
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18056 of 2014 
====================================================== 

Meena Kumari, wife of Harinath Ray, Resident of village- Derhpura, P.O.- 
Derhpura, P.S.- Mahanar, District- Vaishali (Bihar). 
 

....   ....    Petitioner 
Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through its Principal Secretary,  Human Resources 
Development Department, Government of Bihar, Vikash Bhawan, 
Bailey Road, Patna. 

2. The Joint Secretary, Human Resources Development Department, 
Government of Bihar, Vikash Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna(Bihar).  

3. The Director (Primary Education),  Human Resources Development 
Department, Government of Bihar, Vikash Bhawan, Bailey Road, 
Patna(Bihar). 

4. The District Education Officer, Vaishali, District- Vaishali (Bihar).   
5. The Block Education Extension Officer, Mahanar, District- Vaishali 

(Bihar).   
 

....   ....  Respondents 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 

For the Petitioner           :      Mr. Vinay Kumar Mishra, Advocate.  
For the Respondents       :     Mr. Vivek Prasad, G.P. 18.  
====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR SINGH  
ORAL ORDER 

 

2 06-12-2017                Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

counsel for the State. 

               The following reliefs have been sought for by the 

petitioner in the present writ application. 

 “1 A. For issuance of writ/writs, 

order/orders and direction/directions in 
the nature of certiorari for quashing the 

Memo No. 255 dated 03.06.2010 
passed by the Block Education 

Extension Officer, Mahnar, District-
Vaishali by which the appointment of 

petitioner has been cancelled and 
further direction was given not to allow 

the petitioner to put her signature on 
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Attendance Register. 
B. For issuance of writ/writs, 

order/orders and direction/directions in 
the nature of mandamus commanding 
the respondent to reinstate the 

petitioner. 
C. For issuance of writ/writs, 

order/orders and direction/directions in 
the nature of mandamus commanding 

the respondents to pay the salary of the 
petitioner for period she has been 

illegally terminated from the service 
and treated the break period as in 

continuous service. 
D. For issuance of writ/writs, 

order/orders and direction/directions 
may be issued in favour of the 

petitioner in accordance with law for 
which she is entitled to in the ends of 
justice, equity and fair play.” 

 
                 Considering the reliefs as sought for by the petitioner in 

the present writ application, the petitioner is directed to prefer an 

appeal before the District Appellate Authority, Vaishali at Hajipur, 

within a period of thirty days from the date of the order, which 

shall be disposed of in accordance with law, within the statutory 

period. 

               With the aforesaid observations and directions, the 

present writ application stands disposed of. 

                      

U.K./- (Sudhir Singh, J) 
U    

 


