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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.5496 of 2011

Smt. Rewati Kumari, W/o Subhash Kumar, resident of village- Pyarepur,
R.S.- Sarmera, District- Nalanda

Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar
2. The Secretary, Department of Education, Bihar, Patna
3. The District Magistrate-cum-Collector, Nalanda
4..‘/District Education Superintendent, District- Nalanda

5. Area Education officer, Biharsharif, Nalanda

6. Block Education Extension Officer, Sarmera, District- Nalanda

7. Anil Prasad, Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat, Sarmera, District- Nalanda

8. Ambika Rajak, Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Sarmera, District-
Nalanda

9. Mahesh Prasad, Principal, Primary School, Chuharchak, Sarmera
Panchayat, Distt. Nalanda

10. Sushma Kumari, W/o Sri Birender Prasad, Resident of village + P.O.-
Sasaur, P.S. Sarmera, District- Nalanda

11. Smt. Rekha Kumari W/o Sri Maneshwar Prasad, R/o Village Badi
Misian P.O.- Hussain, P.S.- Sarmera, District- Nalanda

12. The Vigilance, Patna

...._Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Sanjay Kumar Sharma
For the Respondent/s . Mr. ACto AAG-3

Mr. Ramakant Sharma, Sr. Law Officer, Vig.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

In this case, earlier by order dated 20.07.2016 the
Vigilance Investigation Bureau through its Superintendent of
Police, Bihar, Patna was permitted to be added as Respondent
no.12 and the learned counsel for the petitioner was directed to
serve copy of entire brief on learned Senior Law Officer for the
Vigilance Investigation Bureau.

Sri Ramakant Sharma, learned Senior Law Officer
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of the Vigilance Investigation Bureau submits that in view of
earlier order, he had collected the copy of the entire brief and
briefly an enquiry was conducted. Prima facie, he suggests that
some irregularity has been committed in the entire selection
process.

| have perused the materials on record.

In view of facts and circumstances, instead of
keeping the writ petition pending, the Court proposes to dispose of
the writ petition with observation that if in enquiry the materials
are collected , which suggests commission of cognizable offence,
the Superintendent of Police, Vigilance Investigation Bureau is
required to immediately register a regular case, investigate the
same and take steps for early conclusion of the investigation.

The writ petition stands disposed of.

This order was passed in presence of learned
counsel for the petitioner, learned AC to AAG-3 as well as Sri
Ramakant Sharma, learned Senior Law Officer of the Vigilance
Department.

(Rakesh Kumar, J)




