
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.7138 of 2014 

====================================================== 

Kumari Nitu Singh, Wife of Sri Raj Kumar Singh, Resident of Village- 

Pipra, Panchayat- Narwal, Borwal, P.S.- Bagh-2, Dist.- West Champaran 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar    

2. The District Magistrate, West Champaran   

3. The Collector, West Champaran   

4. The District Programme officer, West Champaran, Bettiah   

5. The Child Development Project officer, Bagha-2, West Champaran   

6. The Mukhiya, Narwal Borwal, Gram Panchayat, Bagha-2, West 

Champaran   

7. The Panchayat Secretary, Bagha-2, West Champaran   

8. Smt. Pratima Devi, Wife of Birendr Yadav, Resident of Village- Pipra, 

P.O.- Narwal- Borwal, P.S.- Bagha, Dist.- West Champaran 

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s               :      Mr. Nagendra Kumar 

                                                     Mr.Shivsagar Sharma 

For the Respondent nos.1to5:      Mr. Ankesh, AC to SC-11 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 09-01-2015 Heard the parties. 

The petitioner is aggrieved by the resolution dated 

24.06.2007 (Annexure-1) passed by the Aam Sabha, whereby the 

respondent no.8 was recommended for being selected on the post 

of Anganwari Sevika. 

In the whole writ petition, the subsequent orders passed 

by the competent authorities, appointing the respondent no.8 on 

the post of Anganwari Sevika, has not been brought on record. 

Apparently, since the date of resolution more than 7 years have 

passed and subsequent developments have not been brought on 

record by the petitioner. Otherwise also, under the existing 

guidelines of the State Government, the petitioner has a remedy 

against the aforesaid resolution/action of the Aam Sabha before 



Patna High Court CWJC No.7138 of 2014 (2) dt.09-01-2015 

 

2 

the competent authority. 

In that view of the matter, the writ petition seems to be 

completely misconceived and is, accordingly, dismissed.  

 

 
 

 

Arvind/- 

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J) 
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