
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8338 of 2025

======================================================
Mamta Kumari  Wife  of  Sanjay  Kumar,  Resident  of  Village-Linepar,  P.O.-
Akbarpur, P.S.-Hilsa, District-Nalanda.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The District Magistrate, Nalanda, District-Nalanda.

3. The Child Development Project Officer (C.D.P.O.), Hilsa, District-Nalanda.

4. The Lady Supervisor, C.D.P.O. Office, Hilsa, Nalanda.

5. Anita Kumari, wife of Rajkishore Prasad, resident of Noniya Bigha, P.O.-
Akbarpur, P.S.-Hilsa, District-Nalanda.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Anil Kumar Singh, Adv.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Government Pleader (17)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

2 23-04-2026        Heard Learned Counsel for the petitioner, learned

counsel for the State and learned Counsel for the respondents.

2.  The present  writ  petition has been filed with the

following reliefs:-

I. For issuance of the appropriate writ,

order(s)  or  directions(s)  in  the  nature  of

'Mandamus'  for  commanding/directing  the

respondent  authorities,  especially  the  respondent

no.-2,  District  Magistrate,  Nalanda  to  forthwith

undertake  a  thorough,  impartial  and  transparent

enquiry  regarding  the  appointment  of  Anita

Kumari  (Respondent  No.  5)  to  the  post  of

Anganwadi  Sevika  at  Ward  No.-  09,  Anganwadi

Centre No.- 81, Block Hilsa, Akbarpur Panchayat,
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District-Nalanda.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

petitioner  has  filed  a  representation  before  the  Collector  for

illegal  Aam  Sabha,  which  has  been  conducted.  Therefore,  a

direction  may  be  made  to  the  respondents  for  conduction  of

selection process afresh.

4. Learned counsel for the State and respondents both

submit  that  the  selection  process  has  already  been  made  in

accordance with law and the selected persons are functioning

and any challenge of the selection can be made only according

to the established process of law.

5. In this view of the matter, this Court finds that the

selection  has  been  made  and  therefore,  this  case  becomes

infructuous, but liberty is hereby granted to the petitioner that if

she wants to challenge the appointment of selected person, then

she may avail her remedy according to applicable Margdarshika

Rule for appointment of Anganwari Sevika or Sahayika.

6.  With  the  aforesaid  direction,  the  present  writ

application is hereby disposed off.
    

Prakashmani/-  
                               (Dr. Anshuman, J)
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