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RAMESHWAR SINGH MALIK, J. (Oral)

Learned counsel for the State, at the very outset, submits that

petitioner No.3 was found eligible and has been accommodated on the post
of Aangwanwari Worker. So far as petitioner No.l is concerned, no post
was available in her village. Regarding petitioner No.2, learned counsel for
the State submits that she was not found eligible as she was belonging to
different village. He further submits that petitioners No. 1 and 2 would be
at liberty to apply as and when any post falls vacant in their respective
villages and their candidature would be considered as per merit at the
relevant point of time. Learned counsel for the State also submits that so
far as present writ petition is concerned, it has been rendered infructuous
and may be disposed of, as such.

Faced with the above, learned counsel for the petitioner argues
that instant writ petition has not been rendered infructuous and the same
may be decided on merits.

Having heard the learned counsel for the parties, after careful
perusal of record of the case and giving thoughtful consideration to the
contentions raised, this Court is of the considered opinion that no relief can
be granted to petitioners No.1 and 2 at this stage. In this view of the matter,
the present writ petition is ordered to be disposed of, in terms of the

statement made by the learned counsel for the State.

Disposed of, accordingly
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