
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.2571 of 2016

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10535 of 2007

======================================================
Kapil  Kumar,  S/o Ram Ishwar Yadav, R/o Village-  Nai Bazar  Sahabazpur,
P.O.- Takya Karpi, P.S.- Khijarsarai, District Gaya.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar 
2. Ravi Kumar, District Magistrate, Gaya.
3. Kamlesh Kumar,  Officer  on Special  Duty,  Confidential  Cell,  Collectoriate,

Gaya.
4. Upendra Das, Additional Collector, Nazarat, Gaya.
5. Anil Kumar, Resident of Village- Nadra, P.S.- Khijarsarai, District Gaya.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sanjay Kumar, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Sc19 Ajay Behari Sinha
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY

ORAL ORDER

9 25-02-2019 Considering  the  second  supplementary  show-cause

filed on behalf of opposite parties, the Court is not inclined to

proceed any further. 

The scope of contempt jurisdiction is confined to the

order  passed  by  the  writ  Court,  the  Court  is  not  inclined  to

widen the scope of contempt jurisdiction, particularly, in view of

the judgment of the Apex Court in the case of  Union of India

and Others  vs.  Subedar Devassy  PV,  reported  in  (2006)  1

SCC 613 reiterated in the case of Sudhir Vasudeva, Chairman

and MD, Natural Gas Corporation Limited and Others v M

George Ravishekaran and Others reported in  (2014) 3 SCC
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373.

However, liberty shall be available to the petitioner to

challenge the decision of the opposite parties on the ground of

discrimination and non-consideration of his case in accordance

with the then prevailing norms in appropriate proceeding.

With  the  aforesaid  liberty,  this  application  is,

accordingly, disposed of.

    

uday/-
(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)
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