
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.1538 of 2019

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10607 of 2014

======================================================
Bijay  Kumar  Sinha  Son  of  Late  Lakshmi  Prasad  Sinha  Resident  of  E/4,

Savitri Sadan, Sadhanapuri, Gardanibagh, P.S.-Gardanibagh, District-Patna

...  ...  Petitioner/s

Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Shri Arun Kumar Singh, aged about not know to

the petitioner,  Male, son of not known to the petitioner,  Additional Chief

Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Bihar, Patna

2. Shri Rakesh Mohan aged about not know to the petitioner, Male, son of not

known to  the  petitioner,  Deputy  Secretary,  Water  Resources  Department,

Government of Bihar, Patna

3. Shri Chandrama Singh, aged about not know to the petitioner, Male, son of

not known to the petitioner, Under Secretary, Water Resources Department,

Government of Bihar, Patna

...  ...  Opposite Party/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Abhinav Srivastava, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Vinay Kriti Singh, GA-2
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

4 17-05-2023 Heard learned counsel for the parties.

Alleging  non-compliance  of  this  Court’s  order  dated

05/12/2017 passed in C.W.J.C. No. 10607 of 2014 (Annexure-

1), the present contempt application has been filed.

Learned counsel for the State submits that the order has

been complied.

The  supplementary  show cause  to  this  effect  has  been
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filed  online,  annexing  therewith  the  copy  of  the  order  at

Annexure- A. Copy of the show cause has also been served on

the petitioner’s counsel. Learned counsel for the State would be

filing hard copy, during course of the day.

In view of the substantial compliance, this Court is not

inclined to proceed any further in the contempt proceedings.

Petitioner’s counsel, however, submits that the order does

not  take  care  of  the  petitioner’s  grievance,  the  petitioner,

therefore, may assail the order in appropriate proceedings.

With liberty, as prayed for by the learned counsel for the

petitioner, this application is dismissed.
    

Raj kishore/-

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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