IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.1411 of 2022
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1734 of 2018

1.  Mritunjay Kumar Son of Late Veer Bahadur Singh, Resident of Village -
Pratappur, P.S. Sandesh, District - Bhojpur.

2. Sandeep Kumar, Son of Sri Vinod Prasad, Resident of Village - Saraiya, P.S.
- Mufassil, District - Bhojpur.

3. Abhay Kumar Dubey Son of Sri Awadhesh Dubey, Resident of Village -
Teksemar, P.S. - Ara Mufassil, District - Bhojpur.

4.  Pratik Chandra Dev, Son of Late Krishna Govind Singh, Resident of Village
- Anaith (Ara), P.S. - Nawada (Ara), District - Bhojpur.

5. Daya Shankar Tiwary, Son of Sri Parshuram Tiwari, Resident of Village-
Pandeydih, P.S.- Charpokhari, District- Bhojpur.

6. Ranjeet Kumar Pandey, S/o Sri Nand Kishore Pandey, Resident of Village -
Sikraul, P.S - Sikarahara, District - Bhojpur.

7. Prince Kumar, Son of Sanjay Singh, Resident of Village - Bihata, P.S. -
Imadpur, District - Bhojpur.

8. Mukti Nath, Son of Sri Ramdhari Ray, Resident of Village - Binshidihari,
P.S. - Sahar, District - Bhojpur.

9.  Rajeev Kumar Singh, Son of Late Sanjeet Singh, Resident of village -
Garhani, P.S. - Charpokhari, District - Bhojpur.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1.  The State of Bihar
2. Sri Raj Kumar, District Magistrate, Bhojpur, Arrah.

3. Sri Hari Narayan Paswan, The Deputy Development Commissioner, District
Rural Development Authority, Bhojpur, Arrah.

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Ms. Prakritita Sharma, Advocate
Mr. Krishna Chandra, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Sriram Krishna, Advocate

Mr. Rewati Raman, AC to SC-11

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI
ORAL ORDER

9  03-05-2023 In the affidavit, the Deputy Development
Commissioner, Bhojpur, Ara has stated that as and when fund

will be available he would release the salary. Such a statement



rakhi/-

U
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cannot be accepted. He being the salary disbursing authority it
was bounden duty on him to disburse the salary. If it is not
disbursed as on today, the same shall be disbursed. With the
above observations the present contempt petition stands dropped
reserving liberty to the petitioner in the event of non-payment of
salary for a particular month an Interlocutory Application be
filed by the petitioner in reviving today's order.

At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner
submitted that cost portion has not been paid. In this regard, the
concerned respondent is hereby directed to pay the cost within a
period of two weeks from today, failing which petitioner is
permitted to file Interlocutory Application for reviving this

order.

(P. B. Bajanthri, J)



