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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.2132 of 2015

B Priyanka Rai W/o Shri Shailesh Rai resident at New Rattan Hatta, P.O. Purnea,
3= Ij_grnea, District Purnea.

Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar

2. The District Magistrate , Purnea.

3. The Senior Deputy Collector, Purnea.
4. The District Education Officer, Purnea.

5.Th

rict Programme Officer (Establishment), Purnea

r OFF \Gcﬂ'u Block Development Officer, Dagarua, P.O+ P.S. Dagarua, District Purnea.

. Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Bipin Bihari Singh

For the Respondent/s :

Mr. GA6- SMT. NEELU AGRAWAL

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI

ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 05-02-2015

05.02.2015
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Heard learned counsel for the parties.

Writ application is dismissed, because it
cannot be a case that merely because District Magistrate
had given direction upon the authorities after certain
complaints were received in the Janta Durbar therefore
authority who has exercised power is without jurisdiction.
It is a misnomer and misplaced kind of submission,
which has been made on behalf of the petitioner.

It is evident from perusal of the impugned
order that such appointments were required to be looked
into, because forged and fabricated materials were used

for such selection. That aspect of the matter was
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examined and conclusion has been reached. The District
Magistrate was the authority before whom such serious
omission was brought to his notice he marked the matter
to the competent authority to verify and decide.

The order impugned, therefore, is not required
to be interfered with on that ground. Writ application is

dismissed, accordingly.

(Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J.)



