
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16360 of 2013

======================================================
Nawal Kishore Singh Son of Sri Narayan Singh Resident Of Village & P.O.
Makarpur, Police Station - Makhdumpur in the District Of Jehanabad

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The District Panchayat Raj Officer, Jehanabad 

3. The District Teacher's Employment Appellate Authority, Jehanabad Through
Its Secretary 

4. The  Secretary,  District  Teacher's  Employment  Appellate  Authority,
Jehanabad 

5. The Block Development Officer, Ratni Faridpur, Jehanabad 

6. The Block Education Officer, Ratni Faridpur, Jehanabad 

7. The  Mukhiya  -  Cum  -  Chairman,  Teacher  Employment  Committee,
Narayanpur Gram Panchayat Under Ratni Faridpur Block, Jehanabad. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sunil Kumar, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Anjani Kumar, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY

ORAL ORDER

8 12-12-2025 Heard learned counsel for the parties.

2. The petitioner has filed the instant application for

the following reliefs:

“i. For quashing the order contain

in memo No. 679 dated 22.6.2013 passed by

the District Teacher's Employment Appellate

Authority,  Jehanabad (herein after  referred

as Authority) only to the extend by which the

District  Panchayat  Raj  Officer,  Jehanabad

has  been  directed  to  initiate  departmental

proceeding against the petitioner.
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ii. Also for any other relief reliefs

for  which  the  petitioner  is  found  to  be

entitled in the eye of law.

Photo  copy  of  order

contained  in  Memo  No.  679  dated

22.6.2013  passed  by  Authority,

Jehanabad  is  annexed  herewith  and

marked  as  Annexure-1  to  this

petition.”

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the

prayer  made  in  the  instant  application  having  become

infructuous with the passage  of  time,  he  seeks  permission to

withdraw the instant application.

4. In view of the above, the application is dismissed as

withdrawn.        
    

sauravkrsinha/-
(Partha Sarthy, J)

U


