
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.557 of 2012 

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

1. Nilesh Kumar Ojha  S/O Sri Narendra Prasad Ojha  

2. Nirbhai Ojha S/O Sri Shoeo Shankar Ojha  

3. Mintu Kumar Ojha S/O Lalan Ojha  

4. Panchanand Ojha S/O Sri Ramjee Ojha 

      All of Resident Of Village Bandha, Police Station Bihiya, District 

Bhojpur At Ara. 

....   ....    Petitioners 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar.   

2. Sri Abhyanand, the Director General of Police, Bihar, Patna.   

3. Sri Rabindra Shankaran, the Deputy Inspector General (Human Right), 

Bihar, Patna.   

4. Sri Arbind Pandey, the Inspector General (Bihar Military Police), Bihar, 

Patna.   

5. Sri Alok Kumar, the Chairman Central Recruitment Board Cum 

Additional Inspector General SCRB, Bihar, Patna.   

6. Sri Alok Kumar, The Chairman, Central Region Board No. 1, Patna.   

7. Sri Nagendra Prasad Singh, the Chairman, Central Region Board No. 2, 

Patna.   

8. Sri M.R. Nayan, The Chairman, Shahabad Region Board No. 1, Bhojpur.   

9. Sri P. Kannan, The Chairman, Munger Division Board No. 1, Munger.   

 

....Contemnors/opposite parties 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      None 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Gyan Prakash Ojha, G.A.-7 

              Mr. Sushant Praveer, A.C. to G.A.-7 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. ANJANA MISHRA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

6 25-01-2017  No one appears on behalf of the contempt petitioner.  

 The matter relates to the appointment of constable. Pursuant 

to the order passed by this Court, a show-cause has been filed by 

opposite party No. 8.  In the said show cause, it has been stated 

that the petitioners after qualifying in the written test, could not 

make it to the merit-list and, therefore, the cases were not 

considered. In the said show cause, it has also been averred that 
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the Advertisement No. 1 of 2004 and 2 of 2004 under the District 

of Ara were conducted and petitioner nos. 1,2 and 3 had scored 

marks in the physical test, but they did not make it to the merit list. 

So far as petitioner No. 4 is concerned, it has been stated that the 

matter relates to the district of Buxar. It has also been submitted 

that, thereafter, several vacancies have arisen and other 

advertisements were also issued and now no vacancy is left out.  

As such, there is no deliberate intention for non-compliance of the 

order of this Hon’ble Court. There is also no one to press the 

present application. 

  Considering the show cause filed by opposite party No. 8, 

the present application for contempt stands dismissed as not 

pressed. 

 

 

Saif/- 

                                   (Anjana Mishra, J) 
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