
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2777 of 2018

======================================================
Gitanjali Kumari D/o Dinanath Prasad, W/o Vishal Kumar Patel, Resident of
at and P.O.-Salempur, P.S.-Sindhwaliya, District-Gopalganj.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar 

2. The District Magistrate, Gopalganj. 

3. The District Programme Officer, Gopaganj. 

4. The Block Development Officer, Sidhwaliya Block, Distt.-Gopalganj 

5. The Block Education Officer, Sidhwaliya Blick, Distt.-Gopalganj. 

6. The Panchayat Sachiv,  Gram Panchayat  Raj Salempur,  Block-Sidhwaliya,
District-Gopalganj. 

7. The Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat Raj Salempur, Block-Sidhwaliya,  District-
Gopalganj. 

8. Geeta Kumari, D/o Ramashish Prasad, W/o Nagendra Kumar Chourasiya,
Resident of Village-Salenpur West, P.O.-Siktiya, P.S.-Sindhwaliya, District-
Gopalganj and Working Panchayat Teacher in Navsrijit Prathmik Vidyalay.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.S. C. Mishra - Sc16
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH 
SHARMA

ORAL ORDER

4 11-07-2022  1.  No one appears for the petitioner.

2.  Learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  respondents

submits  that  the  petitioner  was  not  selected  and after  having

failed in the selection process challenged the selection of  the

respondent  making  allegations  relating  to  these  documents

before  this court. The respondent has been appointed in the year

2007.  He submits  that  the  challenge  has  been made  after  11

years.
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3.  Learned  counsel  submits  that  on  facts  also  the

allegations are false and she has placed documents to show that

she  has  obtained  her  qualification  from  the  duly  recognized

Institutions. 

4. No rejoinder has been filed to the counter affidavit. 

5. Taking into consideration, the contents made in the

counter affidavit, no case for interference is made out.

6. The writ petition is accordingly dismissed.
    

Pravinkumar/-

Item No. 32

(Sanjeev Prakash Sharma, J)
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