
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.21677 of 2013

======================================================
Chandradeo  Prasad  Singh  S/O  Late  Bashishth  Narain  Singh  Resident  Of
Bhabha Nagar, Bhagwanpur Chowk, P.S- Bhagwanpur, District- Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar  

2. The Commissioner Tirhut Division, Muzaffarpur 

3. The Collector, Muzaffarpur. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sunil Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Sita Ram Yadav, GP-16. 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH 
SHARMA

ORAL ORDER

2 06-02-2023  Heard the parties. 

The petitioner attained superannuation on 31.05.1996.

He has filed the writ petition originally with a prayer to give due

promotion to him and arrears of pay, however, he has later on

filed an I.A. seeking an amendment in the writ petition wherein,

he wants to implead certain persons as parties/respondents to the

writ  petition  and  further  wants  the  State  authorities  to  re-

determine  and  re-draw  the  date  of  year  of  Junior  Selection

Grade/Senior  Selection  Grade  promotion granted  belatedly  to

him and further to grant Super Time Scale Grade to him based

on a notification issued on 04.08.1990, stipulating allocation of

35% of posts under every cadre of the sanctioned strength for

the purpose of Super Time Selection Grade. 
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All the aforesaid prayers had been made in 2013 and

vide amendment on 21.10. 2019 i.e.   after a period of almost 25

years, no plausible explanation has come forward on behalf of

the  petitioner  for  not  having  claimed  benefits   as  allegedly

payable to him within time. 

In the opinion of this Court, the claim raised by this

petitioner is very stale and old. 

In the main writ  petition, this Court  notices that he

was  claiming  regularization  from  01.04.1981  instead  of

28.10.1990  when  he  has  been  regularized.  The  order  of

regularization from an earlier date has also not been challenged

and the concerned date. 

Keeping in view the above, this writ petition is found

fit  to  be  suffering  from  gross  latches  and  delay  and  is

accordingly dismissed. 

The I.A. also stands dismissed. 
    

Brajesh Kumar/-
Item no.50

(Sanjeev Prakash Sharma, J)
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