
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.839 of 2015 

Arising out of 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 14687 of 2008  

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

Gopi Nath Pathak Son of late Sidheshwar Pathak  ,  resident of village - Bakawan . 

P.S.- Bhadaur, Distt. - Patna. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar   

2. Mr. R.K. Mahajan , the Principal Secretary, Education Department , Bihar, 

Patna.   

3. Mr. Sunil Kumar Singh, the Director , Secondary Education , Bihar, Patna.   

4. Mr. Chandra Shekhar Prasad, the District Education Officer, Patna.   

5. Mr. Arun Kumar Mishra, the Director, Provident Fund Directorate, Bihar, 

Patna.   

6. Mr. Sanjay Kumar Prasad , the District Provident Fund Officer, Patna.   

7. Mr. Manoj Kumar, the In-Charge Head Master, Smt. Radhika Devi High 

School, Darwe- Bhadaur, P.S. - Bhadaur, Distt. - Patna.   

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

....   ....  Opp. Party/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner       :     Mr. Sidhendra Narayan Singh, Advocate  

For the State         :     Mr. Anshuman Singh, AC to PAAG 1 

For the Accountant General  :     Mr. Ranjan Kumar, Advocate 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 26-10-2016 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

3
rd

 supplementary show cause has been filed on behalf of 

opposite party no. 3, who is personally present in Court. The same 

discloses that in terms of the order of the Court dated 16.01.2015 

passed in C.W.J.C. No. 14687 of 2008, payments have been credited 
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to the account of the petitioner. 

In view of the aforesaid, the present contempt petition, 

having become infructuous, stands disposed off. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that certain 

dues payable to the petitioner still remain. 

Be that as it may, the Court, in its present jurisdiction, 

cannot go into such aspect as only the order passed in the writ 

proceedings was required to be complied with by the opposite parties. 

Thus, no further order is required to be passed.  

However, if the petitioner still has any grievance with 

regard to unpaid dues, he may approach the appropriate forum, in 

accordance with law. 

Personal appearance of opposite party no. 3 stands 

dispensed with. 
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