
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1501 of 2016

======================================================
Bishwa Nath Prasad Son of Late Ramdeo Prasad Resident of Village-Panki
Road,  P.S.-Town  Thana,  P.O.-Bara  Lota,  Dist.-Palamu  (Daltonganj)
Jharkhand. Superannuated Anchala Adhikari, posted at Rajgir (Nalanda)

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Deptt. of Revenue & land
Reforms, Govt. of Bihar, Patna 

2. The Principal Secretary, Deptt. of Revenue & Land Reforms, Govt. of Bihar,
Patna 

3. The Additional Secretary, Deptt. of Revenue & Land Refors, Govt. of Bihar,
Patna 

4. The District Collector (D.M.) Nalanda at Biharsharif 
5. The Additional Collector, Nalanda at Biharshrif-cum-Enquiry Officer 
6. The  Deputy  Collector,  Land  Reforms  (DCLR),  Rajgir,  Nalanda-cum-

Presiding Officer 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Deo Raj Kumar Prasad, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Dinesh Maharaj, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD
ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 10-01-2019

Petitioner has filed this writ application challenging the

entire proceedings arising out of the departmental proceedings

no.  67  of  2012-13  which  was  initiated  vide  memo  no.

2144/12/15 dated 12.02.2013 against  the petitioner for certain

charges  communicated  to  him  under  Praptra  ‘K’  dated

09.10.2013.  The charges are in relation to the period when the

petitioner was posted as Circle Officer.  

This Court would find that the petitioner has approached

this Court, without there being any order of punishment against

him.   Since  the   final  decision  is  yet  to  be  taken  by  the
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Disciplinary  Authorities  pursuant  to  the  proceedings  initiated

and  the  enquiry  report  has  already  been  submitted  after

conclusion of the proceedings before the Enquiry Officer, it is

for  the  Disciplinary  Authority  to  take  a  final  decision.  Only

thereafter  the petitioner may or may not be aggrieved by the

outcome of the proceedings.  At present, there is no occasion for

this Court to exercise any jurisdiction in favour of the petitioner.

Writ petition is dismissed. 
    

Prakash/-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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