IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.15974 of 2025

Hena Perween wife of Md. Merajul Abedin, Resident of Mafi House, New
Azimabad Colony, P.O.- Mahendru, P.S.-Sultanganj, District- Patna.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

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

The Additional Chief Secretary, Department of Education, Bihar.
The Director, Primary Education, Bihar.

Bihar School Examination Board, Patna through its Chairman, Patna.
The Secretary, Bihar School Examination Board, Patna.

The Chairman, Bihar School Examination Board, Patna

A o

The Examination Controller (Miscellaneous), Bihar School Examination
Board, Patna.

8.  The District Education Officer, Vaishali.

...... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Prince Kumar Mishra, Advocate
For the State : Standing Counsel (04)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJIT KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

2 25-09-2025 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and
learned counsel for the State.
2. The instant writ application has been filed for the
following reliefs:-

(i) For directing the respondent authorities to
allow the petitioner to complete the counselling
process and thereafter issue her appointment letter
as Exclusive Teacher in Botany subject.

(ii) For holding and declaring that the petitioner is
entitled to be appointed as Exclusive Teacher in

Botany subject on qualifying competency test and
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she should not be denied appointment merely on
the ground that she has made a mistake in writing
her Aadhar number in online application form by
one digit, which is a human error and same can be
easily verified/corrected.

(iii) For cost of litigation and any other relief to
which the petitioner is found entitled in the eye of

law.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that due
to inadvertence, one digit of the Aadhar number could not be
mentioned in the online application form, because of which the
process of counselling could not be completed. This is a human
error and could have been verified and easily corrected, since
the petitioner is in service.

4. Learned counsel for the State submits that it is a
human error and can be corrected and, therefore, direction may
be issued to respondent no.8 for making necessary correction
and to process her application for counselling.

5. Considering the submissions advanced on behalf of
the parties, this matter i1s directed to be considered by
respondent no.8 within a period of two weeks from the date of
production/receipt of a copy of this order, and necessary orders

shall be passed in this case for allowing the petitioner to appear
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in the competency test.
6. Accordingly, the instant writ application stands

disposed of.

(Ajit Kumar, J)
shikha/-




