
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.6918 of 2013 

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

1. Kaushal Kishore Choudhary @ Satyanarayan Choudhary S/O Sri 

Surendra Narayan Choudhary R/O Village Kharik, Kathela, P.S. Naugachia, 

District- Bhagalpur 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar   

2. The Chief Secretary, Government Of Bihar, Patna   

3. The Principal Security, Home (Special) Department, Govt. Of Bihar, 

Patna   

4. The District Magistrate, Bhagalpur, District- Bhagalpur   

5. The Central Jail Superintendent, Bhagalpur, District- Bhagalpur   

6. The District Chief Probation Officer, H (Jail) Bhagalpur, District- 

Bhagalpur   

7. The Sub-Division Officer, Naugachia, District- Bhagalpur   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s           :      Mr. Sardanand Mishra 

For the Respondent/s       :      Mr. Lokesh Kumar Singh, A.C. to S.C. 26 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR 

MANDAL 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 25-01-2016 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the State. 

The petitioner became an applicant for grant of pension 

under  Jay Prakash Samman Yojna initiated by the State. He 

claims to have satisfied all the eligibility conditions. The matter is 

pending for consideration before the respondents. There may be 

some error in writing the name of the petitioner and his father. On 

the basis of material placed by the petitioner and the State- 

respondent, the competent appropriate authority has to take a 

decision.  No such decision appears has been  taken. Several 
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submissions have been made by the parties but they may not be 

noticed as these documents  should be appreciated by the 

competent / appropriate authority under the relevant Yojna. 

Considering the above, this application is disposed 

of directing the respondent no.3  to examine/ consider the pending  

claim of the petitioner and take an appropriate decision, if not 

already taken, as expeditiously as possible preferably within a 

period of three months from the date of receipt/ production of a 

copy of this order.   

However, if no such matter is pending before the 

respondent, the petitioner shall file a representation and the 

respondent, in that case, shall dispose of the representation of the 

petitioner, in accordance with law. 

 

 
 

 

singh/- 

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J) 
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