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ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 24-02-2016

Heard the parties.

In the present writ petition, petitioner is claiming his salary
from January, 2003 to 16.8.2010 as during that period though
worked but not allowed to put his signature in the attendance
register.

It is one of the peculiar case in which ex-headmaster has suo-
motu appeared and filed counter affidavit today making
statement that petitioner has continuously done his job in
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Kant Jha he made separate attendance register for him to mark
his attendance, accordingly, the petitioner marked his attendance
during that period.

When this Court has asked the counsel whether a notice
was served upon him for his appearance whereupon he has
replied that he received instruction from the School about the
present case and present headmaster has informed, if he does not
appear before the Court his pension would be stopped. When this
Court has asked question as to whether any letter was received
by him in this regard he was unable to give any reply. The
manner the ex-headmaster has come before this Court in support
the case of the petitioner itself creates a lot of suspicion and
completely cast doubt on the claim of the petitioner. In view of
the letter dated 18.6.2014 (Annexure-B) where the present
headmaster of the School has specifically stated that the present
petitioner has not marked attendance from January, 2003 to
16.8.2010 and another letter of another headmaster dated
26.6.2014 where it has been mentioned that whatever the
petitioner is entitled has been paid to him. Letter dated 26.6.2014
of the District Education Officer addressed to the District
Programme Officer (Establishment) has finally mentioned that

present petitioner during the aforesaid period had not worked in
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the school nor he has marked attendance and he is not entitled to
any relief. The claim of ex-headmaster is also belied from the
prayer that he was not allowed to mark attendance on the
attendance register. The submission of ex-headmaster itself
speaks volume about the method adopted by the petitioner.

This Court is not inclined to grant any relief to the
petitioner. Accordingly the claim made by the petitioner for
payment of salary from January 2003 to 16.8.2010 is here by
rejected.

Accordingly this writ petition is dismissed.

(Shivaji Pandey, J)




