IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.2101 of 2016

C 1. Birendra Kumar Singh son of Late Shashi Bhushan Prasad Singh
{;,FE O /5 Resident of Mohalla - Mithila Colony, Nasariganj, P.O. Bataganj, P.S.
ql anapur, District - Patna.
Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Health Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna.
A ZJ' he Director-in-Chief, Health Services, Bihar, Patna.
O r \ 8..The Director, Health Services, Bihar, Patna.
OFF\ G A The Superintendent, Patna Medical College and Hospital, Patna.
5. Smt. Renuka Kumari wife of not knew to the petitioner Presently Sister
Incharge, Dialysis Unit, Patna Medical College and Hospital, Patna.

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Anita Kumari
For the Respondent Nos.1to 4:  Mr. Shakib Ayaz, AC to GA 9

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
and
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SAMARENDRA PRATAP
SINGH

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE)

6  08-04-2016 Heard Mr. Anita Kumari, learned Counsel for the
petitioner, and Mr. Shakib Ayaz, learned AC to GA 9, appearing
for the respondent Nos. 1 to 4.
This is an application, under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India seeking, inter alia, a writ, in the nature of
public interest litigation, directing the State-respondent authorities,
namely, respondent Nos. 1 to 4, to remove respondent No.5,
namely, Smt. Renuka Kumari, from the Dialysis Unit, who, being

Sister-in-Charge of the Dialysis Unit, is alleged to have
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misbehaved with patients, their attendants and other Sister Nurses
at the Dialysis Unit of Patna Medical College and Hospital, Patna,
though several complaints have been made against her, but no
action has been taken by the State Government.

Upon perusal of the materials on record and hearing
learned Counsel for the parties concerned, it transpires that a show
cause notice has been issued to the respondent No.5, namely, Smt.
Renuka Kumari by respondent No.4, namely, Superintendent,
Patna Medical College and Hospital, Patna.

In view of the above, we do not find that this writ
petition, in the form of Public Interest Litigation, calls for any
further direction of this Court except that the State respondents
including respondent No.4, namely, Superintendent, Patna
Medical College and Hospital, Patna, shall do the needful in
accordance with law, within a period of six weeks from today.

With the above observations and directions, this writ
petition shall stand disposed of.

(I.LA. Ansari, ACJ)

(Samarendra Pratap Singh, J)




