
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 17885 of 2016 

=========================================================== 
Jai Naryan Prasad @ Dr. Jai Narayan Prasad Son of Late Raghunath Prasad,  

Resident of Village- Kumari Devi, Chowk Motihari P.S.-Town Motihari, District-
East Champaran. 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 
Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Panchayati Raj Department, 
Government of Bihar Patna.   

2. The Chairman Zila Parishad, Motihari, East Champaran.   

3. Zila Parishad, through the Deputy Development Commissioner Cum Chie f 
Executive Officer Motihari East- Champaran.   

4. District Provident Fund Officer, Motihari, East Champaran.   
 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

For the Petitioner/s  : Mr. Sunil Kumar No. III, Advocate 
For the Zila Parishad  : Mr. Sanjay Kumar, Advocate 
(For Respondents No. 2 &3) 

=========================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH  

                                                     ORAL JUDGMENT 
Date: 02-08-2018 
 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and Zila 

Parishad, East Champaran. 

2. The petitioner has moved the Court for the following 

reliefs: 

“That this is an application for issuance 

of writ in the nature of mandamus, order or 
orders, direction or directions, commanding the 

respondents to make payment to the petitioner 
of due amount of Gratuity and Earn leave of Rs. 

3,93,739, Provident Fund amount of Rs. 
4,60,959, differential amount of due salary of 

Rs. 9,63,284 pursuant to the enhancement of 
time to time pay revision, D.A. deposit and ad 

interim relief etc amount of Rs. 22,838/- and 
accordingly appropriate direction may be 

given.” 
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3. In view of the materials brought on record in the 

counter affidavit filed on behalf of the respondents no. 2 and 3, it is 

accepted that payment of admitted dues have been made to the 

petitioner. 

4. In view thereof, the writ petition stands disposed off.  

 
 
 

 
 

Anand Kr. 

                                                      (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 
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