
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11484 of 2011 

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

 Jai Prakash Singh aged about 41 years son of  Late  Ramadhar Singh 

resident of Flat No. 15 Jagat Narayani Apartment, Bank Road, Patna 

800001, P.S. Gandhi Maidan 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The Bihar Industrial Area Development Authority (BIADA) Through Its 

Managing Director Having Office At 1st Floor, Udyog Bhawan, East 

Gandhi Maidan, Patna  800004  

2. The Chairman, The Bihar Industrial Area Development Authority 

(BIADA) Cum Principal Secretary Industry Deptt. Govt. Of Bihar Patna   

3. The Managing Director, The Bihar Industrial Area Development 

Authority (BIADA)  Having Office At 1st Floor, Udyog Bhawan, East 

Gandhi Maidan, Patna  800004  

4. The Secretary , Bihar  Industrial Area Development Authority (BIADA) 

Having Office At 1st Floor, Udyog Bhawan, East Gandhi Maidan, Patna 

800004   

5. Sri Anup Kumar son of Not Known  To The Petitioner Presently Posted 

As Consultant Project Implementation ,Having Office At 1st Floor, Udyog 

Bhawan, East Gandhi Maidan, Patna 800004 

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Anand Kumar Ojha 

For the Respondent/s       :     

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

6 03-02-2016 Heard Sri  Anand Kumar Ojha, learned counsel for the 

petitioner and Sri Piyush Lal, learned counsel who has appeared 

on behalf of the respondent no. 1 to 4/ Bihar Industrial Area 

Development Authority.  

In the present writ petition the petitioner has made a 

prayer for directing the respondents to appoint him  on the post of  

Consultant  Technical. 

 It is not in dispute that such appointment  as per 



Patna High Court CWJC No.11484 of 2011 (6) dt.03-02-2016 

 

2/2 

 

advertisement was  contractual appointment for  specific   period. 

Meaning thereby, that after expiry of the period of appointment on  

contractual basis, there is no reason to pass any positive order in 

the present writ petition. 

The writ petition was filed in the year  2011 itself and 

as such,  the court is of the opinion that  no positive order can be 

passed. 

The writ petition stands disposed of. 

 

 
 

 

Praful/- 

(Rakesh Kumar, J) 
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