
 

HIGH COURT OF TRIPURA 

AGARTALA 
 

WP(C) 546 of 2025 
 

1. Pabitra Kumar Bhowmik, Son of Late Paresh Chandra Bhowmik, Resident 

of Bhati Abhoy Nagar, Cantonment Road, Agartala, West Tripura, PIN-

799001. (Age-61 years) 

 

2. Pradip Sarma, Son of Late Surendra Sarma, Resident of Kulai Bazar, 

Dhalai, Tripura, PIN-799204. (Age-64 years) 

 

3. Gobinda Chakraborty, Son of Late Anangamohan Chakraborty, Resident of 

Kulai Bazar, Dhalai, Tripura, PIN-799204. (Age - 68 years) 

 

---Petitioner(s) 

Versus 

1. The State of Tripura (to be represented by) the Secretary, Education 

(School) Department, Government of Tripura, New Secretariat Building, New 

Capital Complex, Kunjaban, P.S New Capital Complex, Agartala, West 

Tripura, PIN – 799010. 

2. The Secretary, Education (School) Department, Government of Tripura, 

New Secretariat Building, New Capital Complex, Kunjaban, P.S - New 

Capital Complex, Agartala, West Tripura, PIN-799010. 

3. The Director of Secondary Education, Government of Tripura, Shiksha 

Bhavan, Office Lane, Agartala, West Tripura, PIN-799001. 

4. Smt Sutapa Dey, Graduate Teacher, Care of The Headmaster, Gakulnagar 

High School, Kumarghat, Gakulnagar, Unakoti District, Tripura, PIN - 

799290.  

5. Sri Prabir Majumder, Graduate Teacher, Care of The Headmaster, 

Lankamura H.S. School, Lankamura, Agartala, West Tripura, PIN: 799009 

6. Smt Rita Chanda, Graduate Teacher, Care of the Headmaster, Kamini 

Kumar Singha Memorial H.S. School, Dhaleswar, Agartala, West Tripura, 

PIN: 799004.  

---Respondent(s) 

For Petitioner(s)       : Mr. P Roy Barman, Sr. Advocate. 

     Mr. S. Bhattacharjee, Advocate.  

     Mr. K. Nath, Advocate.  

     Mr. Dipjyoti Paul, Advocate.  

     Ms. Aradhita Debbarma, Advocate.  

For Respondent(s)       : Mr. K. De, Addl. GA.  
  

 

HON’BLE JUSTICE DR. T. AMARNATH GOUD 
 

Order  
25.09.2025 

  This is a petition under Article 226 of the Constitution of India 

for seeking the following relief(s):  



Page 2 of 2 
 

Issue Rule upon the Respondents to show cause as to why a Writ in 

the nature of Mandamus and/or any other order/orders shall not be 

issued whereby directing the Respondents to grant the benefit of one 

advance increment in favour of the Petitioners for undergoing 

training in Certificate in Elementary Education (CETE), and also 

grant all ancillary benefits flowing therefrom, including but not 

limited to re-fixation of the pay of the Petitioners. 

AND 

Call for the records pertaining to the instant Writ Petition from the 

custody of the Respondents and to make the rule absolute. 

AND 

After hearing both the parties pass order/orders as this Hon'ble 

High Court considers to be fit and proper. 

 

  It is seen from the record that there is no impugned order under 

challenge. Hence, the writ petition is not maintainable under Article 226 of the 

Constitution of India, where a writ of mandamus can be issued. On this ground, the 

instant writ petition stands dismissed. 

  However, during the course of hearing, learned counsel for the 

petitioners submitted that since the matter relates to the retirement benefits of 

employees, some direction may be issued for consideration of the petitioners’ case. 

The petitioners are at liberty to approach the respondents, if so advised, by 

submitting proper documentation. On receipt of the same, it shall be open to the 

respondents to consider the petitioners’ claim in accordance with law. 

 

 

 

                                                     JUDGE 
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