In The Court of Commissioner, Saran Division, Chapra
Anganbari Appeal No. 265/2012
Geeta Kumari
Vrs.
The State of Bihar.

(80224, ORDER

The instant appeal petition has been filed pursuant to
the direction of Hon'ble High Court , as contained in order dated
6.08.2012 while disposing the CWJC No. 11473/2C12(Geeta
Kumari vrs The State of Bihar)

The brief facts of the case are that the appellant Geeta
Kumari Wio Ashok Kumar R/o Village- Nawada P.S.- Barauli, Dist-
Sopalganj was an Anganbari Sgvika at centre No. 112 situated in
vllage- Babhnauli Madhya Nawada. The said centre was
inspected by Dist. Level Enquiry team of ICDS on 25.10.2011. In
course of inquiry certain irregularities were found and the centre
was also closed. The mater was reported to DPO Gopalganj who
in turn vide memo No. 862 dated 31.10.2011 asked show cause
reply. The appellant filed her snow cause reply on 9.11.2077
stating therein that on the day cf inspection she went to Baraun.
PHC for her treatment . Then on finding the said show cause reply
to be unsatisfactory . the Dr_'(;; -.g:op:zlggnj vide order c)op}'a'_@;d b —
memo No. 177 dated 12.02 2012 ierminated the enpgagement fa
ne appeliant. Fealing aggr =ad by the terminzton order. the
aprellant preferred a case vide 21/2011 before D.M. Gopalgan|

d the said case was dismissed cn 17.02.2012. Tiis led to filing
f CWJC No. 11473/2012 befere Hon'ble High Court. Later on the
arection of Honble High Ceurt vide cruer cated 6.08.2012 . the
=ppellant came before tins cotrt in eppeal .

Heard the parties.

The learned counsel appearing on benalf of it
appellznt submitied that the ipuned ardar is against the law anu
facts of the case snd alsc .armination crder has been passed
Jithout applying judicial mind He further submitted that actually
an the day of inspection | the aypeiiant had gone to PHC, Barauli
for her treatment . Although |, the appellant explained the cause ci
her absence in her show cause reply supported by the Hospitai s

scrotion. but the same ..as not considered either oy DR
odalgany or D.M. Grpalgani . The ‘gar ed couansel furth .-
Cicadsd that the appellant was not %H, opreduntty -

zanng before passing of teninaton ciu=: theredy itis a eais ot
“smplete denial of natura' wisten. A astly wrayad thal o
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impugned order be set aside and this appeal be allowed,

The learned G.P. appearing an behalf of the D.M.
Gopaglganj while forwarding his arguments, supported the
impugned order and also submitted that the appellant was charged
for complete violation of the instructions contained in the
guidelines for running of Anganbari centres and even the centre
was kept closed vithout informing any superior authority. This
appeal having no merit is fit te be dismissed.

Considering the facts and circumstances of the case,
material on records it appears that the appellant has been charged
for violation of the instructions of ICDS, guidelines in running the
sentre. It is an admitted fact that the centre was closed on the day
G«f inspection as the appellant herself admitted in her show cause
renly and the reascn for that she went to Barauli for her tréatmert
and Sahayika hao also gone somewhere else. This obviously
shows that the duo. Savika and Sahayika were absent on the day
of inspection without giving any pridr information to the authoriiiss
concerncd and the reasen explained by her for her absence is not
acceptaple. The learned D.M. Gopalgan), passed a reasoned and
speaking wider. Tne appeliant falied miserably to point out any
liegality in the impugned crder or brought any new facts or
evidence lo conside: worthwhiie at iis stage.

For the reasons aforesaid, the impugned order of D.M.
Gopalgan) is upheld, and this appeal having no merit,is, dismissed.
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