
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4010 of 2016 

=========================================================== 
Minchu Kumari, W/o Sri Nilesh Kumar, Resident of Gopalpur, Police Station -  
Naubatpur, District Patna. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 
Versus 

1.  The State of Bihar through the Collector of the District Patna.   
2.  The Sub-Divisional Officer, Danapur, Patna.   
3.  The Child Development Project Officer, Naubatpur, Patna.   

4.  The Block Development Officer, Naubatpur.   
5.  Bindu Kumari, W/o Nilesh Kumar, Resident of Village : Gopalpur, P.S. 

Naubatpur, District - Patna. 
6. The District Programme Officer, Patna.  

....   ....  Respondent/s 

=========================================================== 
Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s          :     Mr. Dhananjay Kumar, Adv.  
For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Rakesh Prabhat, AC to SC-21 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN  
ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 06-02-2018 
 

 Heard Mr. Dhananjay Kumar, learned counsel appearing for the 

petitioner and Mr. Rakesh Prabhat, learned Assisting Counsel to 

Standing Counsel No.21 for the State. 

The petitioner is aggrieved by the appointment of respondent 

no.5 as Anganwari Sevika in Gopalpur Centre of Gram Panchayat- 

Chiraura under Block- Naubatpur in the district of Patna. 

The guidelines relating to services of Anganwari Sevika and 

Sahayika provides for a forum to complain against the selection process 

and which lies before the District Programme Officer and which remedy 

has not been exhausted by the petitioner rather she has rushed to this 

Court directly. 

Having heard learned counsel for the parties and considering 
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the alternative remedy so available to the petitioner under the guidelines 

this Court while granting leave to the learned counsel for the petitioner to 

add the District Programme Officer, Patna as party respondent no.6 to 

the present proceedings during the course of the day, disposes of the writ 

petition with liberty to the petitioner to raise her grievance before the 

newly added respondent no.6.  

It goes without saying that if any application is filed within a 

period of 4 weeks from today along with a petition for condonation of 

delay, the District Programme Officer, Patna would consider and dispose 

of the same on merits in accordance with law after opportunity of 

hearing to the petitioner and private respondent no.5 as well as the other 

concerned parties expeditiously and preferably within a period of 3 

months of the expiry of 4 weeks.       

The writ petition is disposed of accordingly.  
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