
THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.126 of 2013 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 655 of 2010  

====================================================== 

Meera Sinha, wife of late Rajendra Prasad, resident of Village Bhareti, P.O. 

Yogipur, P.S. Hilsa, District Nalanda 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through Sri Vyash Jee son of not known the Principal 

Secretary, Department of Health New Secretariat Belley Road, Patna. 

2. Sri Surendra Prasad, the Director-in-Chief of Health Services, 

Government of Bihar, New Secretariat, Patna 

3. Sri Sudhir Kumar Sinha, Civil Surgeon-cum-Chief Medical Officer, 

Madhubani, District Madhubani 

4. Sri Sita Mahto, In-charge Medical  Officer, Primary Health Center, 

Basopatti, District Madhubani 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Dilip Kumar 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Devendra Kr Sinha AAG2 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY 

ORAL ORDER 

 

9 01-09-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

counsel for the State. 

Division Bench of this Court has passed the order that 

petitioner should be given a proper opportunity with regard to 

certificate showing to be forged whereupon the authority has 

sought information from Nurses Council and Nurses Council 

after due enquiry submitted its report vide letter dated 

25.7.2013 showing the certificate of the petitioner to be 

forged and it also recorded that the original certificate and the 

marks sheet has been kept in the Nurses Council. Thereafter 

they have sent notice to show-cause about the report of the 
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Nurses Council showing her certificate to be forged. When it 

was not replied again a notice was sent to her to give reply to 

the show-cause but she went on leave and did not give any 

reply. Copy of the show-cause has been served upon counsel 

for the petitioner on 23.6.2015. Learned counsel for the 

petitioner has disputed the fact with regard to documents 

annexed with the show cause and challenge the report of the 

Nurses Council. 

In view of the report submitted by the Nurses Council 

this Court is not inclined to initiate contempt proceeding 

against the contemners. If the petitioner, so advised, she may 

challenge the report of the Nurses Council as well as 

termination order served upon her. 

Accordingly this application is dismissed. 

 
Vinay/- (Shivaji Pandey, J) 

 
U    

 


