
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.6989 of 2017 

====================================================== 
Kanhaiya Baitha, son of Sri Ramayan Baitha, resudent of Village- Usari, 

Post Office- Usari Bazar, Police Station- Baikunthpur, Distruct- Gopalganj. 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar through the District Magistrate, Gopalganj.   

2. The District Education Commissioner-cum-District Programme 
Coordinator, Gopalganj.   
3. The District Programme Officer, Gopalganj.   

4. The Principal Government Middle School, Usari, District- Gopalganj.   
 

....   ....  Respondent/s 
====================================================== 
Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Dhananjay Kumar Tiwary 
For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Madhaw Prasad Yadav-Gp23 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR 

UPADHYAY 

ORAL ORDER 
 

2 22-12-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the 

counsel appearing on behalf of the State. 

Counsel for the petitioner with reference to 

Annexure-3 submits that honorarium of the petitioner has not been 

paid in full. He submits although the respondents have paid 

honorarium but they have not paid the entire honorarium to which 

the petitioner was entitled. 

In view of the above, the writ petition is disposed of 

with direction to the petitioner to file detailed representation 

indicating therein the admitted dues and in case, such 

representation is filed by the petitioner before the District 

Programme Officer, Gopalganj within a period of one month, the 
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respondent District Programme Officer, Gopalganj shall pass 

reasoned speaking order within a period of three months from the 

date of receipt/production of a copy of this order.  

In the event, the petitioner is found entitled to any 

such honorarium, the District Programme Officer shall ensure 

payment of the same within a further period of two months from 

the date of passing such order. 

It is made clear that this court has not expressed any 

opinion on the merit of the case.  

With the aforesaid, the writ petition stands disposed 

of.        

 
Ravi/- (Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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