
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.1471 of 2015 

IN 

 Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No. 821 of 2011  

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

Shailendra Kumar Thakur Son of Sri Indradeo Thakur Resident of Village - 

Bhabhangama, P.S.- Bihpur, District - Bhagalpur, at presently posted as Assistant 

Teachers, Ziila School, Motihari, District - East Champaran 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar, Sri R.K. Maharaj, Principal Secretary cum ommission 

Human Resources Development Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna   

2. Mr. Ram Bhujaban Chaudhary, The Director Secondary Education, Govt. of 

Bihar, Patna   

3. Mr. Rajendra Prasad the Director Administrative Secondary Education, Govt. of 

Bihar, Patna   

4. Smt. Bimla Kumari, The Regional Deputy Director of Educaiton, Tirhut 

Divisin, Muzaffarpur   

5. Mr. RRam Chandra Prasad, The District Education Officer, Motihari, District - 

East Champaran   

6. Smt. Shashi Kala Kumari, The Principal, Zila School, Motihari, District - East 

Champaran   

 

....   ....  Contemnors/Opp. Parties 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :     Mr. Umesh Kumar Singh 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. K.K. Jha, AAG14 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 10-02-2017 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

Initially learned counsel for the petitioner had made a complaint 

for violation of the order dated 17.10.2011 passed in M.J.C. No. 821 

of 2011. In the I.A. No. 912 of 2017, a prayer has been made for 

amendment in the prayer made in the M.J.C. No. 821 of 2011 which 

cannot be allowed in the present proceeding. So far the violation is 

concerned, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that by the 
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earlier order dated 17.10.2011 in M.J.C. No. 821 of 2011, this Court 

has closed the contempt proceeding itself. The petitioner submits that 

certain order has been complied and certain portion of the order has 

not been complied. 

In that view of the matter, the present contempt proceeding is 

dropped with a liberty to the petitioner to take action in accordance 

with law. 

 

 

 

 

 

Rishi/- 

(Shivaji Pandey, J) 
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