
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.12195 of 2008 

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

Sarojni Kumari, D/o Shankar Chaudhary, W/o Baidhyanath Mahto, 

Resident of Ward No.13, New Ward No.7, Mohalla- Cinema Chawk, P.O. 

& P.S.- Rosara, District- Samastipur. 

....   ....    Petitioner. 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Secretary, Welfare, Government of 

Bihar, Patna. 

2. The Commissioner, Muzaffarpur Division, Muzaffarpur. 

3. The Collector, Samastipur.  

4. The District Welfare Officer, Samastipur. 

5. The Child Development Project Officer (C.D.P.O.), Rosara, Samastipur. 

6. The Block Development Officer, Rosara, District- Samastipur. 

7. The Executive Officer, Rosara Nagar Panchayat, P.S.- Rosara, District- 

Samastipur. 

8. The Ward Chairman, Nagar Panchayat, Rosara, District- Samastipur. 

9. The Counselor, Ward No. 13 (Old), 07 New, Nagar Panchayat, Rosara, 

District- Samastipur. 

10. Jyoti Kumari, W/o Manoj Pandit, resident of Rosara, P.O. & P.S.- 

Rosara, District- Samastipur.   

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Suresh Pd.Singh 1 

Mr. Vitesh Kr.Singh 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. (Gp20) 

Mr. Durga Nand Jha 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SAMARENDRA 

PRATAP SINGH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4 28-01-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the State. 

The matter relates to appointment of Aganbari 

Sevika. 

On 04.01.2016 notice was issued to respondent 

no.10, for which a peremptory time was granted. 

As requisites was not filed within the peremptory 

time, the writ application stood dismissed, as against only 
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respondent no.10. However, by order, dated 29.02.2016, it was 

inadvertently stated that the entire writ application stood dismissed 

for non-compliance of peremptory order dated 04.01.2016. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that by 

this time, the matter has got settled and the petitioner does not 

want to continue with this writ application.  

In this view of the matter, the writ application stands 

dismissed as not pressed. 

 

 
 

Uday/- 
(Samarendra Pratap Singh, J.) 
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