
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.13907 of 2022

======================================================
Anil Kumar, Son of Ragho Prasad Singh, Resident of Village- Belaw, P.O.-
Fatehbad, P.S.- Kaler, District- Arwal. ...  ...  Petitioner

Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Secretary, Health Service, Bihar, Patna.

2. Director-In-Chief, Health Services, Government of Bihar, Patna.

3. Additional  Director,  Tuberculosis  Exhibition  and  Training  Centre,
Agamkuan, Patna.

4. Civil Surgeon-cum-Chief Medical Officer, Saran at Chapra.

5. Officer on Special Duty, Health Department, Bihar, Patna.
...  ...  Respondents

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Ram Hriday Prasad, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Suryakant Kumar, AC to GA-8
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

3 06-04-2023  Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

AC to GA-8 for the State.

2. The petitioner, in this case, is seeking the following

reliefs:-

“I.  To  set-aside  the  order  of  Additional  Director
Tuberculosis  Exhibition  and Training  Centre,  Patna
dated  03.02.2020  (Annexure-2)  by  which  the
petitioner  has  been  relieved  from  the  office  of
T.B.D.C., Patna and has been directed to join in the
office  of  Director-in-chief  (Disease  Control)  Health
Services, Bihar, Patna.
II. To set-aside the order of Director-in-Chief, Health
Services,  Bihar,  Patna  dated  08.06.2020  (wrongly
typed  08.06.2017  in  the  petition)  (Annexure-3)  by
which he has been transferred in the office of Civil
Surgeon, Saran.
III.  For  directing  the  respondents  to  transfer  the
petitioner  in  the  office  of  Additional  Director
T.B.D.C., Patna or Director in Chief, Health Service,
Patna.
IV. For grant of all consequential benefits.”
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3.  The  petitioner  in  this  case  is  aggrieved  by  and

dissatisfied with Annexures ‘2’ and ‘3’ to the writ application.

4.  Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submits  that

Annexure ‘2’ is stigmatic in nature.

5.  The  fact  remains  that  Annexures  ‘2’ and  ‘3’ are

dated  03.02.2020  and  08.04.2020  respectively.  The  petitioner

has already joined at the transferred place. 

6.  This  Court  finds  no  reason  to  interfere  with

Annexures ‘2’ and ‘3’ of the writ application which has already

been complied with two and half years back.

7.  This  writ  application  stands  disposed  of

accordingly.
    

SUSHMA2/-
(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)

U


