
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 7586 of 2017 

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

1. Nanheji Upadhyay, Son of Yogendra Upadhyay, Resident of Village-Devapur, 

P.S.-Barauli, District-Gopalganj. 

2. Vinay Kumar Singh, Son of Sri Rambali Singh, Resident of Village-Pipara P.S. 

Sindhvaliya, District-Gopalganj. 

3. Arun Kumar Singh, Son of Sri Narendra Singh, Resident of Village-Pipara, P.S. 

Sindhvaliya District-Gopalganj. 

4. Vikash Kumar, Son of Devendra Singh Resident of Village-Karasghat, P.S.-

Sindhvaliya, District-Gopalganj. 

5. Swami Nath Prasad Yadav, Son of Punyadev Prasad Yadav, Resident of 

Village-Bahadura, P.S.-Baikunthpur, District-Gopalganj. 

6. Manoj Kumar, Son of Vishwanath Prasad,  Resident of Village-Rampur, P.S.-

Barauli, District-Gopalganj. 

7. Ramesh Kumar Jaiswal, Son of Sri Hiralal Prasad Resident of Village-

Mahammadpur, P.S.-Mahammadpur, District-Gopalganj. 

8. Rina Kuamri,  Son of Amresh Prasad, Resident of Village-Kushahar, P.S.-

Mahammadpur, District-Gopalganj. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar, through the Principal Secretary, Dept. of Education, Govt. 

of Bihar, Patna.   

2. The Principal Secretary, Dept. of Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.   

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

4. The District Education Officer, Gopalganj.   

5. The District Programme Officer, (Establishment), Gopalganj.   

6. The Block Education Officer Sindhwalia, Gopalganj.  

7. Sanjay Kumar, the District Programme Officer (Establishment) Gopalganj.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

With 

 

=========================================================== 
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1. Raghubar Singh,  Son of Late Ramrup Singh, resident of village / Mohalla - 

Dumariya, P.O. Dupariya, Via - Manjhagarh, P.S. Gopalganj, District - 

Gopalganj (Bihar). 

2. Rinku Kumari,  daughter of Sudama Singh,  resident of village / Mohalla - 

Majhwaliya, P.O. Hetampur, Via - Jamo, P.S. Jamo, District - Siwan (Bihar). 

3. Kumari Priyanka, Daughter of Gopal Prasad Sah,  resident of Village/ Mohallah 

- Bishunpura, P.O. Bishunpura, Via - Sidhwaliya, P.S. Sidhwaliya, District - 

Gopalganj (Bihar). 

4. Sidheshwar Nath Tiwari, Son of Ram Bharosa Tiwari, resident of village / 

Mohalla - Amhi Mishra, P.O. Dubey Jigna, Via - Bhore, P.S. Bhore, District - 

Gopalganj (Bihar). 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Education, 

Government of Bihar, Patna.  

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

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

4. The District Programme Officer (Establishment), Gopalganj.  

5. The Block Education Officer, Manjha, Gopalganj.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 
(In CWJC No.7586 of 2017) 

For the Petitioner/s : Mr. P. K. Shahi, Sr. Advocate 

Mr. Satyam Shivam Sundaram, Advocate 

For the Respondent/s : Mr.  

(In CWJC No.5630 of 2017) 

For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Raju Giri and 

    Mr. Santosh Kumar Mishra, Advocates 

For the State  : Mr. Ashutosh Ranjan Pandey, A.A.G. 15 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH 
                                                  ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 16-10-2017 
 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and the State. 
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2. The controversy involved in the case appears to have 

been sorted out by the District Programme Officer (Establishment), 

Gopalganj withdrawing his order, which is impugned dated 

31.05.2016, and further directing the authorities to accept the joining 

of the petitioners and also make payment of salary and for them to be 

registered on-line for training.  

3. In view thereof, the cause of action no longer 

remaining, the writ petitions stand disposed off.  

4. It goes without saying that if the order is not actually 

implemented, the petitioners shall have liberty to move before the 

appropriate forum, in accordance with law.  

 

 

 

 

P. Kumar 

                                                      (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 

 
AFR/NAFR  
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