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IN THE HICGH JUDICATURE AT PATNA
" C.W.J.C, No. 2904 gf 1999
Smt. Prabha Kumari Vs, Statd of Bihar & ors.
For the petiticner: Mr. D.K{ Sinha,Sr.Advocate
For the State Mr. A.KJ] 8ingh,S.C. 3
For the B.P.S.C. Mr. Neelu Agrawa, Advocate
Heard counsel for ihe parties.
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