
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.23069 of 2019

======================================================
Bindu Kumari @ Bindu Devi,  W/o Nagendra Prasad,  Resident  of Village-
Dariyapur, P.O.- Nardiganj, P.S.- Nardiganj, District- Nawada.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The Director, I.C.D.S., Bihar, Patna.

3. The District Magistrate, Nawada.

4. The District Programme Officer, Nawada.

5. The Child Development Project Officer, Nardiganj, Nawada.

6. The Block Development Officer, Nardiganj, Nawada.

7. The Lady Supervisor, Handia Gram Panchayat, Nardiganj Block, Nawada.

8. The  Ward  Member,  Ward  No.10,  Panchayat-  Handia,  P.S.-  Nardiganj,
Nawada.

9. Renu Kumari, W/o Satyendra Yadav, Resident of Village- Dariyapur, P.S.-
Nardiganj, District- Nawada.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Bipin Kumar, Adv.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.S.K.Mandal (SC-3)
                                                      Mr. Ravi Ranjan Kr. Singh, AC to SC-3
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH

ORAL ORDER

2 14-01-2020 Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

2. The petitioner is aggrieved by the decision of Aam

Sabha/ Selection Committee whereby respondent no. 9 has been

selected as Anganbari Sevika of Centre No. 124 at Ward No. 10

within  Handia  Gram  Panchayat  of  Nardiganj  Block  in  the

district of Nawada ignoring her genuine claim. 

3. It is the petitioner’s case that the said respondent
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no. 9 is not a resident of Ward No. 10. Selection of Anganbari

Sevika is  done  under  the  Guidelines  issued  by  the  ICDS

Directorate and Welfare Department, Government of Bihar. The

said  Guidelines  prescribe,  inter  alia, grievance  redressal

mechanism. 

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner does not dispute

that  the  petitioner  has  remedy  of  approaching  the  Child

Development  Project  Officer  of  the  concerned  area  in

accordance  with  the  Guidelines.  He  has  submitted  that  the

petitioner has filed an application in August, 2019 itself before

the  Child  Development  Project  Officer,  which  is  yet  to  be

decided.

5.  Considering  the  facts  and  circumstances,  this

application  is  disposed  of  with  a  direction  that  let  Child

Development  Project  Officer  take  a  final  decision  on  the

petitioner's  application  within  one  month  from  the  date  of

receipt/ production of a copy of this order. The petitioner shall

be required to annex a copy of the representation, which she has

filed before the Child Development Project Officer, along with a

copy of the present order. 

Rajesh/-
                    (Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J)
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