
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.13666 of 2013 

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

1. Shishir Kumar Sinha  Son of Hari Nandan Prasad resident of village and P.O. 

Kalyanpur, P.S. Bidupur, District- Vaishali at Hajipur. 

2. Amarendra Kumar Sinha Son of Late Nageshwar Prasad Sinha resident of village 

and P.O. Susta, P.S. Maniyari, District- Muzaffarpur. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar    

2. The Principal Secretary,  Rural Development Department, Government of Bihar,  

    Patna 

3. The Chief Engineer,   Rural Engineering Organization, Bihar, Patna 

4. The Superintending Engineer,  Rural Engineering Organization, Work Circle,  

    Muzaffarpur 

5. The Executive Engineer,  Rural Engineering Organization, Work Division,  

    Muzaffarpur 

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :     Mr. Vijay Kumar Singh 

For the Respondent/s      :     Mr. Vinay Kriti Singh 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 28-04-2016 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned 

counsel for the State.  

In this case, petitioners have claimed for regularisation in 

service. It has been submitted that during the pendency of this writ 

application, they have been regularised, but they have not been given 

the consequent benefit.  The counsel for the petitioner has placed an 

order passed by this Court in LPA No. 416 of 2013 in which I (Shivaji 

Pandey,J.) was a party to that case. 

This Court is not examining the merit with regard to the 
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consequential benefit. As the counsel for the petitioner submits that 

cases of petitioners are squarely covered by that judgment, the 

authority will examine the claim of the petitioners with regard to 

consequential benefit. If the cases of the petitioners are found to be 

covered by that judgment, same benefit should be extended to them as 

has been given to the petitioner of that case. The whole process should 

be complete within a period of six months from the date of 

receipt/production of a copy of this order. 

With the above observation/direction, this petition is 

disposed of. 

 

 

 

 

 

Mahesh/- 

(Shivaji Pandey, J) 
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