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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case N0.338 of 2015
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 21909 of 2012

Lakshmi Mahto, Son of Late Jhumak Mahto, Resident of Village - Sirsia,
P.O. Tajpur, P.S.- Bangara, District - Samastipur.

Petitioner/s
Versus

1. Sri Pratayay Amrit, The Bihar State Power (Holding) Company Limited,
through its Chairman - cum - Managing Director, Vidyut Bhawan, Jawahar
Lal Nehru Marg (Bailey Road), P.S. Kotwali, District - Patna - 800021.
2. Sri Pratayay Amrit, the Chairman-cum- Managing Director, The Bihar
State Power (Holding) Company Limited, Jawahar Lal Nehru Marg (Bailey
Road), Patna.
3. Smt. Palika Sahani, The South Bihar Power Distribution Company Ltd.
through its Managing Director, P.S.- Kotwali Jawahar Lal Nehru Marg
(Bailey Road), District - Patna.
4. Sri Binod Kumar, The General Manager (H R) - cum - Chief Engineer,
South Bihar Power Distribution Company Ltd., Central Electric Supply
Area, Daroga Rai Patha, Patna.
5. Sri R.K. Sharma, the Superintending Engineer, Electric Nalanda Electric
Supply Circle, Bihar - Sharif, District - Nalanda.
6. Sri M.K. Ojha, the D.G.M. South Bihar Power Distribution Company
Ltd., Vidyut Bhawan, Jawahar Lal Nehru Marg Bailey Road, P.S. Kotwali,
District - Patna.
7. Sri Suni Kr. Agrawal, The Account Officer, Nalanda Electric Supply
Circle Bihar Sharif, Nalanda.

.... Opposite Parties

Appearance :
For the Petitioner : None
For the SBPHCL : Mr. Vijay Kumar Verma, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. ANJANA MISHRA
ORAL ORDER

No one appears for the petitioner.

With reference to the show cause filed on behalf of
the Opposite Party-South Bihar Power Holding Company Ltd.,
it has been submitted that the disciplinary authority has

cancelled the order of compulsory retirement of the petitioner
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and has accepted his joining with effect from 10.11.2014. The
petitioner has also superannuated thereafter and the pension of
the petitioner is to be paid from the date of retirement on the
basis of the salary drawn by him.

In view of the aforementioned submissions, no
cause survives in the contempt application. It is, accordingly,

dismissed.

(Anjana Mishra, J)




