
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.13238 of 2018

======================================================
Kiran  Devi  W/o  Chandan  Ram,  R/o  Village-  Narahwa  Sukul,  P.S.-
Kuchaikote, District- Gopalganj.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Commissioner cum Secretary, Department of Welfare, Govt. of Bihar,
Patna. 

3. The Commissioner, Raran Region, Saran at Chhapra. 

4. The Director, Integrated Child Development Scheme, Welfare Department,
Govt. of Bihar, Patna. 

5. The District Magistrate, Gopalganj. 

6. The District Program Officer, ICDS, Gopalganj. 

7. The  Child  Development  Project  Officer,  Block-  Kuchaikote,  Dist-
Gopalganj. 

8. The  Lady  Supervisor,  The  Office  of  Child  Development  Project  Officer,
Block- Kuchaikote, Dist- Gopa 

9. Mrs. Umrawati Devi, W/o Dilip Kumar Ram, R/o Village- Narahwa Sukul,
P.S.- Kuchaikote, Block- Kuchaikote, District- Gopalganj.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Harendra Prasad, Adv.
For the State :  Mr. Md.Raisul Haque (SC-10)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

2 30-07-2024 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

counsel for the State.

2.  The  present  writ  petition  has  been  filed  for

removing  the  name  of  respondent  no.9  and  appointing  the

petitioner on her place as Anganbari Sevika for Center No.300

situated  in  Village-Narahwan  Sukul  under  Gram  Panchayat-

Ahirauli  Dubauli,  Ward  No.5,  P.S.-  Kuchaikote,  Block-
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Kuchaikote, District- Gopalganj.

3.  Learned  counsel  for  the  State  raised  preliminary

objection and submits that the petitioner has failed to exhaust

her remedy under the relevant guidelines for the appointment of

Anganbari Sevika and Sahayika in the relevant time. Counsel

further submits that during inspection, it has been found that the

certificate of the petitioner is not genuine.

4.  As such,  without  entering into the merits  of  this

case, the present writ petition stands disposed off directing the

petitioner to avail the remedy in accordance with law and the

authority  shall  take  a  decision  upon  consideration  of  all  the

documents of  the petitioner  as  well  as  of  respondent  no.9,  if

prefers to file any application.
    

Divyansh/- 
                                             (Dr. Anshuman, J)

U


