
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18055 of 2015

======================================================
Sugan Rai  S/o  Shri  Shivnath  Rai@Sidhnath  Rai  Resident  of  Village-Jhori
tola, P.o- Dalip Chak, P.s Danapur, District - Patna .At present Village- Akalu
Chak, P.s Jamsoth, P.s Sahpur Danapur Cantt District Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Union Of India through its Ministry of Home Affairs.

2. The  Director  General,  Supply  and  Transport,  Directorate,  Army  Head
Quarter, New Dehli-110011 

3. The Commanding ,ASCSupply andTransport0 Department , Head Quarter
Bihar and Orisa, Sub-Area, Branch Danapur Cantt.

4. The Supply and Transport Depot officer, ASC, Danapur,Cantt. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Umeshanand Pandit, Advocate
For the UOI :  Mr.Kumar Priya Ranjan, Advocate

 Mr.Girish Nandan Abhishek, Advocate
 Ms.Nirmala Singh, Advocate
 Mr.Vibhuti Kumar, Advocate

======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 27-09-2023 1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the

following relief(s):-

“1.  That  the  present  writ  application  is  being

preferred for the issuance of an appropriate Writ or

Writs,  Order or Orders,  direction or directions for

commanding and directing the concerned authority

to  consider  the  candidature  of  the  petitioner  with

respect  to  the  initially  appointment  on  the  post  of

Causal  labour  (Chowkidar)  on  28.04.1992  as  IV

Grade  in  the  concerned  department,  but  the

respondents authorities has not been regularized till

date of the petitioner, and the petitioner worked 240
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days of the concerned department, and the Hon'ble

High  Court  for  relief  any  thing  and for  the  other

necessary relief/ reliefs on the basis of the facts and

circumstances of the case as stated hereinafter.”  

2. At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner

seeks  not  to  press  the  present  writ  petition,  however,  seeks

liberty on behalf of the petitioner to avail such other alternative

remedies as are otherwise available under the law, for redressal

of his aforesaid grievances. Liberty so sought is granted.

3. The writ petition stands dismissed as not pressed. 
    

Saurav/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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