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05-10-2016

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case N0.3231 of 2016
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 20032 of 2011

F. “Ritu Raj Bahadur , son of Jabahar Lal Gupta, resident of Mohalla-

Bhartiganj, Near Basti More, Post-Sasaram, District- Rohtas at Sasaram
2. Binod Kumar Tiwari, son of Shree Suchit Tiwari, resident of village-

Dudhahi Dihra, Post-Durwan, P.S. Tilauthu, District- Rohtas at Sasaram
3. Suresh Yadav, son of Shri Chamari Yadav, resident of village-Barimal,

Post-Dasma, P.S. Aurangabad ( Muffasil), District- Aurangabad(Bihar)
4..‘/Nityanand Singh, son of Late Deobansh Singh, resident of village-

\ P~ “Jokahari, Post- Padarama, P.S. Jamhore, District- Aurangabad (Bihar)

........ Petitioners
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar ,
Patna

2. The Principal Secretary, Human Resources Development Department,
Govt. of Bihar, Patna

3. The District Magistrate, Aurangabad

4. The Block Development Officer, Navinagar, Aurangabad(Bihar)

5. The Block Education Officer, Navinagar, Aurangabad

6. The Pramukh, Navinagar Block, Aurangabad( Bihar)

...._Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s > Mr. Anil Kr Singh No. 6
For the Respondent/s : Mr. Chittranjan Sinha- PAAG2

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

Heard Sri Anil Kumar Singh, learned counsel for
the petitioner and learned AC to Principal Addl. Advocate General
no.2.

The present petition has been filed with a prayer to
modify the order dated 06.05.2016 passed in C.W.J.C.N0.20032 of
2011 only to the extend of party position of Respondent nos. 4 to
6. It was submitted by learned counsel for the petitioners that due

to inadvertence, in the writ petition, Respondent nos. 4, 5 and 6,
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who were Block Development Officer, Block Education Officer
and Pramukh, were wrongly shown as Officers of Navinagar,
Aurangabad instead of Sadar Block, Aurangabad.

Since the writ petition was allowed for
implementing the order of the District Teachers Appointment
Appellate Authority, Aurangabad, the Court considers that there is
no difficulty in making the correction in the order, as has been
prayed. Accordingly, in place of Block Development Officer,
Navinagar, Aurangabad (Respondent no.4), it may be read as
Block Development Officer, Sadar Block, Aurangabad. In place of
Block Education Officer, Navinagar, Aurangabad (Respondent
no.5), it may be read as Block Education Officer, Sadar Block,
Aurangabad and in place of Pramukh, Navinagar Block,
Aurangabad (Respondent no.6), it may be read as Pramukh, Sadar
Block, Aurangabad.

Accordingly, the order dated 06.05.2016 stands
modified, as indicated above.

(Rakesh Kumar, J)




