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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.17645 of 2015

1. Renu Kumari Wife of Subodh Singh, Resident of Vill. - Jhikarua, P.s. +
Block - Narhat, District - Nawada.

........ Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Health,
Gowt. of Bihar, Patna.
2. The Director - in- Chief, Health Services Bihar, Patna.
3. The Regional Deputy Director of Health, Magadh Division, Gaya.
4. The Executive Director, State Health Society, Bihar, Patna.
5. The District Magistrate - cum - chairman, District Health Society
Nawadah, District - Nawadah.
6. The Civil Surgeon - cum - Member Secretary, District Health Society,
Nawadah.
7. The District Programme Manager, District Health Society, Nawadah.
8. The In - Charge Medical Officer, Primary Health Centre, Narhat, Block -
Narhat, District - Nawadah.

.... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Rajeev Kumar Singh
For the Respondent/s : Mr. P.N. Shahi- AAG 10
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR
JHA
ORAL ORDER

Heard both parties.
The petitioner has filed this writ petition for a direction
to the respondents to consider the case of the petitioner for
appointment on the post of Auxiliary Nurse Midwifery for
Primary Health Centre, Narhat, Block-Narhat, District-Nawada.
The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
petitioner has filed appeal (Annexure 13) before the Executive
Director, State Health Society, Bihar, Patna, respondent No.4 and

the same is pending. The learned counsel for the petitioner submits
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that at his instance, this writ petition is placed under the heading to
be mentioned for a direction to the Executive Director to dispose
of his appeal. It is submitted that by one stroke of pen, three
AN.Ms. were terminated but two of them have already been
reinstated.

It appears that the petitioner moved before this Court
against her termination in CWJC No.12250 of 2012 and this Court
vide order dated 19.07.2012 did not interfere into the order of
termination of the petitioner.

Considering the facts aforesaid, this writ petition is
disposed of with a direction to the respondent No.4 to dispose of
her appeal in accordance with law, if possible, within four months,
as prayed for by the learned counsel for the petitioner.

Accordingly, the writ petition stands disposed of.

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J)



