IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.148 of 2025
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.17429 of 2016

Dhirendra Kumar Jha Son of Late Jateshwar Jha, Resident of Village- Rani,
Police Station- Bachhwara, District - Begusarai. At present posted and
working as Assistant Teacher (Graduate Trained), Upgraded Middle School,
Murli Tole, Bachhwara, District - Begusarai.
...... Petitioner
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Mr. S. Siddharta, the Principal Secretary,
Education Department Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

2. Mr. Tushar Singhela, the District Magistrate-cum-Collector, Begusarai.

3. Mr. Ravinder Kumar Sahu, the District Programme Officer (Establishment),
Begusarai.

4. Mr. Subhro Sanyalaya, the Regional Deputy Director of Education, Munger
Division, Munger.

Mr. Rajdeo Ram, the District Education Officer-cum- Chairman, Begusarai.

6. Smt. Nirmala Kumari, the Block Education Officer, Bachhwara Block,
District - Begusarai.

...... Opposite Parties
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Umesh Kumar Mishra, Advocate
For the Opposite Parties : Mr.Government Advocate 2

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

3 28-11-2025 Heard the parties.

2. By the order under contempt dated 03.12.2018
passed in CWJC No. 17429 of 2016, the writ petition came to be
disposed of with a direction to respondent No. 4 to take a final
decision pursuant to the communication dated 17.11.2017.

3. Learned Advocate for the petitioner submitted that
in compliance with the order of this Court, the concerned
District Education Officer as well as the District Programme

Officer (Establishment), Begusarai, have come up with Memo
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No.2032 dated 31.07.2019 and the petitioner has been accorded
all the benefits of promotion, but surprisingly the same stood
cancelled within a month vide a letter contained in Memo No.
2177 dated 19.08.2019. Further submission has been made that
the Regional Deputy Director of Education has directed the
authorities concerned to give emphasis upon the order of this
Court and ensure the promotion as has been granted to the
petitioner, however, the same has not been done. Hence this
contempt application.

4. Having noticed the afore noted position this Court
does not find any reason/occasion to continue with this
contempt proceeding as a fresh cause of action has been accrued
in favour of the petitioner. Accordingly, the present contempt
application stands closed. However, the petitioner is at liberty to
take appropriate action or challenge the order, if so advised.

5. This application stands disposed of accordingly.

(Harish Kumar, J)



