
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16247 of 2015 

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

 Navin Kumar son of Sri Chandra Narayan Lal, resident of village & P.O. 

Pokharbhira, P.S.- Kukari in the district of Sitamarhi    ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Agriculture 

Department, Government of Bihar, Patna   

2. The Principal Secretary, Agriculture Department, Government of Bihar, 

Patna   

3. The Director, Agriculture Department, Government of Bihar, Patna   

4. The Joint Director, Agriculture, Saran Division, Saran at Chhapra   

5. The District Agriculture Officer, Saran at Chhapra   

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Sunil Kumar, Advocate  

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Prashant Pratap, GA 6 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SAMARENDRA PRATAP SINGH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 21-04-2016 The petitioner seeks quashing of the order dated 

6.5.2015 by which he has been suspended with immediate effect 

by the Director, Agriculture, Bihar, Patna in view of report of 

his unauthorized absence from the block headquarters and lack 

of interest in departmental work. 

The petitioner assails the suspension order stating that 

no charge has been framed against him till date. 

Counsel for the State referring to the counter affidavit 

submits that the charge memo has already been prepared and 

altogether five charges have been framed against the petitioner. 

A copy of the charge memo dated 6.5.2015 is contained in 

Annexure B to the counter affidavit.  
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Having regard to the facts and circumstances of the 

case, the writ petition is disposed of with direction to the 

respondents to conclude the departmental proceeding within a 

period of eight months from the date of receipt/production of a 

copy of this order, failing which the suspension order would 

stand vacated. It is made clear that the petitioner would co-

operate in the proceedings.  

 

Shashi. 
(Samarendra Pratap Singh, J) 
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