IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2279 of 2023

Smt. Bela Kumari Wife of Sri Niranjan Singh Daughter of Jagdish Mandal
resident of Village- Puraini, P.O.- Puraini, Tola Piparpanti, P.S.- Puraini,
District- Madhepura, Ex- Anganwadi Sevika Anganwadi Kendra No. 56,
Piparpanti Tola Panchayat- Puraini, P.S.- Puraini, District- Madhepura.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Old Secretariat, Bihar, Patna.

2. The Director, Department of Social Welfare (I.C.D.S.), Old Secretariat,
Patna.

The Commissioner, Koshi Division, Saharsa.

4.  The Collector cum the District Magistrate, Madhepura, P.S.- Madhepura,
District- Madhepura.

5. The Deputy Development Commissioner, Madhepura, P.S.- Madhepura,
District- Madhepura.

6. The District Programme Officer (I.C.D.S), Madhepura, P.S.- Madhepura,
District- Madhepura.

7.  The Child Development Project Officer, Puraini, P.S.- Puraini, District-
Madhepura.

8. The Mahila Parweshika (Supervisor), Anganwadi Kendra No. 56, Piparpanti
Tola, Panchayat Puraini, P.S. Puraini, District- Madhepura.

9.  The Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat Puraini, P.S.- Puraini, District- Puraini.

10. The Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat Puraini, P.S.- Puraini, District-
Madhepura.

11. Smt. Sharmila Devi Wife of Shri Kedar Prasad Singh, resident of Village
Piparpanti Tola, Puraini, P.O.- Puraini, P.S.- Puraini, District- Madhepura.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Dr. Sanjay Kumar Singh, Adv.
For the State : Mr.Md. Raisul Haque ( SC 10 ) with Mr.Md.

Obbaidullah, AC to SC 10

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

2 11-07-2023 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
counsel for the State.
2. The petitioner’s selection as Anganwadi Sevika has

been cancelled on two grounds by the Commissioner. Ground
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No. 1 1is that she was having the requisite educational
qualification in the 3™ division whereas, the private respondent
was having the educational qualification in 2™ division. Inferior
educational qualification is one of the grounds for cancelling the
petitioner’s selection. The other ground is that she was not a
resident of the Poshak Kshetra as per her application wherein,
she claimed to be resident of tiger tola.

3. The Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
the selection process is of 2004. At the relevant time, the
selection was to be guided by two letters issued by the I.C.D.S,
namely, letter dated 13.06.1998 bearing no. 1129 and
10.12.2003, bearing no. 1662. It is submitted that if these two
letters are to be seen, then it would become apparent that at the
relevant time the 4am Sabha was vested with the discretion to
make selections considering the worthiness of the candidate.
There was no express requirement of having a better educational
qualification or residing in the Poshak Kshetra.

4. The submission advanced on the basis of these two
letters appears to be incorrect from bare perusal of the letters
itself. The clause 5(1) of letter dated 13.06.1998 bearing no.

1129, reads as follows:-

I qaferer Sof 81 Riw sigefad S /
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gglaa Sl B HRAEeT & foly gad
g gafdreeT Sl & gy garg e @1
sfdpad s g arel IR Bl
grejfieen & SrEf | gveg Sfgl il geiferend
/ S [4pNT 3TgerT F§ HEE PN [ e
Wy [l A H e i @l EiRT
SV Reffd # f[Aeeied GHGT HT BT ferfead
RT I PN Yo gvgar H g e
S "

The relevant clause of letter dated 10.12.2003 bearing

no. 1662, reads as follows:-

(3150 Hlo Slo Two [F&emer), GFIH-1662,
i 10.12.2003 @1 gfafeid | g9a5, 87 Sffo
OWo 37, SIgHT §q Wfad, Hedmr| &ar A,
THl gHeely  Sgeri /FH1 STl GaIfEIehIR] /GHT
Sy-laehre 3gerd | ]
S=TIT SITErS] Wddm/TEINaET BT TIT |
SF-aHTTT gaie g0 o o
Mo o o tHo -2-3-30-95 (ds) 1129,
Ra®w 23 g7, 1998 W& 9 8150 o h
oFo -12/2001/F0 TFo F0-32, faie 25.9.
2001 @& 427, f3i# 20.5.2003)

FReTgaR HeT & [ 24 T,
2003, §&= WG & WR R SENord forer
geideEIRal @ daw A SiTErSl
QRPY/TETIPT F FIT H T H, YT gRT
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g H [Ffa g @1 ey @vd §v [ forer
gl gnT IO W gl & wEe H
figar arfeea gor fAEiea &-

(F) SErS dE & ol
AABYTENIBT & FIT F ol T H THT
gorrs S, SRS et /e e
TgT Fricffer 9 d5% § Fger ey~
gRarR & FIvd Tevd YT &,

(@) R Y@ & g oflaT §ew
BT gt TEHIST P g HHOIN J I
PRIFH & S=TIa arareff d1 @@ d ST,

(1) SITars? WAHT & TqIT ATYE
gf & dlg & gw, 3N goF g e &
ggor dg & GIVp &F & T grd JgaH
SHlGaN & FIT [BIT G| GINE &7 @&
Ted Up & 3ifdp clenm 3N Mg o o1 webd
g

(5) SEE/TERET & 997 F o
R TS ST GHT Pl g ¥ I
qara & JRIAr &N |

SWIKT AFfeeA & 3SIclls § T8
e @ oA & fF iHErs] Fw Bl
QABY/TERBT BT T T8l Bel Hl TG
g, fawR, 2003 & ST aF Sqed QN Y
ferar S| @ GG 96 B J8 WO
BT =R f& SHerel = & FRNG 8 &
[Aers a1 HI3 Fqer g4 & A9 Galed
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T & ST B STGHT &R | FHII gF
P! g7 bR B | "

5. From bare perusal of extract of the two letters
relied upon by the petitioner it is obvious that requirement of
better qualification and being resident of the Poshak Kshetra
was the requirement at the time selection was done.

6. The submissions advanced by the petitioner’s
counsel are, thus, baseless.

7. No case 1s made out for interfering with the order
dated 28.10.2009 whereby petitioner's selection was cancelled.

8. The writ petition is dismissed.

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
uttam/-




