IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.16667 of 2017

Hari Narayan Jha Son of Late Satya Narayan Jha, resident of Mohalla-
Buddhuchak, Ward No. 7, Katihar, P.S. District- Katihar.

...... Petitioner
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar

The Principal Secretary, Department of Education, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

The Director, Primary Education, Government of Bihar, Patna.
The Regional Deputy Director of Education, Purnea.

The District Magistrate, Katihar.

The District Education Officer, Katihar.

The District Programme Officer Establishment, Katihar.

A

...... Respondents

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Pramod Mishra, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. Prabhakar Jha - Gp-27

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ALOK KUMAR SINHA
ORAL ORDER

3 27-11-2025 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
counsel for the Respondent-State.
2. The petitioner has prayed for the grant of following
reliefs:-

“That this writ application is
being filed for issuance of an
appropriate writ/writs,
order/orders, direction/directions
preferably in the nature of
Mandamus commanding and
directing the  Respondents
concerned to pay the revised pay
scale we.f. 01.01.1986 and also
01.01.1996 under A.C.P. as per
rule and in order to compliance
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of the direction passed by
concerned  Respondents  and
make payment of the arrears and
revise the pension accordingly.
And/or any other relief or reliefs
for which the petitioner is found
entitled to in the facts and
circumstances of this case.”

3. While the learned counsel for the petitioner was

advancing argument on the merits of the matter, learned counsel
for the Respondent-State draws the attention of this Court to
Letter No. 1707 dated 13.06.2016 (Annexure-A to the counter-
affidavit) by which the District Programme Officer,
(Establishment) Katihar has passed an order making it clear that
no further amount is payable to the petitioner. This order has
never been challenged by the petitioner. Without challenging
this order by which it has already been held that no further
amount is payable to the petitioner, the present writ application
filed by the petitioner is totally misconceived and, therefore, it is

accordingly dismissed.

(Alok Kumar Sinha, J)



