
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18567 of 2019

======================================================
Lalti Devi alias Lalita Devi, Wife of Rajil Yadav, Resident of Village- Naula,
Ward No. 4, Post Office- Darhar, Police Station- Nauhatta, District- Saharsa.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The Director, I.C.D.S., Department of Social Welfare, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

3. The Collector, Saharsa.

4. The District Programme Officer, Saharsa.

5. The Child Development Project Officer, Nauhatta, District- Saharsa.

6. Rita Kumari, Wife of Umakant Yadav, Resident of Village- Naula, Ward No.
4, Post Office- Darhar, Police Station- Nauhatta, District- Saharsa.

7. Savita Kumari, Wife of Shravan Kumar, Resident of Village- Naula, Ward
No. 4, Post Office- Darhar, Police Station- Nauhatta, District- Saharsa.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Madhu Prasun, Advocate
                                                      Mr. Hitendra Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Binay Kumar, AC to SC-10
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH

ORAL ORDER

2 23-09-2019 Heard learned counsel for the parties.

2.  Aggrieved  by  the  selection  of  the  private

respondents no. 6 and 7 as Anganwari Sevika for Centre No.

167 of  Ward No.  4  under  Gram Panchayat  Raj  Naula  in  the

district  of  Saharsa,  this  writ  application  has  been  filed.

Petitioner  claims  that  their  selection  is  based  on  forged

certificate  which  they  had  submitted  before  the  Selection

Committee.
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3. Petitioner is said to have filed an objection, which

is  the  remedy under  the  guidelines  governing such  selection,

before  the  Child  Development  Project  Officer,  Nauhatta  on

11.06.2019.

4.  Learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

petitioner states that no decision has been taken by the Child

Development Project Officer, Nauhatta so far though under the

guidelines he was required to dispose of the objection within 30

days from the date of its receipt.

5. In the facts and circumstances of the case, this writ

application  is  disposed  of  with  a  direction  to  the  Child

Development  Project  Officer,  Nauhatta  to  dispose  of  the

petitioner’s objection within 15 days from the date of receipt/

production of a copy of this order, if not already disposed of.   
    

Rajesh/-
(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J)
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