
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.83 of 2020

======================================================
Kumari Priyanka, W/o Ranjeet Kumar, D/o Krishna Deo Singh, Resident of
Pannapur, P.O. Rachiyahi, P.S. Matihani, District- Begusarai.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The Principal Secretary, Social Welfare Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. The Director, I.C.D.S., Patna.

4. The Divisional Commissioner, Munger.

5. The  District  Magistrate-Cum-Chairman,  District  Selection  Committee,
Begusarai.

6. The District Programme Officer, Begusarai.

7. The Child Development Project Officer, Begusarai.

8. Rinku Kumari, W/o Dileep Kumar, Resident of Village Ramdiri (Pannapur),
P.S. Matihari, District- Begusarai.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Santosh Kumar Singh, Advocate 
For the State :  Mr. Sunil Kumar Mandal, S.C. 3
                                                      Mr. Bipin Kumar, A.C. to S.C. -3
                                                      Mr. Ravi Ranjan Kumar Singh, A.C. to SC-3
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH

ORAL ORDER

2 24-01-2020 Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

2.  The petitioner has a  grievance that  ignoring her

better claim to be appointed as Anganbari Sevika for Ward No. 2

of  Ramdiri-IV Gram Panchayat,  in  the District  of  Begusarai,

respondent  No.  8  has  been  appointed.  It  is  the  petitioner’s

specific  case  that  she  has  better  merit  points  than  that  of

respondent No. 8. The selection in question is governed by the

guidelines issued by the Directorate  of  ICDS, Social  Welfare
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Department,  Government  of  Bihar,  which  provides  for

Grievance Redressal  Mechanism.  In accordance with the said

guidelines, the petitioner has remedy of approaching the Child

Development Project Officer.

3.  Learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

petitioner with reference to the pleadings on record and copies

of the documents annexed to the writ application, has submitted

that  the  petitioner  has  already  approached  the  Child

Development  Project  Officer,  on  12.09.2019,  but  no  decision

has so far been taken.

4.  Considering the facts and circumstances, this writ

application  is  disposed  of  with  a  direction  that  let  the  Child

Development  Project  Officer  consider  the  petitioner’s

application and take a decision within a period of one month

from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this order. The

Child  Development  Project  Officer  shall  be  duty  bound  to

consider the petitioner’s application in correct perspective.
    

S.Ali/-
                                   (Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J)
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