
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.19238 of 2014

======================================================
Geeta Devi Wife of Late Suraj Deo Pandey, Resident of Village- Chhatauni
Bazar,  Post  Office-  Pataura,  Police  Station-  Chhatauni,  District-  East
Champaran

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  Of  Bihar  and  Ors  Administrative  and  Personnel  Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna

2. The Secretary, Labour Resources Development Department, Government of
Bihar, Patna

3. The  Director,  Directorate  of  Employment  and  Training,  Government  of
Bihar, Patna

4. The District Magistrate, District- East Champaran 

5. The Additional Collector, District- East Champaran 

6. The Officer, Motihari, District- East Champaran 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Madan Kumar, Advocate. 
For the Respondent/s :  None
======================================================

                              CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH
                         and
                                                      HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR)

3 05-12-2022   Heard Mr. Madan Kumar, learned counsel appearing

on behalf of the petitioner and none appears for the State. 

2. The only grievance of the petitioner is with regard

to the payment of salary along with interest of late Suraj Deo

Pandey,  the  husband  of  the  petitioner  for  the  period  from

August, 2007 to March, 2011.

3. A counter affidavit has been filed on behalf of the

respondent no. 3, in the said counter affidavit, clear stand of the
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respondent-State is that as the project was already closed w.e.f.

2005, the post became non existent and later on, the husband of

the petitioner was absorbed in ITI Munger and the employees

working under the project on subsequent absorption were only

paid salary till April, 2005. 

4.  The  counter  affidavit  has  been  served  upon  the

learned counsel  for the petitioner on 06.01.2015 itself but till

date no response has been made.

5. Considering the stand of the State, the present writ

application stands disposed of, however, still the petitioner has

any  other  grievance,  he  may  approach  before  the  concerned

authority for redressal of his grievance.

6.  Accordingly,  the  present  writ  application  stands

disposed of with the liberty aforesaid. 
    

shakir/-

(Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J) 

 ( Harish Kumar, J)

U


