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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.8572 of 2016

Salita Kumari wife of Sri Ravi Ranjan, resident of Village- Jaruhabagh
Tola, P.S.- Hazipur, District- Vaishali.

........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar,
2. The District Magistrate, Vaishali.
3. The District Programme Officer (Establishment), Vaishali,
4. The Block Development Officer, Raghopur, Vaishali,
5. The Block Education Officer, Raghopur, Vaishali,
6. The Headmaster Upgraded Middle School, Jamalpur, Raghopur,
Vaishali.

........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Prabhu Nath Pathak
For the Respondent/s : Mr. Prabhat Ranjan A.C. to G.P. -6

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR
UPADHYAY
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the
counsel appearing on behalf of the State.

In view of the prayer made in the writ petition, the
writ petition is disposed of with direction to the District
Programme Officer (Estb.), Vaishali (Respondent no.3) who shall
examine the claim of the petitioner and if it is found that the
petitioner was duly appointed and he is working, the respondent
no.3 is under obligation to ensure payment of salary to the
petitioner within a period of 30 days from the date of
receipt/production of a copy of this order.

It is made clear that this court has not expressed any
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opinion on the merit of the case with regard to validity of the
appointment of the petitioner and the claim that the petitioner is
working, the respondent no.3 is suppose to examine the record and
decide the claim of the petitioner within the aforesaid period and
in case it is found that the petitioner is entitled to payment of
salary, the same may be extended within a period of 30 days from
the date of passing of such order.

With the aforesaid, the writ petition stands disposed
of.

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)




