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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.1767 of 2014 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 1834 of 2013  

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

Awadhesh Prasad Sharma Son of Late Raj Nandan Singh Resident of 

Village - Sujauli, P.O. - Nehalpur, P.S. - Kurtha, District - Jehanabad 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through Mr. Rameshwar Singh Secretary, Finance 

Department Old Secretariate, Patna   

2. Mr. R.K. Khandelwal, The Divisional Commissioner Magadh Division, 

Gaya   

3. Mr. Alok Kumar, Under Secretary Government of Bihar, Patna   

4. Mr. Kamlakant, the Chief Engineer, Water Resources Development, 

Gaya   

5. Mr. Anil Kumar, The Executive Engineer, Water Ways Division, 

Jehanabad   

6. Mr. Vijay Kumar Singh, The Superintending Engineer, Water Ways 

Division, Jehanabad   

7. Mr. Anand KUmar, The Under Secretary (Management) Water 

Resources Department, Patna   

8. Mr. Sanjay Kumar, The Accountant General, Bihar, Patna   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Shankar Kumar, Adv 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Ajay Bihari Sinha SC-19 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MIHIR KUMAR JHA 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

 

2 30-06-2015 Heard learned counsel for the parties.  

Having regard to the fact that this Court on perusal of 

the show cause reply filed by the Opposite Parties is fully 

satisfied that the direction given by this Court in the order 

dated 30.01.2013 in C.W.J.C No. 1834 of 2013, as with 

regard to different payments has been carried out in letter 

and spirit, the only grievance now being raised by learned 
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counsel for the petitioner that the fixation benefit of 6
th
 Pay 

Revision, has not been given, will definitely not constitute 

contempt and therefore, if the petitioner has any other 

grievance as with regard to non payment of the benefits 

which had allegedly been extended to him including that of 

6
th
 Pay Revision recommendation, he may approach the 

competent authority but then continuance of this contempt 

application now will be a sheer abuse of the process of 

Court.  

Nothing said in this order, however, will come in the 

way of the petitioner in approaching the authorities for 

ensuring the fixation of the benefit of 6
th
 Pay Revision 

which also has been explained by the Opposite Parties in 

their show cause reply stating that the matter has been 

processed and also sent to District Accounts Officer, 

Jehanabad.  

That being so, this application is disposed of as having 

become infructuous.  

 

 

Ranjan/- 
                                             (Mihir Kumar Jha, J) 

U    

 


