
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18557 of 2015

======================================================
Om Jee  Upadhyay Son of  Sri  Rameshwar  Upadhaya Resident  of  Village-
Sondhila, P.S. Buxar (M), District Buxar.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The District Magistrate, Buxar. 

3. The  Deputy  Development  Commissioner-cum-Chief  Executive  Officer,
Buxar. 

4. The District Panchayat Raj Officer, Buxar. 

5. The  Nodal  Officer   (Anushrawan  Officer)  Panchayati  Raj  Department,
Bihar, Patna. 

6. Bihar Administrative Reforms Mission Society, Patna. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Pramod Mishra, Advocate

 Mr. Jyoti Prabhakar, Advocate
 Mr. Vijay Kumar Mukul, Advocate

For the State :  Mr.Yogendra Prasad Sinha- AAG-7
 Mr. Rajeev Kumar Sinha, AC to AAG-7

======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 05-10-2023 1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the

following relief:-

“i) A writ in the nature of certiorari setting aside

the letter No. 16-0485/Pan dated 18.6.2015 issued

under  the  signature  of  respondent  No.4  under

which  selection/engagement  of  petitioner  as

Executive  Assistant  has  been  cancelled  from the

date of issuance of selection letter.

ii)  To  reinstate  the  petitioner  on  the  post  of

Executive  Assistant  with  all  consequential

monetary benefit.



Patna High Court CWJC No.18557 of 2015(2) dt.05-10-2023
2/2 

iii)  Alternatively  either  allow  the  petitioner  to

continue  on  the  post  of  Executive  Assistant  or

restore  the  actual  position  in  panel  or  make

payment of due remuneration since 9.6.2014 to till

date as petitioner has already worked during this

intervening period.”

2. At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner

though does not seek to press the present writ petition, however,

seeks  a  direction  upon  the  respondent-authorities  to  pay  the

amount already sanctioned on the head of remuneration for the

period,  the  petitioner  had  worked,  in  case  the  same  has  not

already been paid. It is directed, accordingly.

3. The writ petition stands disposed off as not pressed.
    

kanchan/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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