
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2948 of 2020

======================================================
Bimla Devi Wife of Vijay Bahadur Resident of Village- Sahpur, P.O.- Baulia,
Police Station- Nauhatta, District- Rohtas.

...  ...  Petitioner
Versus

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

2. The Director, Bihar Maha Dalit Vikas Mission, Bihar, Patna.

3. The District Magistrate, Rohtas at Sasaram.

4. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Dehri-on-Sone, Rohtas.

5. The Block Development Officer, Sahpur Nauhatta Block, District- Rohtas.

6. The Circle Officer, Nauhatta Block, District- Rohtas.

7. Indu Devi, Wife of Ram Pravesh Ram, Resident of Village- Tilokhar, Police
Station- Chutiya, P.O.- Tilokhar, District- Rohtas.

...  ...  Respondents
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Sanjay Kumar Tiwary
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Md. Obaidullah, AC to  ( Sc10 )
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

2 27-02-2020 The petitioner has assailed the selection of respondent

No. 7 before the Sub Divisional Officer, Rohtas. The same has

been rejected. The consideration has been done by the SDO in

view of  the  representation  filed  by the  petitioner  pursuant  to

order dated 3.4.2019 passed in CWJC No. 5230 of 2019. The

petitioner  has  assailed  the  selection  of  respondent  No.  7  as

Vikash Mitra on the ground that though she was not resident of

Sahpur, she has obtained the selection by misrepresenting her

permanent residence. Reliance is placed by the petitioner on the

residence certificate which is Annexure 2 and issued in March
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2010 showing the private respondent to be a resident of Tilokhar

Panchayat.

Learned State  Counsel  referring to  the order  of  the

SDO, Dehri, submits that pursuant to petitioner’s representation

the  issue  was  enquired  by  the  SDO,  Dehri,  Rohtas.  One

residence certificate issued on 13.5.2010 vide Memo No. 2312

has been considered by the SDO to hold that in view of a valid

residence certificate certifying her to be resident of Sahpur no

interference is required in the selection of respondent No. 7 on

the basis of allegation levelled by the petitioner based on earlier

residence certificate which showed her to be resident of another

place. Residence certificate dated 13.05.2010, till date has not

been cancelled.

This  Court  therefore  does  not  find  any  reason  to

interfere with the said order.

The writ petition is dismissed.  
    

SNkumar/-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)

U


