
Patna High Court CWJC No.11660 of 2015 dt.04-10-2016 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11660 of 2015 

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

1. Shoiab Ansari son of Md. Yakub Ansari  

2. Md. Wazir Ansari Son of Late Sahjahan Ansari  

3. Md. Akbar Ansari, son of Late Latif Ansari  

4. Ashfaq Ahmad, son of Late Abdul Razzaq  

5. Md. Gul Majan, son of Md. Ali Hussain, All residents of Village + P.O.-  

Marojhyan, P.S.- Nasriganj, District- Rohtas 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar   

2. The Principal Secretary, Education Department, Government of Bihar, Patna   

3. The Director, Primary Education, Government of Bihar, Patna   

4. The District Magistrate, Rohtas   

5. The District Education Officer, Rohtas, Sasaram   

6. The District Programme officer, Primary Education Rohtas, Sasaram   

7. The Circle Officer, Nasriganj, Rohtas   

8. The Block Education Officer, Nasriganj, Rohtas   

9. The Mukhiya, Dihri Gram Panchayat, Nasriganj, Rohtas   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s      :      Mr. Rakesh Narayan Singh, Advocate. 

          Mr. Prabhat Ranjan Singh, Advocate. 

For the State                :     Mr. Vinay Kumar Mishra, AC to AAG 15 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

and 

HONOURABLE DR. JUSTICE RAVI RANJAN 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE) 

Date: 04-10-2016 

 

  Heard Mr. Rakesh Narayan Singh, learned Counsel for the 

petitioners and Mr. Vinay Kumar Mishra, learned Assistant Counsel 

to the AAG 15 for the State. 

 From the materials on record including the counter affidavit, 

which has been filed on behalf of the respondent Nos. 2 and 3, which 

indicate that the Government has allowed a plot of land, measuring 
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0.07 and 1/2 decimals for the purpose of school, in question, and the 

State respondents have taken the responsibility to complete the 

construction of the building of the School within a period of six 

months, we close this writ petition, which has been brought, in the 

public interest litigation, with direction to the State respondents to 

ensure the completion of the proposed construction of the building of 

the School, in question, within six months from today.  

 We also give liberty to the petitioners to approach this 

Court with appropriate application, in future, if the situation so 

warrants, and/or take recourse to appropriate provisions of law as may 

be permissible. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Prakash/- 

(I. A. Ansari, CJ) 

 

 

 

 

(Dr.  Ravi Ranjan, J) 
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