
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.132 of 2022

======================================================
Sobha Kumari  D/o  Raj  Kumar  Sah,  Resident  of  Mohalla-Bhagwan  Bazar
Chowk, P.S. Bhagwan Bazar, District-Saran at Chapra.

...  ...  Petitioner
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. The District Magistrate, Saran at Chapra.

3. The  Mukhiya  Gram  Panchayat  Raj  Chakiya,  P.S.  and  Block  Panapur,
District-Saran, Chapra.

4. The  Panchayat  Secretary,  Gram Panchayat  Raj  Chakiya,  P.S.  and  Block
Panapur, District-Saran, Chapra.

5. Principal Secretary, Vigilance Department, Patna (Bihar).

6. Sunita Gupta, D/o Sunil Kumar, Resident of Dakbangla Chowk Mashrakh,
P.S. Mashrakh, District-Saran (Chapra).

...  ...  Respondents
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Kapil Deo Singh
For the Respondent/s :  Smt. Archana Meenakshee (GP-6)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH 
SHARMA

ORAL ORDER

2 07-03-2022 Heard both the sides.   

The petitioner is claiming appointment on the post of

Panchayat Teacher, for which, vacancies were advertised in the

year 2006. She submits that she had appeared in the counselling

committee,  with  a  document  in  2006,  with  regard  to  the

selection, some inquiry was being conducted by the vigilance

department and notice has been received by her on 15.09.2021

in relation to the said investigation and the petitioner has learn

that  discrepancies  were conducted in  making selection  in  the
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year 2006. She therefore, prays for appointment now against the

said advertisement.

Merely because an F.I.R. is lodged with regard to the

manner  of  selection  conducted  in  the  year  2006  against  the

officials and the petitioner has been asked to give her statement

no  right  is  created  in  her  favour  of  consideration  for

appointment now after a period of 15 years. The petitioner has

failed in redressal of her grievances,  if any, at the relevant time.

There is no allegation by her and against the selection process

after lapse of 15 years, the delay stands unexplained.

The  writ  petition  is,  therefore,  dismissed  on  the

ground of latches. 
    

amit/-
(Sanjeev Prakash Sharma, J)
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