
Patna High Court CWJC No.999 of 2016 dt.07-02-2017 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.999 of 2016 

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

The District Primary Teacher Union, through its Principal Secretary, Satyendra 

Kumar Suman,  Son of Late Baldeo Prasad Yadav,  At present Residing at Shashtri 

Chowk, Sri Nagar Road, Purnea P.S. + District - Purnea.  

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, Human Resources Development 

Department Govt. of Bihar, Patna.    

2. The Principal Secretary, Education Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.    

3. The Director Primary Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.    

4. The Regional Deputy Director, Koshi Division, Saharsa.    

5. The District Education Officer, Purnea, District Purnea.    

6. The District Programme Officer (Establishment), Purnea, District Purnea.    

 

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :     Mr. Sharda Nand Mishra, Advocate 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. AAG10- P.N.Shahi 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE DR. JUSTICE RAVI RANJAN 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 07-02-2017 

 

 As prayed, the petitioner is permitted to correct the 

description of respondent no.2 in course of the day. 

Heard parties. 

The petitioner claims to be a registered Union of the 

District Primary Teachers. It is contended that the graduate trained 

teachers are getting Grade Pay of Rs.4600/- whereas the matric 

trained teachers are getting Grade Pay of Rs.4800/- for the reasons 

that the graduate trained teachers have not been given their benefits of 

the senior scale after completion of 12 years or 24 years. It is claimed 

that the petitioner has represented vide Annexure-4 to the Principal 
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Secretary, Education Department, Government of Bihar, Patna, 

however, nothing has been done till date. 

Accordingly, this writ application stands disposed of with 

a liberty to the petitioner to approach the respondent no.2 once again 

by filing detailed representation which should be considered by him 

on its own merit and in accordance with law within a period of four 

months from the date of filing of such representation along with a 

copy of this order. 

 

 

 

 

 

V.K. Pandey/- 

                 (Dr.  Ravi Ranjan, J) 
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