
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.2022 of 2019

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.7593 of 2017

======================================================
Brij  Vilas  Rai  S/o Late Raj Dayal Rai,  Resident  of Village-  Sarenja,  P.S.-
Rajpur, Distt.- Buxar.

...  ...  Petitioner
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary,  Bihar, Patna namely,  Mr.
Deepak Kumar

2. The Principal Secretary Department of Agriculture, Bihar, Patna, namely Mr.
Sudhir Kumar

3. The  Agriculture  Produce  Commissioner  Agriculture  Department,  Bihar,
Patna, namely, Mr. Ashok Kumar

4. The  Director  Agriculture  Department,  Bihar,  Patna,  namely,  Mr.  Aadesh
Titarmare

5. The  Joint  Director  Agriculture  Department,  Bihar,  Patna,  namely,  Mr.
Vishwanath Chaudhary

6. The District Magistrate Buxar, namely, Mr. Raghvendra Singh

7. The  District  Agriculture  Officer  Buxar,  namely,  Mr.  Krishna  Nand
Chakrawarty

8. State  Bank of  India  through the  Chief  Manager,  ADB, Sarenja,  District-
Buxar, namely, Mr. Pankaj Kumar

...  ...  Opposite Parties
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Rana Ishwar Chandra, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Chitranjan Sinha (PAAG-2)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

3 22-01-2020 It  appears  in  the  show  cause  filed  on  behalf  of

Opposite  Party  No.  7  a  statement  has  been  made  that  in

compliance of the order of this Court the Opposite Party No. 7

has paid Rs.  11,85,953/-,  however,  from Annexure ‘A’ to the

show cause which is letter of Opposite Party No. 7 addressed to

the Branch Manager of the Bank it appears that only a sum of
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Rs. 11,49,448/- has been sent  to the bank account as a result

whereof the loan account of the petitioner has not been closed

and the Bank is looking for the total amount as mentioned in

Paragraph ‘4’ of the show cause.

Learned Counsel for the State submits that if there is

some discrepancies  in the amount actually sent to the Bank, the

same will be taken care of and the balance amount, if any, as per

the statement of Opposite Party No. 7 made in Paragraph ‘4’ of

his show cause shall be transmitted to the Bank. 

In that view of the matter, this Contempt Application

is dropped and disposed off accordingly.    
    

vats/ved
(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)
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