
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.352 of 2022

======================================================
1. Chinta  Devi,  Wife  of  Late  Vishwanath  Raut,  Resident  of  Village  -

Barashankar, P.S. - Patahi, Dist. - East Champaran.

2. Kewala Dewi, W/o Late Bilat Pradhan, R/v- Malpatti, P.S. - Kataul, District-
Darbhanga.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  Principal  Secretary  Public  Health
Engineering Department Vishweshariya Bhawan, Patna.

2. The Engineer - in - Chief, Health Engineering Department Vishwashariya
Bhawan, Patna.

3. The Chief Engineer  (Mechanical),  Public  Health Engineering Department
Vishwariya Bhawan, Patna.

4. The Superintending Engineer, P.H. Circle, Darbhanga.

5. The Executive Engineer, P.H. Division, Darbhanga.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioners :  Mr. Sushil Kumar Jha, Advocate 
For the State :  Mr. Arvind Ujjwal, SC-4

 Mr. Maruth Nath Ray, AC to SC-4
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

3 27-09-2023 1.   Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  and

learned counsel for the State.

2. No submissions are advanced on the merits of the

matter by learned counsel for the petitioners. 

3. As per averment in the writ petition, the petitioners

are claiming fixation of pay scale after grant of ACP, MACP,

etc.. 

4. The State in the counter-affidavit has disputed and

denied the claim of the petitioners by submitting that in terms of
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the decision passed by the full  bench in the case of  Mobina

Khatoon vs. The State of Bihar and Ors.  reported in 2019 (1)

PLJR 1015, all admissible and due benefits have already been

granted to the petitioners. 

5. This aspect has not been denied or disputed by the

petitioners either by filing rejoinder or making any submissions

in this regard. The learned counsel for the petitioners submits

that  petitioners’  representation  dated  01.12.2021  may  be

directed to be disposed of. 

6. The  facts  and  assertions  in  the  counter-affidavit

being not disputed or denied, this court is not inclined to issue

any direction for disposal of the petitioners’ representation. 

7. Writ application is dismissed. 
    

shashank/-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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