
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.21685 of 2014 

====================================================== 

1. Naresh Prasad Jha S/o Late Murari Prasad Jha Resident of New Sipara 

(Indrapuri) Road no. 4, P.O. Delwa, P.S. Beur, District Patna (Retired 

Accountant, Directorate of Horticulture, Building Construction Department, 

Government of Bihar, Patna. 

2. Asha Jha W/o Naresh Prasad Jha Resident of New Sipara (Indrapuri) 

Road no. 4, P.O. Delwa, P.S. Beur, District Patna. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Building Construction 

Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.   

2. The Director Horticulture, Government of Bihar, Patna.   

3. The Deputy Director, Horticulture, Barrack No. 13, Main Secretariat, 

Patna-15.   

4. The Accountant General, Bihar, Patna.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Dharmendra Kumar 

For the Respondent/s       :      AC to SC-18  

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR 

MANDAL 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 20-08-2016  Heard Dr. Jha for the petitioners and AC to SC-18 

for the State. 

 A counter affidavit is filed on behalf of the 

respondents nos. 1 to 3 enclosing therewith the communication of 

the Director, Horticulture, Govt. of Bihar to the Accountant 

General, Bihar, Patna requesting  change in the relevant  Pension 

Payment Order ( for short ‘PPO”) respecting the petitioner no.1 of 

the name of his wife ( petitioner no.2). Precisely, for this 

grievance writ application was filed. 
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 Dr. Jha, fairly  states that in the light of the aforesaid 

statements made in the counter affidavit and the communication 

enclosed  at Annexure-A a request, is already made to the 

Accountant General for effecting correction in the PPO of the 

petitioner No.1, so far as the name of his wife (petitioner no.2) is 

concerned.  

 No one has, however, appeared on behalf of the 

Accountant General. 

 The writ application is disposed of by directing the 

respondent- Accountant General ( respondent no.4)  to act on the 

said communication dated 16.3.15 (Annexure-A) and effect 

necessary correction in the PPO of the petitioner no.1 in so far as 

his wife  is concerned , if not already done so far. 

   

 

 

Shyam/- 

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J) 

 

 
U    

 


