
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1778 of 2015 

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

1. Deepak Prasad Singh Son of Ram Pranarth Prasad Singh  of Village - 

Modhaiya, P.S. Piar, District- Muzaffarpur.  

2. Md. Noor Alam  Son of Md. Idrish. Of Village- Makrandpur P.S. 

Gaighat, District- Muzaffarpur.  

3. Bhuwan Ranjan Arya Son of Yamuna Prasad  of Village- Kathaulaya 

P.S. Baruraj, District- Muzaffarpur.  

4. Md. Halim Ali Son of Md. Sadik,  of Village- Piar tola Bahadur Gardh. 

P.S. Piar, District- Muzaffarpur.  

5. Devanand  Son of Jyoti Narayan Singh of   Village- Harpur Lahauri P.S. 

Ahiyapur, District- Muzaffarpur.  

6. Om Prakash  Son of Ram Kishore Ojha  of village- Chaumukh, P.S. 

Boohahan, District- Muzaffarpur.  

7. Krishnandan Sahni  Son of Ramdhyan Sahni  of Village- Sahijan P.S. 

Hathauri, District- Muzaffarpur.  

8. Md. Jabbar Rain  Son of Md. Suit Rain  of Village Birarakh, P.S. 

Sursand, Distt- Sitamarhi.  

9. Kavindra Sahni Son of Munilal Sahni of Village- Chaserghatta P.S. 

Baruraj District- Muzaffarpur.  

10. Vijay Kumar Thakur Son of Ram Swarath Thakur. Of Village- 

Lakhorkha P.S. Piar, District- Muzaffarpur.  

11. Virendra Bhakt Son of Yogennath Bhakt  of Village- Kadariya, P.S. 

Baradand. District- Muzaffarpur.  

12. Chandra Bhusan Kumar, Son of Jaglal Das  of  Village- Atardah P.S. 

Sadar, District- Muzaffarpur.  

13. Apurva Kumar  Son of Sonelal Rai  of Village- Madapur, P.S. Kurhani 

District- Muzaffarpur.  

14. Md. Imramuddin  Son of Mahmood Hassan of  Village- Paravit P.S. 

Bochahan, District- Muzaffarpur.  

15. Vinod Kumar  Son of Ram Ashray Sahni of Village- Dharbhari P.S. 

Deoriya, District- Muzaffarpur.  

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

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

Govt. of Bihar, Patna.    

2. Director Primary Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.    

3. Regional Dy. Director of Education Tirhut Division Muzaffarpur.    

4. District Education Officer, Muzaffarpur.   

5. District Programme Officer (Establishment). Muzaffarpur.    

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Arun Kumar 

For the Respondent/s       :     AC to GP – 4  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 
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2 08-02-2017 Heard Sri Arun Kumar, learned counsel for the 

petitioners and learned  AC to GP No. 4.  

In the present writ petition  fifteen petitioners have 

prayed for directing the respondents to consider their cases for 

granting B.A. Trained Scale Grade –III from 29.12.2012  in their 

respective schools. 

At the very outset learned counsel  for the petitioners by 

way of referring to an  oral judgment dated 17.12.2015 passed in 

CWJC No. 17139 of 2014 makes a prayer for disposal of the 

present writ petition granting liberty to the petitioners to approach 

the Director, Primary Education  by filing fresh representation  

and Director,   Primary Education may be directed to examine the 

case and  pass appropriate  order in accordance with law. 

   In view of the statement made  by learned counsel  for 

the petitioners there is   no difficulty  in disposing  of the writ 

petition. Accordingly, the writ  petition stands  disposed of  

granting liberty to the petitioners to file  their separate 

representations  before the Director, Primary Education,  

Government of Bihar  regarding the claim made in the present writ 

petition  within a period of six weeks.  If  such representations are 

filed by the petitioners separately within time  the Court expects 

that the  Director,  Primary Education may pass  appropriate order  
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in accordance with law on their representation   preferably within 

a period of  three months  from  the date of filing of 

representations.  

It is clarified that  this Court has not  recorded any 

opinion on the merit of the case. 

 

 
 

 

Praful/- 

(Rakesh Kumar, J) 
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