
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3188 of 2016 

====================================================== 
Mahesh Kumar, son of Sri Mhendra Singh, resident of Village Lakho P.S. 

Lakho, O.P. Mufassil in the district of Begusarai 
....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar  through Mr. P.K. Thakur, son of not known to the 
petitioner Director General of Police, Bihar, Patna 

2. Mr. Sunil Kumar, son of not known to the petitioner the Additional 
Director of Police (Headquarter), Bihar, Patna 

3. Mr. Parasnath, son of not known to the petitioner, the Inspector General 

of Police (Personnel and Administrative Reforms), Bihar, Patna 
4. Mr. Parsnath, son of not known to the petitioner the Inspector General 

of Police (Headquarter and Administrative Department) Bihar, Patna  
5. Mr. Rajeshe Tripathi, son of not known to the petitioner the Deputy 

Inspector General 0f Police (Headquarter and Administrative 

Department), Bihar, Patna 
 

 
....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Sanjeev Kumar 

For the State                     :     Mr. Ramadhar Singh, GP-25 
====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY 

ORAL ORDER 
 

3 13-12-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

counsel for the State. 

It appears that Inspector General of Police 

Headquarter, Patna vide order dated 21.9.2016 rejected the 

claim of the petitioner for promotion. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that last 

portion of the order reflects that representation filed by the 

petitioner is still pending.  

In view of the fact that reasoned order has been passed 
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dealing with the case of the petitioner about his entitlement, 

this Court is of the view that asking the opposite party to 

dispose of the representation will be of no use. The 

petitioner, if so advised, may take legal course against the 

order dated 21.9.2016. 

With the aforesaid observation this application is 

disposed of. 

 
Vinay/- (Shivaji Pandey, J) 
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