
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 6542 of 2013 

=========================================================== 
Kameshwar Prasad Karan S/O Late Jagdish Prasad, Resident of Laxmi Niwas, 

Nawal Kishore Road, P.S. - Kadamkuan, District – Patna. 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar    

2. The Secretary, Department of Health, Government of Bihar, Patna.   
3. The Director-In-Chief Health Services, Government of Bihar, Patna.   
4. The Director, Health Services, Government of Bihar.   

5. The Director T.B. Demonstration and Training Centre, Agamkuan, Patna.   
6. The Accountant General (A & E), Bihar.   

7. The Accountant Officer/Section Officer, Account General Office, Patna.   
 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

For the Petitioner/s  : None 
For the State   : Mr. Gautm Kumar Yadav, A.C. to G.P. 26 
For the Accountant General : Mr. Ranjan Kuamr, Advocate 

=========================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH  

                                                       ORAL JUDGMENT 
Date: 08-03-2018 
 

 Nobody appears on behalf of the petitioner. Learned 

counsel for the State and Accountant General have assisted the 

Court.  

2. On 13.12.2013, the Court had recorded the following 

order: 

                             “This application will be heard. 

 The Bench hearing the matter may take into 
consideration whether this writ application is 

maintainable at all in the very first place and 
whether repeated writ applications can be 

entertained when earlier writ application had been 
dismissed without any liberty to approach the Court 

again. 
If the petitioner fails to provide any precedent 

in this regard, there could be an occasion to even 
impose cost upon the petitioner for wasting valuable 



Patna High Court CWJC No.6542 of 2013 dt.08-03-2018 

 

2/2 

 

time, energy and money in filing repeated writ 
applications for the same and an identical cause of 

action. 
Annexure-9 is the order passed in the earlier 

writ application where detail of even previous writ 
application has been taken note of.” 

 
3. In view of the aforesaid and taking note of the fact 

that nobody has appeared to press the writ application, the same 

stands dismissed.  

 
 

 
 

P. Kumar 

                                                        (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 
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