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Judgement :

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case

No.750 of 2012 Ganesh Kumar Roy, son of Ganaur Roy, resident of Village Ram

Bahadurpur, Police Station Kalyanpur, District Samastipur........................Petitioner

Versus 1. The State Of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Human Resources

Development Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

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

3. The District Magistrate, Samastipur, District Samastipur. 4.The District

Superintendent of Education, Samastipur.

5. The Block Education Extension Officer, Kalayanpur, District Samastipur.

6. The Block Development Officer, Kalyanpur, District Samastipur.

7. The Mukhia, Gram Panchayat Raj Ram Ram Bahadurpur, Police Station

Kalyanpur, District Samastipur.

8. The Secretary, Gram Panchayat Raj Ram Bahadurpur, Police Station

Kalyanpur, District Samastipur.
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9. The District Teachers Appointment Authority Samastipur through its

Chairperson, At + P.O. Samastipur, District Samastipur...Respondents --------

12. 01.2012 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner as well as learned counsel for

the State. From the impugned order of the Appellate Authority it is clear that due to

carelessness and indiscipline shown by the petitioner during his first term of

engagement as Shiksha Mitra, his term was not renewed. Evidences were also

considered by the Appellate Authority 2 that during the period he claimed to have

proceeded on leave on the ground that he was ill he was working somewhere else.

In the circumstances, this Court does not find any error in the order of the

Appellate Authority and does not find any merit in the claim of the petitioner that

his engagement was not renewed only on account of the fact that he had not

passed Intermediate Examination. The writ application is, accordingly, dismissed.

(J.

N. Singh, J.) BT
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