
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.15625 of 2021

======================================================
Dimpal Kumari Wife of Kanhaiya Kumar, Resident of Village-Bandhuganj,
P.S.-Ghosi, District-Jehanabad.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The Director Integrated Child Development Service Bihar, Patna.

3. The Collector, Jehanabad.

4. The District Programme Officer, Jehanabad.

5. The Child Development Project Officer, Modanganj, District-Jehanabad.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Shivendra Prasad, Adv. 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Md. Raisul Haque, SC-10
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 18-01-2024 The  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  has  been  filed

seeking the following relief:-

“1. That this is an application for issuance of an

appropriate  writ/  writs,  order/  orders,  direction/

directions  to  the  respondent  authorities  to

appoint/ select the petitioner as Anganbari Sevika

at the Anganbari Centre of Ward No. 5 of Village-

Bandhuganj Block Ghosi, District- Jehanabad as

the same is lying vacant on account of removal of

the  Anbganbari  Sevika  of  that  Centre  whose

selection  in  course  of  inquiry  conducted  in

pursuance  of  the  order  passed  by  this  hon'ble

court in CWJC No. 18767/2019 was found illegal

as  her  selection  had  been  made  ignoring  the
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eligibility of the petitioner who being a candidate

belonging to  the  OBC category  was  competent

for  selection  but  she  was  deprived  of  from

opportunity  of  being  selected  as  Anganbari

Sevika of aforesaid Anganbari Centre because the

selection  committee  undue  favour  to  that

Anganbari Sevika and selected her even though

she was not belonging to the majority class of the

people living in that area.”

2. After  some  arguments,  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

including that  of  filing  a  suit  before  the  learned Civil  Court

having competent jurisdiction. Liberty, so sought, is granted.

3. The writ petition stands dismissed as not pressed.  
    

Ajay/-

(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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