
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 3565 of 2014

======================================================
Vimal  Kumari  W/O  Rajnish  Kumar  Resident  Of  Village-  Bangri,  Post-
Marwan, P.S.- Kanti, District- Muzaffarpur

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The District Magistrate, Muzaffarpur 
3. The Block Development Officer, Marwan, Muzaffarpur 
4. The Child Development Project Officer, Marwan, Muzaffarpur 
5. The Head Man, Gram Panchayat Raj, Mahmadpur, Village- Mahmadpur, P.S.-

Kanti, District- Muzaffarpur
6. The  Panchayat  Secretary,  Gram  Panchayat  Raj,  Mahmadpur,  District-

Muzaffarpur 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr Ranjeet Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the S t a t e :  Mr Indeshwari Pd Mandal, AC to GA I
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 11-02-2019

Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the

respondent-State.

2 The petitioner has approached this Court seeking a

direction for her appointment as Angan Bari Sevika at Angan Bari

Kendra, Bangri under Gram Panchayat Raj, Mahmadpur, Block –

Marwan, District – Muzaffarpur.  Claim of the petitioner is based

on the result of the process for selection undertaken in the year,

2007.

3 Annexure  9  of  the  writ  petition  is  an  order  dated

29.08.2011  passed  by  this  Court  in  CWJC  No  965  of  2010.
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Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that  petitioner  was

intervener in the said writ proceedings.  The said writ proceedings

were  disposed  of  with  certain  observations  which  is  being

reproduced herein below:

“If  appointments  have  not  been  made  in
pursuance of the impugned order and the respondents
proposes to make appointment in which the petitioner
and the intervenor both apply along with others, they
are both required to be considered on their own merits
in accordance with law.

The writ application stands disposed.”

4 In  view  of  such  observations  of  this  Court  in  the

earlier  writ  proceedings  to  which  the  petitioner  was  party,

petitioner,  today,  cannot  contend that  her  claim for  selection  as

Angan  Bari  Sevika  should  be  considered  having  regard  to  the

result of the selection process undertaken prior to the said order in

the year, 2007.

5 Writ  petition  is  devoid  of  merit  and  the  same  is

dismissed.    

M.E.H./-

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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