
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.2550 of 2013 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 14574 of 2012  

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

Shiv Narayan Jha, son of Late Bideshwari Jha, resident of village- Mehdi, 

P.S. Rupauli, District- Araria, at present Assistant Teacher Prathmik 

Vidyala Barhara Jagarnath Tola ( Narpatganj South), P.S. Narpatganj, 

District-Araria 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar  

2. Shri Rajiv Ranjan Prasad, the District Education Officer, Establishment, 

District- Araria                                                         ....   ....  Opp.Parties. 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr.  

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. AC to AAG-11 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

........................  

 

5 19-01-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

AC to AAG-11. 

The present petition has been filed with a prayer to 

initiate contempt proceeding against Opp.Parties on allegation of 

wilful disobedience to an order dated 04.12.2012 passed in 

C.W.J.C.No.14574 of 2012. By the said order, the writ petition 

was disposed of and order of dismissal of the petitioner was set 

aside with an observation that the petitioner shall be entitled to full 

consequential benefit of the same from 25.04.2005. 

In this case, a show cause has been filed sworn by 

District Programme Officer( Estt.), Araria. In para-5 of the show 

cause, it has been categorically stated that in compliance with the 
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order of the writ court, the petitioner has been reinstated and he 

was granted all consequential benefit in view of compliance with 

the order of the writ court.  

Of course, after filing of show cause, no reply to the 

show cause has been filed, a prayer is being made for a direction 

of consequential benefit. Since statement made in paragraph-5 is 

specific, the Court is of the opinion that the order of the writ court 

has already been complied with. 

The petition stands disposed of. 

 

 
 

NKS/- 
                           (Rakesh Kumar, J) 
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