
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1896 of 2024

======================================================
Ramashish Paswan son of Khantar Paswan, Resident of village-Bakhtiyarpur,
Ward No. 5, P.S.-Simri Bakhtiyarpur, District-Saharsa.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

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

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

4. The Commissioner Koshi Division, Saharsa.

5. The District Magistrate, Saharsa.

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

7. The District Education Officer, Saharsa.

8. The District Programme Officer (Establishment), Saharsa.

9. The Block Education Officer, Saharsa.

10. The Mukhiya Gram Panchayat Koparia, PS Salkhua, Distt Saharsa.

11. Neha Bharti, S/o Late Rajesh Prasad Gupta, Resident of DB Road Ward No.
10 Ply House Gali P.O, P.S. and Distt Saharsa.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Amarnath Jha, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Standing Counsel 04
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

4 30-09-2024 1.  Though  the  present  petition  has  been  filed  for

directing the respondents to quash the letter dated 03.11.2023,

issued by the District Program Officer (Establishment), Saharsa

to  the  Panchayat  Secretary-cum-Private  Secretary,  Gram

Panchayat,  Koparia Block, Saharsa,  District-Saharsa,  directing

him  to  file  review  petition,  before  the  District  Appellate

Authority,  Saharsa,  however,  the  learned  counsel  for  the
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respondent-State submits by referring to the counter affidavit,

filed in the present case that since the petitioner was not posted

as Panchayat Secretary at the relevant time, the said direction is

not binding upon him.

2. The learned counsel for the petitioner submits that

if it be so, the present writ petition be disposed off.

3.  Accordingly,  the  present  writ  petition  stands

disposed off.
    

Saurav/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)

U


