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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.7922 of 2025

Sangita Kumari @ Sangeeta Kumari Wife of Ranvir Kumar, Resident of Vill-
Ashanagar, Mandanlal Gupta Niwas, Sangat Par, P.O.- Sohsarai, P.S.-
Sohsarai, District- Nalanda.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

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

The Director, ICDS Directorate, Government of Bihar, Patna.
The Divisional Commissioner, Patna.

The District Magistrate, Nalanda.

The District Program Officer, Nalanda.

The Child Development Project Officer, Bind, Nalanda.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Hemant Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s Mr. Standing Counsel (7)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
counsel for the State.

2. The present writ petition has been filed for issuance
of appropriate writ/writs, order/orders, direction/directions for
grant of the following Reliefs:-

“l. For quashing the Order dated 16.01.25
passed by the Divisional Commissioner, Patna
in ICDS Case No. 4/2023 whereby and where
under the Learned Divisional Commissioner,
Patna has confirmed the order of termination

from service passed by the District Magistrate,

Nalanda contained in Memo No. 2144 dated
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07.12.22.

1I. For quashing the order contained in Memo
No. 2144 dated 07.12.22 passed by the District
Magistrate, Nalanda whereby the services of
the petitioner discharging her duties as
Female Supervisor for long 11 years has been
terminated and the contract of employment has
been cancelled without application of any
Jjudicious mind and in a mechanical manner.
1Il. For a direction upon the concerned
authorities to reinstate the petitioner in service
with continuity of service along with full salary
and all consequential  benefits arising
therefrom.

1V. For the grant of any other relief for which
the petitioner is found entitle to in the facts

and circumstances of the present case.”

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
orders passed by the District Magistrate, Nalanda, and the
Divisional Commissioner, Patna, are in complete violation of
law, and that the petitioner’s contract has been cancelled
unnecessarily, and it requires interference. Counsel submits that
there are affidavits filed by different anganwadi sevikas
according to character of the petitioner, which was completely
been ignored.

4. Learned counsel for the State, on the other hand,
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submits that the petitioner is a contractual employee and not the
regular government servant. As such, the petitioner has no
protection under Article 309 of the Constitution of India or
under service law of the land. Counsel submits that the services
of the petitioner is being guided by a Resolution No. 1846 dated
10.06.2010 1issued by the Social Welfare Department,
Government of Bihar (annexed as Annexure-P/1). Counsel
submits that as per Clause-xiv of the said resolution, the
contract of the petitioner may be terminated upon fulfilling the
conditions. Counsel submits that here in the present case, from
the order passed by the District Magistrate, Nalanda contained
in Memo No. 2144 dated 07.12.2022 (Annexure-P/8), and
subsequently, the order of the Divisional Commissioner, Patna
dated 16.01.2025 in ICDS-4-2023 (Sangita Kumari Vs. The
State of Bihar) (Annexure-P/9), it become crystal clear that the
termination order has been passed in true compliance of the
Clause-xiv of the said resolution No. 1846 dated 10.06.2010.

5. After hearing the parties and upon going through
the documents, it is an admitted position that the petitioner is
not protected under the Constitution of India or under service
law. However, protection is available to the petitioner under

Resolution No. 1846 dated 10.06.2010, whose clause-xiv reads
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“(xiv) TS &I FHTTT (Termination)-

F) TF ISR AT (I, dfqar Aah garr
F Y9 39T T4l G OF A A TF GIAT
TR FATS [RAT ST Feha T |

q) AfEAT THEfear g7 A9 ddeAT &
daye FEsT T8 fFr S, 39 g
AfEfaaar axa ST, TS AqI T
TE, AR geAT § WTHA §H STYEr
THIATH &l eral T Joo o et &l (et &
I T (A gatgq ST
URTINT Jgee qad & &l AT I
FOT| TTF AT & fa6g AN gatad
yHSeI AT & THEl U HIg & =T &l
ST FalT | JHSel gET & AT & [qog
FIE I &L A AT T |

) IIIET Hfear (@) § IfedAtad AN &
YT T Hafya wedi T gqse &y &7
T U & & IuETd geiad
yHeA AFT AfGcAT THATEHRT Al AT
FHET HL T ATGI I Rl |

) IWET WReR & Afdied I
Ffedr () T Ieoitad fawgea ¢ ==
qafgdrT wHaferdr @ "9r HEd & A
ATIHRT TR H T g

6. Here in the present case, from the order passed by

the District Magistrate, Nalanda, it transpires that show cause
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has been served upon the petitioner and it has been confessed by
her that in the video, it is the petitioner who was present and
therefore, in this regard, a criminal case has also been lodged
under sections 7 & 13 of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988
against the petitioner.

7. This Court is of the view that the impugned orders
have been passed completely in accordance with terms of the
contract of Clause-xiv of the Resolution No. 1846 dated
10.06.2010 which deals about termination. Hence, there is no
need of any interference in this matter.

8. Accordingly, this writ petition stands dismissed.

(Dr. Anshuman, J)
Divyansh/-
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