
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 4964 of 2018

======================================================
Amrendra Kumar Singh,  S/o Late Shivji Prasad Singh,  aged about 66 years
R/o Village- Bharauli, P.S.- Sonbersa, District- Saharsa.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Chief Secretary the Govt. of Bihar, Patna.
2. The Director Human Resource Development Bihar, Patna.
3. The Director Primary Education, Bihar Patna.
4. The Deputy Development Commissioner, Saharsa, Dist.- Saharsa, Bihar.
5. The District Magistrate, Saharsa, Dist.- Saharsa, Bihar.
6. The District Education Officer, Saharsa, Dist.- Saharsa, Bihar.
7. The District Inspector of School Saharsa, Dist.- Saharsa, Bihar.
8. The District Welfare Officer, Saharsa, Dist.- Saharsa, Bihar.
9. The Accountant General Bihar, Patna.
10. The Treasury Officer, Saharsa, P.S. Sonbarsa, Dist.- Saharsa, Bihar.
11. District Programme Officer (Establishment), Saharsa

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr Rajkumar Rajesh, Advocate
For the S t a t e   :  Mr Samir Kumar, AC to SC XVI
For Accountant General  :             Mr Arun Kumar Arun, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

3 12-12-2018  Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  is  permitted  to

implead District Programme Officer (Establishment), Saharsa as

respondent No 11 to this writ petition. 

The short point raised by the learned counsel for the

petitioner is that though under Office Order dated 31.12.2007

issued by the District Superintendent of Education, Saharsa, he

has been allowed Senior Selection Grade Scale with effect from

01.04.2007, the monetary benefits in respect  thereof have not

been paid to the petitioner.  In this respect,  his grievance has
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been made before the authorities by representation which is at

Annexure 9 to the writ petition.

Since the issue  lies  in a  very narrow compass,  this

Court would not consider it appropriate to keep this writ petition

pending.   Ultimately,  the  monetary  benefits,  pursuant  to

Annexure  8  dated  31.12.2007,  have  to  be  paid  by  the

respondents themselves.

In  view  of  the  aforesaid  circumstances,  this  Court

would direct that the petitioner’s representation (Annexure 9) be

disposed of by the District Programme Officer (Establishment),

Saharsa (respondent No 11) within a period of eight weeks from

the date of receipt/production of a copy of this order.

This disposes of the writ petition.
  

M.E.H./-

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)

U


