
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 14627 of 2015

======================================================
Sangita Kumari W/o Subhash Chandra Singh Resident of village - Hemkunj,
Ward No. 09, P.S. Chousa, District - Madhepura

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  Of  Bihar  through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Social  Welfare
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna

2. The Deputy Director (Welfare), Koshi Division, Saharsa 

3. The District Magistrate, Madhepura 

4. The District Programme Officer, Madhepura 

5. The  Child  Development  Project  Officer,  Block  -  Chousa,  District  -
Madhepura 

6. The Ward Commissioner Gram Panchayat Raj Chousa East, Ward No. 9,
Block Chousa, District - Madhepur 

7. Sadhana  Kumari  W/o  Pappu  Kumar  Singh  R/o  village  -  Hemkunj,  P.S.
Chousa, District - Madhepura

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :           M/s Nawal Kishor Singh, Alok Kr Singh, Advocates
For the Respondent/s :           Mr  Ajeet Kumar, SC XXVIII
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

2 26-02-2019 Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the

respondent-State.

The short submission made by the learned counsel for

the  petitioner  is  that  the  issues  raised  in  the  writ  petition

challenging  the  selection  of  respondent  No 7  as  Angan  Bari

Sevika  for  Ward  No  9,  Chousa  East  Gram  Panchayuat  is

pending  consideration  before  the  District  Magistrate,

Madhepura since August,  2014.  Petitioner’s representation is
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Annexures 14 and 15 to the writ petition.

It  is  agreed between the parties  that  in view of the

change in the competent authority for examining the issue, the

matter is now to be decided by the District Programme Officer

(respondent No 4).

In  view  of  the  aforesaid  submissions,  this  Court

would  direct  that  the  District  Magistrate,  Madhepura

(respondent  No  3)  should  forward  the  pending

representation/grievance  of  the  petitioner  (Annexures  14  and

15) to respondent No 4 for a decision in this regard.

Let the representation be forwarded expeditiously and

preferably  within  a  period  of  eight  weeks  from  the  date  of

receipt/production of a copy of this order.

Needless to say, respondent No 4 would be obliged to

consider  the  same and  dispose  it  of  after  hearing the  parties

concerned by a reasoned and speaking order in accordance with

law.

Writ petition stands disposed of.  
    

M.E.H./-

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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