
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.708 of 2016 

====================================================== 
Nathuni Prasad son of Late Deeplal Singh Resident of Village Kaithi, P.S. 

G.V.Nagar, Tarwara, Block Patchrukhi, District Siwan.  
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Education 

Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.   
2. The District Education Officer, District Siwan.   
3. The Block Education Extension Officer, Goria Kothi, District Siwan.   

4. The Vice-Chancellor, Indira Gandhi National Open University.   
5. The Registrar, Indira Gandhi National Open University.   

6. The Assistant Registrar, Indira Gandhi National Open University, Lalit 
Narayan Mithila University Campus, Darbhanga.   
7. The Regional Director, Indira Gandhi National Open University, 

Regional Centre, 2nd Floor, Biscomaun Tower, West Gandhi Maidan, Patna 
- 1.   

8. The District Co-ordinator, IGNOU, Siwan.   
 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Upendra Prasad Singh, Advocate  
For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Indradeo Prasad - Sc27 
====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR 

UPADHYAY 

ORAL ORDER 
 

2 12-01-2018 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the 

counsel appearing on behalf of the respondents.  

Counsel for the petitioner is permitted to make 

necessary correction in the cause title during the course of the day.  

The grievance of the petitioner in the present writ 

petition is non-payment of honorarium. 

Without going to the details of the claim raised in the 

writ petition, the writ petition is disposed of with direction to the 

petitioner to file a detailed representation before the Assistant 
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Registrar, IGNOU (respondent no.6).  

If such representation is filed alongwith a copy of 

this order within a period of one month, the respondent no.6 is 

required to take final decision on such representation and decide 

the claim of the petitioner for payment of honorarium. 

In case, the respondent no.6 finds substance in the 

claim of the petitioner for payment of honorarium, he will pass a 

reasoned and speaking order within a period of sixty days from the 

date of receipt/production of a copy of this order and if it is found 

that the petitioner is entitled to monetary benefit, the same must 

reach the petitioner within a further period of two months from the 

date of such decision.  

With the aforesaid, the writ petition stands disposed 

of.       

 

 
Ravi/- 

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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