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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case N0.1364 of 2015
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 15762 of 2012

J'Arjun Prasad, son of Sri Rajnath Prasad, Resident of Village- Thepha
Prubanchal , P.O.- Thepha Bazar, P.S. Jiradei, District- Siwan.

Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through Sri Anjani Kumar Singh, the Chief Secretary,
Qg_vernment of Bihar, Patna.

\ P2..8Sri Amir Subhani, son of not known to the petitioner, presently posted as

the Principal Secretary General Administration Department, Government of
Bihar, Patna.

3. Sri Beyas Jee, son of not known to the petitioner, presently posted as the
Principal Secretary, Department of Revenue and Land Reforms Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

4. Sri Sanjay Kumar Singh, son of not known to the petitioner, Presently
posted as the District Magistrate, Siwan, District- Siwan.

5. Sri Md. Imran, son of not known to the petitioner, Presently posted as the
Senior Deputy Collector, Nazarat Branch, Siwan, District- Siwan.

6. Sri Ravikant Tiwary, son of not known to the petitioner, Presently posted
as the Incharge Additional Collector, Siwan, District- Siwan.

7. Sri Manoj Kumar, son of not known to the petitioner, Presently posted as
the Deputy Collector (Establishment), Siwan, District- Siwan.

.... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Vijay Kumar Singh
For the Respondent/s

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

Heard Sri Vijay Kumar Singh, learned counsel for the
petitioner and learned AC to GA No. 7.

The present petition has been filed with a prayer to
initiate contempt proceeding against opposite parties on an
allegation of willful disobedience to an order dated 30.10.2013

passed in CWJC No. 15762 of 2012. By the said order the writ
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petition was disposed of with an observation that in the event
member of the Association approaches individually before the
competent authority same may be examined in its right
perspective.

In this case show cause has been filed on behalf of
opposite party no. 4 to 7 and it has been indicated that matter was
examined and as per Government Resolution certain decision has
been taken.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
individually the petitioner has filed application for appointment
but no order has been passed regarding appointment. Since in the
writ petition there was no such direction for appointment the
court is of the opinion that there is no need to pass further order in
the present petition. If the petitioner feels aggrieved he would be
at liberty to avail appropriate remedy.

The petition stands disposed of.

(Rakesh Kumar, J)

| U |




