
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4289 of 2025

======================================================
1. Gyan Ranjan Kumar S/o- Narendra Tiwari @ Narendra Trivedi R/o village-

Basant Jagjiwan, P.S.- Purnahiya, District- Sheohar.

2. Navin Ranjan, S/o Shailendra Kumar Singh R/o village Narha, P.S.- Suppi
District Sitamarhi.

3. Mohan  Kumar  Singh,  S/o-  Mahendra  Singh  R/o-  village-  Rakia,  P.S.-
Bihara, District- Saharsha.

4. Sunil  Kumar Singh, S/o- Shambhu Saran Singh R/o- village Sabari,  P.S.-
Kachwa, District Rohtash.

5. Manoj Sah, S/o Raj Kishore Sah R/o Harauli, P.S.- Sadar Hajipur District-
Vaishali.

6. Ram Kumar Roy, S/o Resham Lal Roy R/o- Village- Maratipur, P.S.- Kursh
Kanta, District Araria.

7. Shyam Tudu, S/o Babua Tudu R/o village- Kothba, P.S.- Chakai District-
Jamui.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar 

2. The Principal Secretary, Department of Finance, Government of Bihar, Old
Secretariat Patna.

3. The  Secretary,  Department  of  Personal  and  Administrative  Reformed,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

4. The Principle  Secretary,  Prohibition  Excise  and Registration  Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

5. The Excise Commissioner -cum- I.G. Registration Prohibition Excise and
Registration Department, Government of Bihar Patna.

6. The Joint Commissioner, Prohibition, Excise and Registration Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Dhannjay Kumar No 2, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Additional Advocate General (9)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

2 21-03-2025  Heard  Learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioners  and

Learned Counsel for the State.  

2.  The  present  writ  petition  has  been  filed  by  the
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petitioners  for  issuance  of  writ  in  the  nature  of  mandamus

directing  the  respondent  authorities  to  provide  old  pension

scheme in place of contributory pension scheme treating these

petitioners  to have been appointed prior to 01.09.2005 for the

purpose  of  pension,   in  this  regard  petitioners  have  filed

representation.

3.  Learned Counsel  for  the State raised preliminary

objection and submits that from the representation it is clear that

all petitioners have not filed the representation.

4. In this view of the matter, this Court is of the view

that writ of mandamus cannot be issued in this matter.  As such,

this writ petition is disposed off with liberty to the petitioners to

file fresh representation before the competent authority. 
   

Mkr./-
                                                               (Dr. Anshuman, J)
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