
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.933 of 2018

======================================================
Alka Kumari, daughter of Shri Amarnath Singh, resident of Village- Punama
Pratap  Nagar,  Gram Panchayat-  Punama Pratap  Nagar,  Police  Station  and
Block Naugachia, District- Bhagalpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Human  Resources
Development Department, Government of Bihar, New Secretariat  Building,
Bailey Road, Patna- 800 001.

2. The  Director,  Primary  Education,  Education  Department,  Government  of
Bihar, Patna.

3. The  District  Programme  Officer  (Establishment),  Education  Department,
Bhagalpur.

4. The District Education Officer, Bhagalpur, District- Bhagalpur.
5. The District Panchayat Raj Officer, Bhagalpur, District Bhagalpur.
6. The Block Development Officer, Naugachia Block, District- Bhagalpur.
7. The Block Education Officer, Naugachia, District- Bhagalpur.
8. The Panchayat  Secretary,  Gram Panchayat  Punama Pratap  Nagar,  District-

Bhagalpur.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Lalan Kumar Singh
For the Respondent/s :   Mr. Nishant Kumar- SC28
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY

ORAL ORDER

2 09-03-2018  Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the counsel

appearing on behalf of the State.

The  District  Teacher  Employment  Appellate  Authority,

Bhagalpur has passed order in Appeal Case  No. 42 of 2011 on

10.6.2013.

From Annexure-2 on wards, it appears that correspondence

between Panchayat Sachiv and District Programme Officer and

others concerned with the appointment of Panchayat Shikshak is

going on for the last more than four years. The respondents have
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neither  challenged  the  order  of  the  Appellate  Authority  nor

implemented the order of the Appellate Authority. This kind of

the attitude of the respondents is unbecoming. 

Under  the  compelling  circumstances,  instead  of  keeping

the writ  petition pending,  the court  is  constraint  to direct  the

respondent District Programme Officer either to challenge the

order  and  obtain  stay  from the  competent  authority  within  a

period of one month from today or implement the direction of

the Appellate Authority in its  entirety within a period of  one

month after expiry of the  period of one month as  indicated

hereinabove.  Failure  on  the  part  of  the  District  Programme

Officer (Establishment),Bhagalpur shall be viewed seriously. 

With  the  aforesaid  observation,  the  writ  petition  stands

disposed of. 
 

Ravi/-
(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)

U


