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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No0.3727 of 2014
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 19453 of 2012

Dr. Surendra Prasad @ Dr. Surendra Anal S/o Lt. Satya Narayan Poddar
R/o Balkrishna Nagar (Surkhikal), Tilkamanjhi, P.S. - Barari, Town &
Distt. — Bhagalpur

Petitioner
Versus

1. The T.M. Bhagalpur University, Bhagalpur through its Registrar,
namely Mr. M.G. Mustafa

2. Dr. R.S. Dubey, Vice-Chancellor, T.M. Bhagalpur University,

Bhagalpur

Mr. M.G. Mustafa, the Registrar, T.M. Bhagalpur University, Bhagalpur

4. Mr. B.K. Verma, Finance Officer, T.M. Bhagalpur University,

Bhagalpur

The Principal, Marwari College Bhagalpur, namely Dr. M.S. John

6. The State of Bihar, through the Principal Secretary, Education
Department, Govt. of Bihar, New Secretariat, Patna, namely Mr. R.K.
Mahajan, [.A.S.

7. The Director, Department of Higher Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna,
namely Mr. H.R. Srinivas, L.A.S.
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.... Opposite Parties
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s ;' Mr. Purushottam Kumar Jha, Advocate
For the Respondent/s : Mr. P.K. Verma

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

A supplementary show cause on behalf of the
Opposite Parties Tilka Manjhi Bhagalpur University is available
on the record. Learned counsel representing the University has
placed before this Court the statements made in Paragraph Nos. 3
to 6. It is submitted on behalf of the University that the various
claims of the petitioner have been examined and the admitted
claims have already been paid. As regards the payment in revised

scale w.e.f. 01.01.2006, it is stated that the claim for the period
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April, 2010 to May, 2010 have also been examined and since the
revised scale came into force from April, 2010 after receipt of the
grant of the State Government, hence, there is no question of
arrear or difference of arrears of salary for the aforesaid period.
Regarding two entitlements of two additional increments in view
of having obtained Ph.D. degree, it is stated that the petitioner is
not entitled to get the benefits of two increments. Reasons in this
regard have been shown in Paragraph-8 of the show cause.

In the given facts and circumstance, learned counsel
for the petitioner submits that instead of pressing this contempt
application he would request this Court to allow him to agitate his
grievance with respect to denied claims by filing appropriate
representation before the Registrar of the University within a
period of 30 days from today.

This application is disposed off with the liberty
aforesaid.

If such representation is filed, the Registrar of the
University shall look into the matter and shall communicate the

same to the petitioner with his decision in that regard.

(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)
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