
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
 

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.17351 of 2011 
=========================================================== 

Suranjan Kumar, Son of Shri Tileshwar Prasad Yadav, Resident of Village-  
Kajarsot, P.S. - Sherghati, District - Gaya. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar through its Chief Secretary, Old Secretariat, Patna.   

2. The District Magistrate, Gaya.   
3. The District Superintendent of Education, Gaya.   
4. The Block Development Officer Sherghati, Gaya.   

5. The Block Education Extension Officer, Sherghati Gaya.   
6. Mukhiya, Dhab Chiraiya Gram Panchayat, P.S. and Block - Sherghati, District -  

Gaya.   
7. Sarpanch, Dhab Chiraiyan Gram Panchayat, P.S. and Block - Sherghati, District 

- Gaya.   

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :     Mr. Krishna Kant Tiwari, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s      :     Mr. B. Choudhary, AC to SC-27 

=========================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY 

ORAL JUDGMENT 
Date: 11-10-2018 
 

 The present writ application has been filed on 

27.09.2011. 

On 29.03.2012 and 20.04.2016, the case was listed 

for admission. Again in October, 2018, when this case was listed on 

different dates, but no one appeared on behalf of the petitioner.  

The grievance of the petitioner in the present writ 

application is for a direction to the respondents to make payment of 

honorarium/arrears of salary for the period he has discharged the 

responsibility of Shiksha Mitra i.e. from 01.02.2006 to 26.07.2007. 

The grievance as to non-payment of honorarium for 
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the period 01.02.2006 to 26.07.2007 was raised for the first time in 

2011. We are in 2018 and at this stage when there is a dispute whether 

the petitioner has actually worked and entitled to payment of 

honorarium, no positive direction can be issued, as entering into the 

controversy after 11 years is neither desirable nor justified. 

Considering the totality of the facts situation, the 

Court is of the view that the present writ application with regard to 

belated claim is unsustainable and it is, accordingly, dismissed.  

 

 
 

 
Uday/- 

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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