
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.20409 of 2018

======================================================
1. Anil  Kumar  Shrivastava  and  Ors  Son  of  Laxman  Prasad  Shrivastava,

Resident of Village-Bhagwanpur, P.S. Thawe, District-Gopalganj.

2. Rahul Kumar Ray, Son of Vinay Ray, Resident of Village-Chhitauna, P.S.-
Vijayipur, District-Gopalganj.

3. Archana Mishra, Wife of Rajesh Tiwari Resident of Village-Pyarepur, P.S.-
Barauli, District-Gopalganj.

4. Pintu  Kumar  Ray,  Son  of  Bashishth  Ray,  Resident  of  Village-Sher,  P.s.-
Sidhwalia, District-Gopalganj.

5. Ramesh Kumar, Son of Parma Mahto, Resident of Village-Akderwa, P.S.-
Baikunthpur, District-Gopalganj.

6. Sanjay Kumar, Son of Kamal Prasad Singh, Resident of Village-Jagiri Tola,
P.s.-Yadopur, District-Gopalganj.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar  

2. The Principal  Secretary,  Department  of Education,  Government  of Bihar,
Patna. 

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

4. The District Education Officer, Gopalganj. 

5. The District Programme Officer Establishment, Gopalganj. 

6. The Block education officer Barauli, Gopalganj. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Satyam Shivam Sundaram, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Prabhakar Jha, G.P. 27
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY

ORAL ORDER

2 11-07-2019 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned

counsel appearing on behalf of the State.

The issue raised in the present application is no more

res integra. Similar issue was decided by this Court in C.W.J.C.

No. 13362 of 2017 and C.W.J.C. No. 17377 of 2017 contained
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in Annexures 10 and 11.

Considering the aforesaid, the present writ application

is disposed of with a direction to respondents to take appropriate

decision  with  regard  to  the  claim  of  the  petitioner  within  a

maximum period of 60 days from the date of receipt/production

of  a  copy  of  this  order,  in  light  of  the  order  contained  in

Annexure 10 and 11. 
  

uma/-
(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)

U


