IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.3515 of 2015

1..Ruby Kumari, W/o Ashok Kumar, Resident of vill. + Post- Khiriaon West, P.S.-
CKaghchawa, District- Rohtas at Sasaram. e ... Petitioner/s
\_ﬂ T © @‘& Versus
1. The State of Bihar.
2. The Secretary, Department of Welfare, Government of Bihar
3. The Divisional Commissioner, Patna Division, Patna.
4. The District Magistrate, Rohtas at Sasaram.
5. The District Welfare Officer, Rohtas at Sasaram
6. The District/Program Officer, Rohtas at Sasaram
"1’ 7. The Bloek Development Officer, Nasriganj, Distt.- Rohtas at Sasaram.
O I o ql @é. hild Development Project Officer, Nasriganj, District.- Rohtas at Sasaram.
F F9. The"Mukhiya, gram Panchayat Raj khiriaon, block- Nasriganj, District- Rohtas at

Sasaram.

10. Gudiya Kumari, w/o Shri Arun Kumar Gupta, resident of village- Khiriaon, post-
Nasriganj, District.- Rohtas at Sasaram. ... ... Respondent/s
Appearance :

For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Anita Kumari

For the Respondent/s : Mr. GP12-Madhuresh Prasad

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 10-03-2015

Finding of both the authorities contained in Annexure-3
and Annexure- 7 is that the petitioner happened to be a close relative
of Up-Mukhiya. This comes within the prohibited category of
persons, who cannot be selected and appointed or engaged as an
Aanganbari Sevika. The fact being what they are, the stand of the
petitioner that adequate opportunity was not given is not borne out
because both the orders have detailed consideration and on the same
said issue already finding has been recorded.

Writ has no merit. It is dismissed.

) (Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J)
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