
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 19878 of 2015 

=========================================================== 
Nashima Khatoon Wife of Salamat, resident if Village- Bharhar, P.S.- Phulparas, 

District- Madhubani. 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

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

Vikash Bhawan, Patna.   
2. The Director, Primary Education, Government of Bihar, New Secretariat, Patna.   
3. The District Education Officer, Madhubani.   

4. The District Programme Officer, (Establishment), Madhubani.   
5. The Block Education Extension Officer, Phulparas District Madhubani.   

6. The Gram Panchayat Raj, Siswar through its Secretary, P.S. Phulparas, District 
Madhubani.   

7. The Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchyat Raj, Siswar, P.S. Phulparas, District 

Madhubani.  
8. The Mukhiya, Gram Panchayat Raj, Siswar, P.S. Phulparas, District 

Madhubani.   
9. The Headmaster, Primary School, Bharhar, Siswar, P.S. Phulparas, District 

Madhubani.   

 
....   ....  Respondent/s 

=========================================================== 
Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.  

For the Respondent/s : Mr.  
=========================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH  
                                                    ORAL JUDGMENT 
Date: 29-01-2018 

 
 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the State.  

2. After some arguments, learned counsel for the 

petitioner submitted that for the cause of action, he has also filed 

representation before the respondent no. 3 several times which are 

still pending.  It was further submitted that the issue has been 

decided by the Court but still no order is being passed on the 

representation. He submitted that the writ petition be disposed off 

with a direction to the respondent no. 3 to consider and dispose off 
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the representation filed by the petitioner.  

3. Learned counsel for the State does not oppose.  

4. In view thereof, the writ petition stands disposed off 

with a direction to the respondent no. 3 to consider and dispose off 

the representation filed by the petitioner, copy of one of which is 

Annexure-5 to the writ application, expeditiously and in any case 

within three weeks from the date of production of a copy of this 

order before him.  

 

 
 

 
 
P. Kumar 

                                                        (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 

 
AFR/NAFR  

U  

 


