
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.264 of 2015 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 11338 of 2008  

====================================================== 
1. Harendra Prasad Singh Son of Late Sita Ram Singh R/o vill. - Rewa 
Sahilapatti, P.S. Saraiya, District - Muzaffarpur 

 
....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Govt. of Bihar, Patna Sri 
Anjani Kumar Singh    

2. The Managing Director, Bridge Construction Corporation Limited, Bihar, 
Patna, Sri Ravishankar Prasad Singh    

3. Senior Project Engineer, Bihar State Bridge Construction Work Division, 
Muzaffarpur, Sri Arun Kumar    
4. The Chairman, Bihar State Bridge Construction Corporation Limited, 

Sardar Patel Marg, Patna, Sri Vinay Kumar    
5. The Deputy Chief Engineer, Bihar State Bridge Construction Ltd., North 

Bihar Circle, Patna Sri Ashok Kumar Verma   
6. The Executive Engineer, Bihar State Bridge Construction Ltd., Work 
Division, Muzaffarpur, Sri Arun Kumar    

 
....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s               :      Mr. Ram Shankar Das 

For the Respondent No. 2 to 6       :     Mr. Lalit Kishore, Sr. Advocate 
                       :    Mrs. Binita Singh 

For the State                                   :     Mr. Vijay Bharti, A.C. to S.C.-7 
====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. ANJANA MISHRA 

ORAL ORDER 
 

8 16-02-2018 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

counsel appearing on behalf of the Bihar State Bridge 

Construction Corporation as well as learned counsel for the State. 

It is submitted by learned counsel appearing on behalf 

of the Corporation that the payments of admitted dues have been 

made in accordance with the direction passed by this Court and, 

therefore, nothing more remains.  
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On the last occasion, learned counsel for the petitioner 

has sought for an adjournment to file a rejoinder which has not 

been filed today.  

However, considering the fact that the admitted dues 

of the petitioner stand paid, the Court does not intend to proceed 

further in the contempt matter.  

The present application stands disposed of with liberty 

to the petitioner to pursue other claims which may be tenable 

under law.  

 
 
Saif/-  

   (Anjana Mishra, J) 
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