
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10066 of 2025

======================================================
Lalan Sharma Son of Singhbshar Sharma, Resident of Village- Paharpur, P.O.
Raghunathpur, P.S. Saraiya, District- Muzaffarpur, the retired Grihpati-cum-
Clerk, Observation Home, Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Principal Secretary, Social Welfare Department, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

3. The Director, Social Welfare Directorate Bihar, Patna.

4. The District Magistrate, Muzaffarpur, District- Muzaffarpur.

5. The Assistant Director, District Child Protection Unit, Muzaffarpur, District-
Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Vijay Kumar Singh, Adv. 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Standing Counsel (08)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ARVIND SINGH CHANDEL

ORAL ORDER
2 01-07-2025   Heard learned counsel for the petitioner as well as

counsel for the respondent-State.

2. This petition has been preferred by the petitioner

directing the respondents to grant the benefit of 1st and 2nd ACP

w.e.f. 09.08.1999 and 24.03.2006 respectively.

3. It is submitted by the counsel for the petitioner that

the  petitioner  has  joined  his  services  in  the  year  of  1982  as

Kushal Shilpi. He superannuated from his services in the year of

2017. After completion of 12 years and 24 years of the services

he is entitled to get the benefit of 1st and 2nd ACP which has not

been provided to him till today. He further submits that for this
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purpose  he  already  made  his  representation  before  the

respondent vide Annexure -  P/4 dated 27.12.2022 which has

been duly forwarded by the concerned authority along with the

service record of the petitioner, in spite of that he has not been

given any benefit of 1st and 2nd ACP. Lastly, he submits that this

petition  may  be  disposed  of,  directing  the  concerned

respondents to consider and decide the claim of the petitioner

within any stipulated period fixed by this Court.

4.  The  State  counsel  does  not  opposes  the  prayer

made by the counsel for the petitioner.

5.  On  the  basis  of  submissions  made  by  both  the

counsels appearing for both the parties, this petition is disposed

of, directing the concerned respondent to consider and decide

the  representation  of  the  petitioner  i.e.  Annexure  P-4  in

accordance with relevant  rules and laws and pass  a reasoned

order  as  early  as  possible  probably  within  60 days  from the

receipt of copy of the order of this Court.

5. With the aforesaid observation, this writ petition is

disposed of. 
   

Siddharth Soni/-
(Arvind Singh Chandel , J)
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