
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 16384 of 2015 

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

Arun Kumar Singh, Son of Late Nageshwar Singh, resident of Village+P.O.- 

Beldiha, Via- Khesar, P.S.- Belhar, District- Banka, retired from the post of Grain 

Gola Chaukidar, Jandaha, Katoria, Bhagalpur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. The Director, SC & ST, Department of Welfare, Government of Bihar, Patna.   

3. The Deputy Director, SC & ST, Department of Welfare, Government of Bihar, 

Patna.   

4. The Secretary, Department of SC & ST Welfare, Government of Bihar, Patna.   

5. The District Magistrate, Banka.   

6. The District Welfare Officer, Banka.   

7. The Sub Divisional Welfare Officer, Banka.   

8. The Accountant General, Bihar, Patna.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Ranjan Kumar Jha, Advocate 

For the State  : Mr. Rewati Kant Raman, A.C. to S.C. 10 

For the AG  : Mr. S. M. Ehtesham, Advocate 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH 

                                                 ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 25-05-2017 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, State and 

the Accountant General.  

2. At the very outset, it is pointed out that in terms 

of the counter affidavit filed on behalf of the State and the 

Accountant General, some dues have been paid and some are in the 

process of being paid.  

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submitted that 

the respondents be directed to expedite and pay the dues forthwith.  

4.  in view thereof, the writ petition stands disposed 
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off with a direction to the respondent no. 6 to ensure that all legally 

admissible dues of the petitioner and which have been specifically 

dealt with in the counter affidavit on record filed on behalf of 

respondent no. 8 as well as respondents no. 5 and 6, be paid to the 

petitioner within two months from the date of production of a copy of 

this order before him.  As far as A.C.P. is concerned, the respondent 

no. 6, shall ensure that benefit of A.C.P., as has been admitted in the 

counter affidavit, is also paid to the petitioner within three months.  

 
 

 

 

P. Kumar 

                                                    (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 
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