
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.21871 of 2012

======================================================
Rajia  Khatoon  Wife  of  Md.  Manovar  Alam  Resident  of  Mohalla-  Karah
Bazar, Post Office And Police Station- Silao, District Nalanda

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The  Director,  Integrated  Child  Development  Scheme,  Social  Welfare
Department, Government Of Bihar, Patna

3. The  Assistant  Director,  Integrated  Child  Development  Scheme,  Social
Welfare Department, Government Of Bihar, Patna

4. The Divisional Commissioner, Nalanda, District Nalanda

5. The District Magistrate, Nalanda

6. The District Programme Officer, Nalanda

7. The Child Development Project Officer, Silao, Nalanda

8. Nagar Panchayat, Silao, Nalanda through its Secretary 

9. The Chairman, Nagar Panchayat, Silao, District Nalanda

10. The Secretary, Nagar Panchayat, Silao, District Nalanda

11. The Senior Deputy Collector,  Nalanda-Cum-Senior Officer,  Silao, District
Nalanda

12. Praveen Khatoon Wife Of Javed Akhatar Resident Of Mohalla Karah Bazar,
Post Office And Police Station Silao, District Nalanda

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Subhash Pandey, Advocate. 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.A.Ujjwal, Advocate. 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PURNENDU SINGH

ORAL ORDER

3 24-06-2024   Heard  Mr.  Subhash  Pandey,  learned  counsel

appearing on behalf of the petitioner and Mr. A. Ujjwal, learned

counsel for the State. 

2.  Learned  counsel  for  the  State  informs  that  the

selection  of  Anganbari  Sevika  relates  to  the  year  2010  and
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already  selection  of  respondent  no.12  Praveen  Khatoon  has

taken place and she is working as Anganbari Sevika. Hence, the

petitioner don’t  have  any  locus  once  her  case  was  rejected

considering her eligibility criteria having not been fulfilled by

her. 

  3. Considering the aforesaid information, I don’t find

to interfere in any manner. The writ petition, accordingly, stands

dismissed. 
    

mantreshwar/-
                                     (Purnendu Singh, J)

U


