
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.841 of 2014 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 14524 of 2012  

====================================================== 

Ram Shobhit Yadav Son Of Late Nirsu Yadav resident of  Village Baggha, 

P.O. Jalwar,P.S. Kamtaul, And District Darbhanga 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar Through Sri Chanchal Kumar, The Secretary, 

Building Construction Department, Bihar, Patna    

2. Sri Chanchal Kumar The Secretary, Building Construction Department, 

Bihar, Patna    

3. Sri Lokesh Kumar Singh, The District Magistrate, Madhubani   

4. Sri Ram Ekbal Panjiyar, The Executive Engineer, Building Division, 

Madhubani   

5. Sri Ram Sewak Baitha, The Assistant Engineer, Building Lower 

Division, Benipatti, Madhubani   

6. Sri Ashok Kumar, The Junior Engineer, Building Lower Division, 

Benipatti, Madhubani   

 

....   ....  Opposite Parties  

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner        :      Mr. Girish Chandra Jha 

For the Opposite Parties        :     

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

6 22-01-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned AC 

to GA  No. 13. 

The present petition was  filed with a prayer to initiate 

contempt proceeding against opposite parties on an allegation of  

willful disobedience to an order dated 13/8/2012   passed in CWJC 

No.14524 of  2012. 

In this case a show cause has been filed on behalf of   

opposite party no. 4 and along with the show  cause an order  has 

been   brought on record  as  Annexure –‘C’. 
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The petitioner in the writ petition had claimed that  

though as per the order of the authority concerned  during the visit 

of Chief Minister   in Bisfi  Block  he had executed  the work of 

barricading,   construction of stage,  however, payment was not 

made. This court disposed of the writ  petition with direction to 

examine the claim of petitioner. 

 Since an order   has been  passed vide Annexure – ‘C’ ,  

the court is of the opinion that this petition can be disposed of with 

an indication that if petitioner feels aggrieved with the Annexure  - 

‘C’ i.e. order regarding the claim, he would be at liberty to avail 

appropriate remedy. 

The petition stands disposed of.  

 

 
 

 

Praful/- 

(Rakesh Kumar, J) 
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