
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11883 of 2023

======================================================
Chinki Devi W/o Vijay Mahto Resident of Village- Baghmari ward No.- 9,
P.S.- Sahiyara and Dist.- Sitamarhi.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  District  Magistrate,  Sitamarhi,  Dist.-
Sitamarhi.

2. The District Magistrate, Sitamarhi, Dist.- Sitamarhi.

3. The District Program Officer, Sitamarhi, Dist.- Sitamarhi.

4. The Child Development Project Officer Bathnaha, Dist.- Sitamarhi.

5. The  Mukhiya  Gram  Panchayat  Raj,  Singrahiya,  P.S.-  Sahiyara,  Block-
Bathnaha, District- Sitamarhi.

6. The Panchayat Secretory, Gram Panchayat Raj, Singrahiya, P.S.- Sahiyara,
Block- Bathnaha, District- Sitamarhi.

7. Sangita Kumari,  W/o Rajesh Kumar Resident of Village- Baghmari Ward
No.- 9, P.S.- Sahiyara, Block- Bathnaha, Dist.- Sitamarhi.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Sanjay Kumar, Adv.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Prashant Pratap (GP-2)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 15-01-2024 1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the

following relief(s):-

“1. That this writ application is being filed on behalf

of the petitioner above named for issuance of writ in

the nature of Certiorari setting a side the order passed

by  District  Program  Officer,  Sitamarhi  (Respondent

No.3)  vide  Memo  No.  1025  dated  20.06.22  in

connection with Anganwari Case No. 69/2019, filed by

the respondent No. 7, as well as for setting a side the

order  dated  13.05.23  passe  by  respondent  No.  2  in

Anganwari  appeal  case  No.  26/2022,  filed  by  the
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petitioner,  whereby and whereunder respondent  No.3

has set a side the selection of the petitioner from the

post  of  Anganwari  Sevika  and  the  same  has  been

confirmed by the respondent No.2, without considering

the case of the petitioner as well as guide line issued

by  the  ICDS  Patna  for  this  regard  and  restore  the

selection  letter  of  the  petitioner  dated  17.12.18

(annexure-1).”  

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, including that of filing a

suit before the learned Civil Court having competent jurisdiction

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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