
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
 

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.25534 of 2013 
=========================================================== 

Sanjeev Kumar, Son of Chandra Shekhar Prasad Singh, Resident of Village-  
Dumra, P.S.- Bhawanipur, District- Purnia 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar   

2. District Programme Officer Establishment- Cum- District Superintendent 
Education, Purnia   

3. Block Education Extension Officer, Bhawanipur, Purnia   

4. Head Teacher, Primary School, Darwa, Bhawanipur, Purnia   
5. Panchayat Secretary, Gram Panchayat, Surati Bhawanipur   

....   ....  Respondent/s 
=========================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      None  
For the Respondent/s      :     Mr. Sanjay Prasad, AC to AAG-4 

For Respondent No.4      :     Mr. Subhash Chandra Jha, Advocate  
=========================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY 

ORAL JUDGMENT 
Date: 02-08-2018 

 
 The present writ application has been filed on 

23.12.2013, but the case was listed in the year 2018 for admission. 

However, no one appeared on behalf of the petitioner on different 

dates, although the respondents appeared and made their submissions. 

2. In order to facilitate the petitioner, once again, this 

case was listed under the heading “For Dismissal” so that the 

petitioner may appear and assist the Court, but unfortunately, even 

today also no one appears on behalf of the petitioner to assist the 

Court. 

3. The grievance of the petitioner in the present writ 

application is non-payment of salary for the period 31.12.2006 to 
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18.12.2008. 

4. On behalf of respondent nos.3 and 4, counter 

affidavits have filed. In their counter affidavits, they have taken the 

specific stand that the petitioner was never worked in the school 

during that period, so there is no question of payment of salary.  

5. In view of the above, the writ application is 

dismissed, as the disputed question of facts whether the petitioner has 

actually worked cannot be adjudicated in the present writ application.  

 

 
 

 
Uday/- 

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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