
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.12281 of 2022

======================================================
Shashi Anand Son of Shri Ramrup Ram, resident of village - Motha, P.S. -
Goh, District - Aurangabad.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Additional Chief Secretary, Department of
Education, Government of Bihar, Patna.

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

3. The District Magistrate, District - Aurangabad.

4. The District Education Officer, Aurangabad.

5. The District Programme Officer (Establishment), District - Aurangabad.

6. The  Member  Secretary,  Block  Teachers  Employment  Unit-cum-Block
Panchayat Raj Officer, Anchal - Goh, District - Aurangabad.

7. The Block Development Officer, Anchal - Goh, District - Aurangabad.

8. The Block Education Officer, Anchal - Goh, District - Aurangabad.

9. The  Member  Secretary,  Panchayat  Employment  Unit-cum-Panchayat
Secretary, Dihuri Gram Panchayat Raj, Anchal Goh, District - Aurangabad.

10. Kamakhya Yadav, son of Rambali  Yadav, resident of village - Kazibigha,
P.O. Dadar, P.S.- Goh, District- Aurangabad.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Sunil Kumar Dubey
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Arvind Kumar, AC to GP 23
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

4 08-05-2023   Learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that the

petitioner  has  filed  the  present  writ  application  against  the

orders,  passed  by  the  Block  Education  Officer,  Goh,

Aurangabad and the Member Secretary, Panchayat Employment

Unit,  Goh,  Aurangabad,  whereby  the  petitioner  has  been

directed to hand over charge in favour of respondent no. 10 and

further direction to initiate disciplinary proceeding against the
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petitioner for not handing over the charge and subsequently the

charge has been given to respondent no. 10. He further submits

that  the  impugned  orders  are  appealable  before  the  District

Appellate  Authority.  Accordingly,  he  seeks  permission  to

withdraw this writ application with liberty to file appeal before

the District Appellate Authority.

Permission is granted.

This application is dismissed as withdrawn, with the

liberty aforesaid.

It  is  made  clear  that  if  an  appeal  is  filed  by  the

petitioner within a period of one month from today, along with a

petition for condonation of delay, the same shall be considered

by the District Appellate Authority, in accordance with law.    
    

Prabhakar Anand/-
(Anil Kumar Sinha, J.)
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