2010; whereby the present appellant was appointed as
Anganwadi  Worker, Anganwadi Centre Lohadwar, Tehsil

Raipurkarchuliyan, District Rewa.

23. The appeal is disposed of finally in above terms. No costs.

(Sanjay Yadav) (B.K.Shrivastava)
Judge Judge
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