
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.556 of 2016 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 11664 of 2012  

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

1. Zeba Construction And Developers ( Pvt.) Ltd. Through Its Director 

Namely Gulfraj Ahmed @ Gulfraj son of Md. Mustafa,  R/O Kusmahwa, 

P.O.- Chandanwara, P.S.- Dhaka, District- East Champaran. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar Through Amrit Lal Mina, The Principal Secretary, 

Sahri Vikash Abhikaran, Bihar, Patna.   

2. Anil Gupta, The Executive Engineer, Zila Sahri Vikash Abhikaran, East 

Champaran, Motihari   

3. Durgesh Kumar, The Director, Zila Sahri Vikash Abhikaran, East 

Champaran, Motihari   

4. Anupam Kumar, The Collector, East Champaran At Motihari   

5. Manoj Kumar, The Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat Dhaka, District- 

East Champaran   

 

....   ....  Opp.Parties. 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s          :      Mr. Dilip Kumar Tondon 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr.  Harish Kr, GP-32. 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR 

MANDAL 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 30-11-2016  Heard the learned counsel for the petitioner and the 

counsel for the  State. 

 The application seeks initiation of a contempt 

proceeding for  violation of the order dated 15.07.2013 passed in 

CWJC No. 11664 of 2012 (Annexure-1) whereby the petitioner 

was granted liberty to represent the grievance before the Director 

Zila Sahri Vikash Abhikaran and the same was directed to be 

considered in tandem with the Executive Officer of the Nagar 

Panchayat. 
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 A show cause is filed on behalf of the opposite party  

nos.3 to 5 wherein a copy of the order dated 14.05.2016 passed  

jointly by the  Incharge of the Zila Sahri Vikash Abhikaran as well 

as Executive Officer  of the  Nagar Panchayat is enclosed. It is 

stated that a reasoned order has been passed on the representation 

of the petitioner. The legality/correctness of the order cannot be 

examined in the contempt jurisdiction of the Court. If the 

petitioner is aggrieved  thereby the matter can be ventilated  before 

the appropriate forum/authority in accordance with law. 

 The order having been complied with by the opposite 

parties, the contempt application is dismissed. 

 

 

 

Shyam/- 

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J) 

 
U    

 


