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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 3065 of 2016

e Smt. Hemlata Chandrakar W/o Shri Naresh Kumar, aged
about 37 years, R/o Village Dashrangpur, Tahsil
Kawardha, District Kabirdham Chhattisgarh.

... Petitioner
versus

1. State Of Chhattisgarh, through the Secretary, Department
of Woman and Child Development, Mahanadi Bhawan,
Mantralaya, Naya Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

2. The Collector, District Kabirdham Chhattisgarh.

3. The Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat Kawardha
District Kabirdham Chhattisgarh.

4. The Project Officer, Integrated Child Development Services
Project, Kawardha District Kabirdham Chhattisgarh.

... Respondents

For Petitioner :- Mr. Lav Sharma, Advocate.

For Respondent-State :- Mr. Pankaj Singh, Panel Lawyer.

Hon'ble Shri Justice Sanjay K. Agrawal
Order On Board

17/10/2024

1. The petitioner has filed this instant petition questioning the

legality, validity and correctness of the impugned order
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dated 30.05.2016 (Annexure P/1) by which she has been

terminated from her services.

. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that though
petitioner’s services have been terminated by impugned
order dated 30.05.2016 by Chief Executive Officer, Janpad
Panchayat, Kawardha, District Kabirdham, but procedure
as per the Circular/Scheme dated 02.04.2008 issued by
the Women and Child Development Department, State of
Chhattisgarh, has not been followed and without giving any
reasonable opportunity of hearing she has been terminated
from the service which is violation of the principles of
natural justice and also the Circular/Scheme, therefore,
the impugned order is liable to be set aside the petition

deserves to be allowed.

. Learned State counsel opposes the prayer made by learned
counsel for the petitioner and supports the impugned order
and submits that the procedure has been followed by the
respondents authority, therefore, the petition deserves to be

dismissed.
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4.1 have heard learned counsel for the parties, considered
their rival submissions made herein in above and gone

through the records with utmost circumspection.

5. At this stage it would be appropriate to notice paragraphs
No. 13.1 to 13.3 of the Circular/Scheme dated 02.04.2008

which states as under:-

13 pRIGdiaN /a3l B ug § g™ JishaT :-

13.1 {5l el SRiedt/aETRie & Hev H Riead
UTH 8M W dTet b RS ifddRt gRT Hafdd wided
Y Sfia HRaTe] Tfde U fhaT SR 9 TTE ufides H o
ST BT TRIETUT ) RIRIT Hel IR ST IR IS ot Tepr a1
e 3 TR SIIFITA BT USR0T g1 § Al Gefdd
PRI / FETRIT DI IH IR URAATT §Y TR I TIE 3T
FRICT BT 37T Ul TG DT MR UM o T 8g I8 faas
T TG TS 53T ST Td TR UTH 89 UR Y+: 707 QIS b
TRIE PR SRR MR ofd 8T Ife ue | g fham ST
31T & Al UG ¥ Yordh o ST Faet T Sirg ufide
g SFYS YaRId/ARIT MdRT b 39 |EfT & 98 uedd
f3ma STeRTT S 9= & fold e €1 Seh Afify & rgee 8m
& IWIT T BRI AfGBRI, TAIS G-I / 3TRh TR
M / 5 TR UIfcianT SfEdHR! GRT U ¥ GUHh v & ARl

TR fh STRIAT |

13.2 I T 37ET TR AT BT o gRaTf&rd
el 3Tl & Ud A9 T ATORaTedl UNferd §s & of Hefad
911 fdera uRaieT SifgeRt gRT UoM & IR gefdd

PRI /HBTIIDT DI T PR U G SIRI bl ST T&
AT IR AT IR 9 3 IR IH R T IR RITUT IR §Y
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GaTs DT I FGHR U fhdT ST T UTH FIE[hRU) TR
IR U A fOR o_d gY Il ug F guh fhar S
AMIEH & Al IGIIR SR H0SHT 13.1 ANTIR UG
T / TR FHr I TR PR a1 GHE BR i
prRIaTE! Bl S| i TR werR/sIafETdr 6 fRrera
B R A SIS UeRId/ATRE er 6 T Jifa eriddl /
HETRIDT Pl UG H G I Haet TR U =l b A
TaE $H FEfe & fiaR aika T8 axdt & @ aRaen
MfAHRY I FRIGA! / TeTie BT SHfed | ug ¥ g2 b
ST SMMaeID A & o a1el fIar aRaTSHT ifdart e
Tegieh T & e T | 91T famrT aRaTST JfgdeRY &
&RT i FHfd & WaE 9 S dRigA IfdaRt &
3TAIG SURIT UG | 2rdh {511 T

13.3 IR AfGwIRAl srerid ST SRishH AfddRT e
I Iod AfGRINAT & FRIemr & SRE AT sRiaSia®
TR M R IS 30 [dde 3FER SRS DI UG ¥ JIdh
3T ST 3TTaaeh UTT 11l & af 39 8g Hatad fARiamresdt
AfGBRT U= fRISOT dorr JFafaaret & fRga geae
giides IR @R UG ¥ JUH PR g S8 IRd U I
FRIUEH AfTBRI SHUS darRa IR I FRIT &5 g a
TR TR M/ 9 TR utfereT gt & Ifd R &
Uq SFYS YERId Ud TR e @RT Biuser 13.1 U@
13.2 3FJHR HRIEATE! & A |

6. A careful perusal of the record would show that the
procedure prescribed in paragraphs No. 13.1 to 13.3 in
Circular/Scheme dated 02.04.208 has not been followed
and by recording vague finding, the Chief Executive Officer,
Janpad Panchayat terminated the petitioner from her

services. In that view of the matter, the impugned order
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dated 30.05.2016 is quashed reserving the liberty in favour
of the Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat to proceed
in accordance with the procedure prescribed in paragraphs
No.13.1 to 13.3 of Circular/Scheme dated 02.04.2008
issued by Women and Child Development Department,

State of Chhattisgarh.

7. With the aforesaid observation/direction, the instant writ

petition stands disposed off.

Sd/-
(Sanjay K. Agrawal)
Judge
Ankit
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