IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.13414 of 2014

L
E.IE' @aﬂay‘ Kapoor, son of late Shiv Nandan Prasad Sinha, resident of village/P.O.-
*-ﬂ' Gonawan, P.S./Distt.- Nawada

Petitioner/s
Versus
1. South Bihar Power Distribution Company Limited, having it's registered office at
Bidyut Bhawan, Beli Road, Patna through it's Managing Director.
4, 2. The Ry. General Manager, (Human Resources), South Bihar Power Distribution
O r C‘ﬁ?‘phy Limited, having it's registered office at Bidyut Bhawan, Beli Road, Patna
O F F \3“TheElectrical Executive Engineer, Electric Supply Division, Nawada
4. The Electrical Executive Engineer, Electric Supply Division, Sheikhpura
5. The Assistant Electrical Engineer, Electric Supply Sub-Division, Nawada
6. The Assistant Electrical Engineer, Electric Supply Sub-Division, Rajauli, Distt-
Nawada
7. The Assistant Electrical Engineer, Electric Supply Sub-Division, Warisaliganj,
Distt- Nawada
8. Golden Kumar Gaurav, son of Sri Shailendra Singh, resident of village- Shahpur,
Post- Parwati, P.S.- Kashichak, District- Nawada

.... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Sidhendra Narayan Singh,Adv
For the Respondent/s : Mr. Vinay Kirti Singh,Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 19-08-2015
A mentioning slip was filed on 18.08.2015 expressing that the
matter involved payment of admitted dues. While moving the slip for
out of turn early disposal, it was stated by learned counsel for the
petitioner that the matter may be disposed of on the similar terms as
CWJIC No. 8424 of 2015. Accordingly, the matter has been listed under
the heading “for Orders”.
2. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned counsel

appearing for the power company.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner invites attention to his bill



Chandran
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dated 11.07.2014 for the month of June, 2014 as contained in
Anenxure-13 of the writ petition. It is stated that even though the
respondents have taken duty/work from the personnel concerned, no
payment has been made since June, 2014 by the respondents. He
confines the relief claimed in the writ petition only to this aspect of the
case.

4. Having regard to the submissions on behalf of the petitioner
and with his consent, the writ petition is disposed of, granting liberty
to the petitioner to approach the concerned respondent with a fresh
representation, who will examine the matter and take steps for
payment of the admitted dues of the petitioner, if possible within a
period of three months from the date of receipt/production of a copy of
this order. It is further clarified that if the entire claim of the
petitioner is not found admitted then he should be communicated the

reasons for reaching such conclusion.

(Vikash Jain, J)
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