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r OFF \1C’1’?1e State of Bihar

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.22284 of 2014

c '@ Bihar Agriculture Graduate Service Association through its General Secretary

Arun Iﬁﬁmar aged about 47 years Son of Sri Alakhdeo Singh Resident of Village +
P.S - Pandarak, District - Patna.

2. Ajay Kumar Singh Son of Paran Pati Nath Singh Resident of Village - Sabalpur,
Police Station - Rajgir, District Nalanda Vice President of Bihar Agriculture
Graduate Service Association.

v e e Petitioner/s
Versus

2. Principal Secretary, Department of Agriculture, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. Director Agriculture, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

4. Principal Secretary, Finance Department, Bihar, Patna.

5. Additional Secretary, Finance Department, Bihar, Patna.

6. Bihar Public Service Commission, Bailey Road, Patna through its Chairman.

........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. P. K. Shahi, Sr. Advocate
Mr. Vipin kumar
For the Respondent/s : Mr. S.S.P. Yadav, SC-14

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 14-09-2016

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

The issue raised in the present writ application on
behalf of the petitioners has been vexing them and the State, right
from the year 2000.

The affidavit filed on behalf of the State, especially the
Agricultural Department surely establishes the fact that the State has
been callous, negligent and has been dragging their feet on the
iIssue by putting off matter indefinitely. This is what the State accept

in paragraph nos. 7, 8 and 9.
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The grievance of the petitioners, therefore, is bona-fide
and needs consideration and a decision, which has not been done
for more than a decade and a half.

The time has come when the State must deliver.

Writ application is disposed off with the direction upon
the Agricultural Production Commissioner that he has to take final
decision with regard to grievance of these petitioners within the
period of three months from the date of communication / production
of a copy of this order. Such a direction has been passed keeping in
view that a meeting was convened and process initiated as far back
as 11.06.2015, but when a counter affidavit is filed on behalf of the
State on 14.09.2016, nothing is indicated as to what has happened
since then.

Writ application stands disposed off in terms of the
above.

The Court would also expect the APC to stick to the

time-frame indicated by the Court above.

(Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J)

AFR/NAFR
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