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20-06-2018

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case N0.3794 of 2017
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 8162 of 2016

1. Raghunath Pd. Sinha S/o Late Ram Bhajan Sinha, A/p R/o Ramjaipal
Nagar Gola Road, West Bailey Road, Danapur, Post- Danapur Cantt. Distt.
Patna. Superannuated from his Service as Head Clerk (absorbed) From the
Office Project Executive, Officer, Dumrao, Buxar.

........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through Sri Sunil Kumar Singh, The Agriculture
Production Commissioner, Department of Agriculture , New Secretariat,
Bihar, Patna.
2. Sri Sunil Kumar Singh, the Agriculture Production Commissioner,
Department of Agriculture, New Secretariat, Bihar, Patna.

.... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Jai Prakash Verma, Adv.
For the Respondent/s  :  Mr. Sarvesh Kumar Singh - AAG 13

Mr. Ankit Katriyar, A.C. to AAG 13

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN
ORAL ORDER

A show cause has been filed by the Ankit Katriyar, A.C. to
AAG 13 on behalf of the opposite parties. Let it be kept on record.

A supplementary affidavit is being filed on behalf of the
petitioner.

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

Vide order passed on the writ petition all that was directed
was that the petitioner would raise his grievance before the
Agriculture Production Commissioner and which would be
disposed of within 3 months in accordance with law by speaking

order. Accordingly, the grievance was raised vide Annexure-3 and
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since it was not disposed that the contempt application was filed
but while it is pending that the claim has been disposed of by the
order of rejection bearing Memo No. 410 dated 27.04.2018, a
copy of which has been placed on record vide Annexure- S/1 of
the show cause. This does not satisfy the petitioner to file
supplementary affidavit but then the forum for raising such
grievance is in a different jurisdiction and not in a contempt
jurisdiction. The petitioner if so advised can question the reasoned
order in an appropriate forum in appropriate proceeding but in the
nature of the discharge made by the opposite party Commissioner
no cause remains for continuing this contempt proceeding which is

accordingly disposed of.

(Jyoti Saran, J)
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