
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Letters Patent Appeal No.877 of 2019

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8654 of 2018

======================================================
Bidya Nand Ram Son of Late Raghuni Ram Resident of Village- Dhurgaon,
P.O. Dhurgaon, P.S.- Madhepura (Bharrahi O.P.), District- Madhepura.

...  ...  Appellant/s
Versus

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

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

3. The Secretary Primary Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna

4. The Director Primary Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna

5. The Commissioner Koshi Division, Saharsa

6. The Regional Deputy Director of Education Koshi Division, Saharsa

7. The District Magistrate Madhepura

8. The Deputy Development Commissioner Madhepura

9. The District Education Officer Madhepura

10. The District Programme Officer (Establishment) Madhepura

11. The District Programme Officer (Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan) Madhepura

12. The Block Education Officer Madhepura

13. Kumari Rina Bharti Headmaster Abhyas Middle School, Madhepura

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s :  None.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Shashi Shekhar Tiwary, AC to AAG 13
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI)

3 01-08-2022 None appears for the appellant.

Matter is relating to transfer of the appellant. It is seen

that transfer is effected in the year 2016 and he had filed CWJC

No.  18634  of  2016  and  it  was  disposed  off,  thereafter,  his
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representation was rejected on 13.03.2018. Feeling aggrieved by

the  rejection  of  his  representation  dated  13.03.2018  he  had

presented CWJC No. 8654 of 2018 and it was dismissed, thus,

the appellant has presented the present appeal.

It is evident that there is no interim order in favour of

the appellant so as to examine validity of the transfer order read

with rejection of appellant’s representation dated 13.03.2018 in

the year 2022. Moreover the order of transfer has already spent

its force.

In  the  light  of  these  facts  and  circumstances,  the

present appeal stands dismissed. 
    

Vikash/-

(P. B. Bajanthri, J) 

 (Rajiv Roy, J)
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