
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18707 of 2014

======================================================
Smt. Soni Kumari aged about 29 years, Wife of Englesh Kumar, Resident of
Village - Sahebnagar, P.O. - Jatdumari, District- Patna. 

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar represented through the Principal Secretary Department
of Education, Government of Bihar, Patna.

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

3. District Program Officer (Establishment), District- Patna. 

4. Block Education Officer, Punpun, District- Patna. 

5. Block Pramukh, Punpun Block, District - Patna. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Dilip Kumar, Advocate
For the State :  Mr. Dilip Kumar, Advocate
======================================================

         CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH
                          and
                     HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH)

2 02-12-2022 The  matter  has  been  heard  through  video

conferencing.

2.  Heard  Mr.  Dilip  Kumar,  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner and learned counsel for the State.

3.  The  petitioner  has  moved  the  Court  for  the

following reliefs:

“That  this  is  an  application  for
issuance  of  an  appropriate  writ/writs,
order/orders,  direction/directions  for
appointment  to  the  petitioner  on  the  post  of
Account  Coordinator  in  Punpun  Block,
District-Patna  as  the  petitioner  has  highest
marks in total and/or pass such other order or
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orders  as  your  lordships  may  deem  fit  &
proper.”

4.  Learned counsel  for  the  petitioner  submitted  that

though he was number one in the panel prepared for selection to

the post of Account Co-ordinator but no appointment has been

made. After some arguments, learned counsel submitted that the

writ  petition  be  disposed  of  with  liberty  to  him to  represent

before the respondent no. 2.

5. Learned counsel for the State does not object.

6. In view thereof, the writ petition stands disposed of

with liberty to the petitioner to make a representation before the

respondent no. 2. If the same is done within one month from

today, the Court expects that the same would be disposed of, in

accordance with law, expeditiously.
    

Arish/-

                                          (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J) 

                                       (Harish Kumar, J)
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