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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.8286 of 2025

Nisha Kumari W/o Sri Prahalad Pandit (@ Randhir Kumar Verma, Resident of
Village-Khadiahi, P.S.-Bibhutipur, District-Samastipur.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar Bihar.

The Collector, Samastipur.

The District Programme Officer, Samastipur.

The Child Development Officer (C.D.P.O.), Samastipur.

Kaushalaya Kumari, W/o Ganga Prasad Das, Resident of Village-Khadiahi,

P.S.-Bibhutipur, District-Samastipur.

...... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Suraj Narain Yadav, Advocate
For the Respondent/s : Mr.Addl. Advocate General (04)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 21-04-2026
Heard learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and

learned counsel appearing for the State.
2.The petitioner has filed the present writ petition for

the following relief :-

“That this is an application for
issuance of a writ in the nature of
Certiorari to quash the order dated

24.06.2023 passed in Anganbari Appeal
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No. 47 of 2017 by which the appeal has
been dismissed and further for quashing
of the order dated 21.12.2016 as
contained in memo no. 1975 dated
26.12.2016 passed by the District
Programme Officer, Samastipur whereby
he rejected the claim of the petitioner and
further to quash the selection of the
respondent no.5 as Anganbari Sevika of
Anganbari Centre No. 230 in Village-
Khadiahi, Block & District- Samastipur
and further for issuance of a writ in the
nature of Mandamus and/or any other
appropriate writ order or direction
commanding upon the respondents to
select the petitioner as aforesaid

Anganbari Centre No.230.”

3. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the

petitioner submits that the order dated 24.06.2023 passed by the

Collector, Samastipur in Anganbari Appeal Case No. 47 of 2017

is wholly perverse, inasmuch as the certificate of the private

respondent is alleged to be fake, yet the same has been treated

as genuine by the authority. It is, therefore, contended that the

petitioner has been constrained to file the present writ petition.

4. Learned counsel appearing for the State, on the

other hand, submits that the petitioner had earlier approached

this Hon’ble Court in CWJC No. 6711 of 2020, which was
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disposed of vide order dated 20.12.2021, directing the Collector,
Samastipur to consider the petitioner’s appeal after due notice to
the private respondent and to pass a reasoned and speaking
order in accordance with law. It is further submitted that,
pursuant thereto, the appellate authority has duly considered all
aspects of the matter and passed the impugned order. Therefore,
no interference is warranted.

5. After hearing the parties and upon perusal of the
order dated 24.06.2023 passed by the Collector, Samastipur in
Anganbari Appeal Case No. 47 of 2017, this Court finds it
appropriate to reproduce the operative portion of the said order,

which reads as under:—

“IIT T&T & fagr ATagaar & g4,
= =mare grr e eewr, fer feram
qETfIsir, HEgy & ume 3246, feATR
17.12.2008 ERT &Td =T & dad &l ™1 =T,
TET i, fae™ deha forem 1S, 9eaT & w=ie
5269, fe=ie 24.11.2008, CWJIC No-6711/2020 9T
= o e\ 20.11.2021 wg Gt fawe
TR=eET gaTiaarTs, ffage & w=ie 762, Gaiw
21.12.2016 ERT wr<  SreffUrd wamor o= &M Sl
gftides T ATATHT Ta TRINAT (et 7497 | faraft
FIAT FART & AF w5 & GAT9T &g arel
faara af=sET garfasnT, faifage ger e
foei=ep, faETe deha foram a1, 92T & 9= =T
oT. S9sT a9 uftaes TOreT frime & oA
5269. fa=tia 24.11.2008 T 3t& vzl & TeATIT HT

egTI-T  ufdded SIS &OIT TET &, e



Op:10

u
Patna High Court CWJC No.8286 of 2025 dt.21-04-2026 E Eﬂ

4/5
2026:PATHC:37372

eI fomam 3T & & SrereaT $9r (112/71/90)
wHHie 556, AN uem B | ¥ ATAEd qTA [qahter
TREET =TT, ffage & wie 762, =i
21.12.2016 ST AT = w3 FiT AT (AT 9T &,
ST T =feF u= T 9T ST a7 49T & |

ST ITTET qiore uRves & fFAT v
qaTia&rr (ICDS), S9&gy gNT 9Id e
TR 1549, feis 03.12.2013 T¥T I T
1975. fe=tia 26.12.2016 fafaaema sda grar &, 59
TETSe T AT R | S0 TR R s a
fRaT yeR & FETAT & ATIIHAT wda 5T ardar
T AqUT ATAFRAT & AT omded & TTNH
TEN 9T §U AT G fbar Sirerr 1

AT fag==T & 9 aw #r FEarET
qETS FiF AT & | S A=I; @F ufy ST o
qRIT&ET (ICDS), SHEg/aTe faar TRam=H=T
qarfaarT, ffags & 39« = ==mames & 9o
Ao H§%=AT-62/2016-17 & AT a1y TE
FIATAAT T |

ST uE gt |

6. From the reasoning assigned by the Collector, it

transpires that the grievance raised by the petitioner regarding
the alleged fake certificate was duly examined. An inquiry was
conducted, report was called for, and upon verification of the
marksheet from the concerned authority, it has been found that
the marks obtained by the private respondent are genuine.
Thereafter, the Collector has passed the impugned order.

7. In view of the aforesaid facts and the reasoned

findings recorded by the competent authority, this Court is of the
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considered opinion that no case for interference is made out.

8. Accordingly, the writ petition stands dismissed.

(Dr. Anshuman, J)
Ashwini/-
AFR/NAFR
CAV DATE NA
Uploading Date 28.04.2026
Transmission Date NA




