
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.53 of 2018 

====================================================== 
Ranjit Kumar, S/o Rajndra Prasad Arvind, R/o Village- Balmiki Nagar, 

Main Road Sanda Bazar, Hilsa, P.S.- Hilsa, District- Nalanda. 
....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through Chief Secretary, Govt. of Bihar, Old 
Secretariat, Patna.   

2. The Principal Secretary, Department of Human Resources 
Development, Bihar, Patna.  

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

Patna.   
4. The Director, Mass Education, Government of Bihar, Patna.   

5. The District Education Officer, Nalanda (Biharsharif).   
6. The District Programme Officer (Literacy), Nalanda (Biharsharif).   
7. The District Adult and Non Formal Education Officer, Nalanda.  

....   ....  Respondent/s 
====================================================== 

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Rajeev Kumar, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Prabhakar Jha -Gp27 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR 

UPADHYAY 
ORAL ORDER 
 

2 16-02-2018 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and State. 

The petitioner has prayed for a direction to 

respondents to consider his case for absorption in terms of the 

decision of Court in C.W.J.C. No. 8418 of 2010 disposed of vide 

order dated 21.04.2011, which was affirmed by the L.P.A. Court 

in L.P.A. No. 1489 of 2011 vide order dated 11.08.2015. 

In view of the above, the writ application is disposed 

of with a direction to the respondents to examine the case of the 

petitioner in the light of the judgment of this Court in C.W.J.C. 

No. 8418 of 2010 disposed of vide order dated 21.04.2011 and the 
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order passed in L.P.A. No. 1489 of 2011 and take final decision 

within a maximum period of three months from the date of 

receipt/production of a copy of this order. 

It is needless to state here that in view of the 

Litigation Policy of the State Government, the respondents will 

extend similar treatment to the petitioner, if the case of the 

petitioner is similar to the case of the petitioners of C.W.J.C. No. 

8418 of 2010 and L.P.A. No. 1489 of 2011, similar treatment 

should be extended to this petitioner also. 

 
 

 
Uday/- 

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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