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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

WPS No. 2434 of 2021
e Ramchandra Prajapati S/o Banwari Lal Aged About 26 Years Working As
Rojgar Sahayak, Gram Panchayat Bbhani, Janpad Panchayat Wadrafnagar,
District Balrampur Ramanujganj Chhattisgarh

... Petitioner

versus

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through Secretary, Panchayat And Gramin Vikas
Vibhag, Mahanadi Bhawan, Mantralaya, Capital Complex, Atal Nagar
Raipur, District Raipur Chhattisgarh

2. Collector Balrampur Ramanujganj District Balrampur Ramanujganj
Chhattisgarh

3. Chief Executive Officer Janpad Panchayat Wadrafnagar, District Balrampur
Ramanujganj Chhattisgarh

4. Chief Executive Officer Zila Panchayat Balrampur, District Balrampur
Ramanujganj Chhattisgarh

5. Program Officer Janpad Panchayat Wadrafnagar, District Balrampur
Ramanujganj Chhattisgarh

... Respondent(s)

For Petitioner :  Mr. AK. Yadav, Advocate
For State :  Mr. Vivek Siddharth Ojha, Panel Lawyer

Hon'ble Shri Justice Rakesh Mohan Pandey

Order on Board

25.06.2026

1. By way of this petition, the petitioner has sought the following relief{(s):-

“10.1 That this Hon'ble Court may kindly be pleased to
call for the entire record pertaining to the present case.

10.2 That this Hon'ble Court may please to quash the
impugned order dated 05-03-2021 (ANNEXURE P-1)
Passed by the Chief Executive Olfficer, Janpad



Panchayat-Wadrafnagar, District Balrampur-
Ramanujganj (C.G.).

10.3 That this Hon'ble court may further be pleased to
pass any other order in favour of petitioner as it may
deem fit and proper under the facts and circumstances
of the case with cost.”

2. The facts in brief are that the petitioner, who was posted as Rojgar Sahayak
under Gram Panchayat, Bbhani in Janpad Panchayat Wadrafnagar, District
Balrampur-Ramanujganj (C.G.) was removed from services vide order dated
05.03.2021 by the Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat, Wadrafnagar,
Balrampur-Ramanujganj (C.G.).

3. Mr. Yadav, learned counsel appearing for the petitioner would submit that the
Commissioner MGNREGA vide its communication dated 28.09.2018
amended the procedure for removal of Rojgar Sahayak. He would further
submit that according to said communication, the Chief Executive Officer
Janpad Panchayat, if receives a complaint against a Rojgar Sahayak, he will
conduct an inquiry and will submit its report before the Chief Executive
Officer Zila Panchayat, who will be disciplinary authority to inflict penalty.
He would contend that in the present case, the inquiry was conducted by two
Technical AssistantstMGNREGA), Janpad Panchayat, Wadraftnagar. He
would further contend that as the inquiry was conducted contrary to the
communication dated 28.09.2018, the order dated 05.03.2021 (Annexure
P/1) is bad in law.

4. On the other hand, learned State counsel would oppose. He would submit
that the Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat delegated power to the
Technical Assistants(MGNREGA), Janpad Panchayat, Wadrafnagar to
conduct an inquiry and pursuant to said order, inquiry was conducted. He

would contend that in the inquiry, the petitioner was found guilty and



therefore, the Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat exercising power
according to communication dated 28.09.2018 inflicted penalty.

5. I have heard the learned counsel appearing for the parties and perused the
documents placed on record.

6. A perusal of the communication dated 28.09.2018 would make it clear that
when complaint with regard to financial irregularities against Rojgar
Sahahyak 1s received by the Chief Executive Officer, he shall conduct an
inquiry and thereafter, forward its report to the Chief Executive Officer, Zila
Panchayat. The Chief Executive Officer, Zila Panchayat shall issue a show
cause notice to such Rojgar Sahayak and provide an opportunity of hearing.
The relevant part of the communication dated 28.09.2018 is reproduced

herein below :

"favgiaiia defd IS & HTeAH 9§ Tl WY a8
TTHIOT TSR TR FTST STt ITH ASHIR HEeh! ahl
T, TgfaRT Ta ug It o day & fder i 72 8|
UTH TSR T ohl UG F YUk i o Gae H U ahl
et 13 H F=IaR GRie am SIrd -

1. T ISR T o [d6g, A-FHadT / dhdd &
Ud ATURATEN <hl TR UTed Bl U & hrfuTer
JMYHIR SHUS AT gIRT S el Siadil | ofid §
Il T8 ST W ST Ufddes qe shrurer AR
IEEIREEIREIR G REaRIp il

2. & AU ARRRI, el taad gRr Heiferd
U ASHTR FERIeh hl I YUl o Goe H HROT
FATSAT GIAT ST F Ivg HUAT Y& @A HT AL
g foRaT STraem|

3. &I AU AfgER fSer gama gy 6 g
gEE B oW U 9 W e &
HHaTd/deldd H HAIAIGT IWd &I HEUTH
AYFH SHUG I G UG F YUk A hl
EIREIREIRSICHiN

7. In the present case, the Chief Executive Officer, Janpad Panchayat concurred

with the Inquiry Report submitted by committee and issued the order of



$iddhant

10.

termination.

Taking into consideration the above-discussed facts, order dated 05.03.2021
(Annexure P/1) is hereby quashed. The petitioner shall be entitled for
reinstatement in service forthwith, without back wages. Respondents No. 3
& 4 are directed to afford an opportunity of hearing to the petitioner and take
appropriate action strictly in accordance with the communication dated
30.07.2014 and 28.09.2018 within a period of 30 days from the date of
receipt of copy of this order.

Mr. Vivek Siddharth Ojha, Panel Lawyer is directed to communicate this

order to respondents No. 3 & 4.

With the aforesaid observation(s), and direction(s), the instant petition is

hereby disposed of.

Sd/-
(Rakesh Mohan Pandey)
JUDGE
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