
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.378 of 2020

======================================================
Nasrin Khatoon W/o Md. Saddam Hussain Resident of Village-Belha, P.O.-
Birpur, Barapatti, P.S.-Pindraun, District-Madhubani.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. Director, Social Welfare Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

3. The District Magistrate, Madhubani.

4. The Chairman, Bihar State Madarsa Education Board, Bihar.

5. The  Controller  of  Examination,  Bihar  State  Madarsa  Education  Board,
Bihar.

6. The District Programme Officer/ICDS, Madhubani.

7. The Public Information Officer, Bihar.

8. The Child Development Project Officer, Pindraun, Madhubani.

9. Gulnaz  Begaum W/o  Md Saddam Hussain,  D/o  Md.  Nasim Resident  of
Village-Belha, P.O.-Birpur, Barapatti P.S.-Pindraun, District-Madhubani.

10. Akhatari  Begum D/o  Md.  Nasim Resident  of  Village-Belha,  P.O.-Pirpur,
Barapatti P.S.-Pindraun, District-Madhubani.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Ms Alka Verma, Advocate
For the S t a t e :  Mr Md Raisul Haque, SC X
For the Madrasa Board :  Mr Md Aslam Ansari, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

3 28-06-2022 Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the

respondents.

In so far as selection of Respondent No 9 as Angan

Bari  Sevika  for  Center  No 223 at  Laukaha,  Khutauna in  the

district of Madhubani is concerned, petitioner’s counsel submits

that she would be approaching the District Programme Officer,
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Madhubani  since some enquiry report  has been submitted by

Child  Development  Project  Officer,  Pindraun,  Madhubani

affirming the selection of Respondent No 9.

Since the Court is not expressing any opinion on the

claim  made  by  the  petitioner,  no  notice  has  been  issued  to

Respondent No 9 in these proceedings.

This writ  petition stands disposed of with liberty to

the petitioner to avail  her  remedy in accordance with law, as

prayed for.

Authority, considering the matter, however, would be

under obligation to hear the parties concerned.  

M.E.H./-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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