
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.1401 of 2019

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11338 of 2015

======================================================
Raj Kishore Prasad Yadav S/o Late Yashodhar Prasad Yadav Resident of Flat
No. 302, Kuldip Bimaditya Palace, A.G. Colony, Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. Sri Pratyaya Amrit,  Chairman cum Managing Director Bihar State Power
Holding Company Ltd., Vidyut Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna.

2. Sri  Bipin  Kumar  Singh  General  Manager,  Human  Resources  and
Administration, South Bihar Power Distribution Co. Ltd. Vidhyut Bhawan,
Bailey Road, Patna.

3. Sri  N.K.  Jha  General  Manager,  Finance  and  Administration,  Bihar  State
Power Holding Company Ltd. Vidyut Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Surendra Mishra, Advocate.

 Mr. Rajiv Ranjan Pandey, Advocate.
For the SBPDCL :  Mr. Vijay Kumar Verma, Advocate.

 Mr. Akhileshwar Singh, Advocate.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR
ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 08-09-2023

Heard  Mr. Surendra Mishra, learned counsel for the

petitioner and Mr. Vijay Kumar Verma, learned counsel for the

respondent South Bihar Power Distribution Co. Ltd.

2. Mr. Verma, representing the South Bihar Power

Holding Co. Ltd., submits that pursuant to the order of this

Court dated 03.11.2015 passed in CWJC No.11338 of 2015,

the representation of the petitioner was duly considered and

all the admissible retiral dues have been paid to the petitioner.

He further submits that so far the remaining dues including
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the salary for the period of suspension is concerned, the same

would be dependent upon the outcome of C.B.I. Case- RC 01

(A) 2003 AHD/PAT.

3.  On  the  other  hand,  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner submits that still there are certain other dues which

have  not  been  paid,  apart  from  that  the  petitioner  is  also

entitled for interest over the due payment.

4. Be that  as  it  may, considering the fact  that  the

order  of  this  Court  has  already  been  complied  and  the

admissible dues has already been paid in the compliance of

the order of this Court, the present contempt petition stands

disposed of. However, the petitioner is at liberty to raise his

claim with regard to the other grievances, if still survive. 
    

manoj/-
(Harish Kumar, J)
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