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10-07-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.584 of 2025

Pramod Chandra Jha S/o Late Krishna Chandra Jha, R/o S.F.B. 1/47,
Bhootnath Road, Housing Colony, Bahadurpur, Sector 3, Sampatchak, Patna,
Bihar-800026.
...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Education Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

The Vice Chancellor, Vir Kunwar Singh University, Ara.
The Registrar, Veer Kunwar Singh University, Ara.

The Finance Officer, Vir Kunwar Singh University, Ara.
Jag Jivan College, Ara through its Principal.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Ms.Mayuri, Adv
For the Respondent/s Mr. Sarvesh Kumar Singh, AAG-13

AC to AAG-13
Mr. Rajesh Prasad Choudhary, Adv
Mr. Bimal Kishor Singh, Adv

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA
ORAL ORDER

1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, learned AC
to AAG-13 and the learned counsel appearing on behalf of Vir
Kunwar Singh University.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
petitioner was appointed as Lecturer on 17-2-1977 in S. Sinha
College, Aurangabad and submitted his joining on 21-2-1977. It
is next submitted that petitioner, after discharging his duty
continuously, was appointed as Head of Department (Sanskrit),
Vir Kunwar Singh University, on 6-3-2012. It is further
submitted that thereafter petitioner vide Memo No.

CCDC/913/Estb/12 dated 22-9-2012 issued under the signature
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of Registrar, V.K.S.U. Ara, was granted promotion to post of
University Professor with effect from 21-2-1993 (Annexure-2)
and the name of the petitioner appeared at Serial No. 23 in the
said list. It is also submitted that petitioner retired on 30-6-2017.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
though petitioner was promoted to the post of professor vide
memo dated 22-9-2012 (Annexure-2) with effect from 21-2-
1993, but then the petitioner was not paid the difference of
salary on account of the said promotion when professors
similarly situated like the petitioner have been paid the
difference salary which accrued on account of the said
promotion, as such the instant writ application has been filed
seeking a direction upon the respondent authorities to grant the
petitioner the arrears of difference of salary from 21-2-1993 to
5-3-2012.

4. The learned counsel for the petitioner next submits
that petitioner has been representing before the Vice-chancellor
and the Registrar of the University seeking redressal of his
grievance as raised in the instant writ application since 2017,
but then no action has been taken. It is also submitted that
Annexure-3 series are the representation of the petitioner before

the authorities of the University.
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5. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
University submits that it might be a possibility that the
representation of the petitioner in the office of the Registrar of
the University may not be located, as such the petitioner be
directed to file a fresh representation seeking redressal of his
grievance, on which the learned counsel appearing on behalf of
the petitioner submits that a fresh representation before the
Registrar of the University shall be filed on or before 8-8-2025.

6.  After hearing the learned counsel for the parties,
the writ application is disposed of with a liberty to the petitioner
to file a fresh representation before the Registrar of the
University on or before 8-8-2025 seeking redressal of his
grievance as raised in the instant writ application, in the event if
any application is filed by the petitioner on or before 8-8-2025
seeking redressal of his grievance as raised in the instant writ
application, in that event the Registrar of the University shall
consider and dispose of the same in accordance with law within
a period of two months thereafter after giving proper

opportunity of hearing to the petitioner.

(Satyavrat Verma, J)



