
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 4527 of 2013 

====================================================== 
Sri Arun Kumar Sinha S/O Late Parmeshwar Singh Resident Of Parsurai, 

P.O. - Panher, District - Nalanda 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State Of Bihar    

2. The Principal Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of 
Bihar, Patna   
3. The Deputy Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of 

Bihar, Patna   
4. Bihar Public Service Commissioner through Its Chairman, Bailey Road, 

Patna   
 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      N O N E 
For the S t a t e                :     Mr Niraj Kumar, AC to GA X 
For the B P S C                :    Mr Amrendra Kumar, Advocate  

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD  

 

ORAL ORDER 

 

5 27-06-2018 It is submitted by the learned counsel for the 

respondent-State that earlier the writ petition being CWJC No 

5605 of 2007 has been filed by the petitioner challenging the order 

of punishment dated 13.02.1999 whereby he was punished with 

censure and stoppage of three annual increments.  The petitioner, 

on the earlier occasion, had also challenged the order dated 

11.09.2006 communicating rejection of his appeal.  On the 

petitioner’s earlier writ petition, direction was issued to the 

Disciplinary Authority to consider the pleas raised by the 

petitioner in his reply to second show cause.  In the instant writ 
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petition, the order passed by the Disciplinary Authority dated 

02.03.2012 awarding two punishments has been challenged.  He 

submits that pursuant to remand by this Court in the earlier 

proceedings, petitioner has not filed the statutory remedy of appeal 

as has been done in the earlier occasion and the writ petition has 

been filed without availing the adequate alternative statutory 

remedy. 

Since, none appears on behalf of the petitioner, 

without going into the merits of the submission made by the 

respondents, the writ petition is dismissed for want of prosecution. 

 
 
M.E.H./- 

(Madhuresh Prasad, J) 
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