
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4623 of 2022

======================================================
Sobha Kumari W/o Deepak Giri Resident of Village- Repura, Jamin Mathiya,
P.S.- Minapur, District- Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  Director-in-Chief,  Health  Services,
Government of Bihar, New Secretariate, Patna.

2. The  Director-in-Chief,  Health  Services,  Government  of  Bihar,  New
Secretariate, Patna.

3. The Executive Director, Bihar Health Society, Bihar, Patna.

4. The  District  Magistrate-cum-Chairman,  District  Health  Society,
Muzaffarpur, District- Muzaffarpur.

5. The Civil Surgeon, Muzaffarpur, District- Muzaffarpur.

6. The Incharge Health Officer, Community Health Centre, Minapur, District-
Muzaffarpur.

7. The Block Development Officer, Minapur, District- Muzaffarpur.

8. The Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat Raj Jamin Mathiya, Muzaffarpur.

9. Gita Devi W/o Kamlesh Rai Resident of Village- Repura, Ward No.10, P.S.-
Minapur, District- Muzaffarpur.

10. Rinku Devi W/o Shambhu Rai Resident of Village- Repura, P.S.- Minapur,
District- Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Shashi Bhushan Singh
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Ramadhar Singh ( Gp 25 )
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 23-01-2024 1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the

following relief(s):-

“1.(I)  For  issuance  of  an  appropriate  writ  in  the

nature  of  Certiorarl  for  quashing  the  appointment

letters  contained  in  Memo  No.22/32  dated

07.01.2022  and  Memo No.22/33  dated  07.01.2022

with respect to respondent no. 9 and 10 respectively
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and also for quashing the Enquiry Report vide letter

No. 948 dated 19.06.2021 issued by the respondent

no.7  and  letter  dated  06.01.2022  issued  by  the

respondent no.4 by which appointment of respondent

no.9 and 10 has been held valid,  as selection has

been made in contravention of clause -2 (I) (II) (III)

(IV) and (V) of Directive issued for appointment of

Asha worker.

(II) For issuance of an appropriate writ in the nature

of  Mandamus,  commanding and  directing  the

respondents to make appointment in view of clause

-2 (I) (II) (III) (IV) and (V) of Directive issued for

Asha  workers  and  consider  for  appointment  of

petitioner as she is one of bonafide candidates.”

2. At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner

seeks  not  to  press  the  present  writ  petition,  however,  seeks

liberty on behalf of the petitioner to avail such other alternative

remedies as are otherwise available under the law, for redressal

of her aforesaid grievances. Liberty so sought is granted.

3. The writ petition stands dismissed as not pressed.
    

sonal/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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