
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.796 of 2024

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.3770 of 2023

======================================================
Jaiprakash Mandal Son of Late Bhagwat Mandal Resident of Mohalla- Laxmi
Nagar  Colony,  Takichak,  Post  Office-Mirjanhat,  Police  Station-  Habibpur,
District- Bhagalpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. K. K. Pathak The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department
of Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

2. Kanhaiya  Prasad  Shrivastava,  The  Director,  Secondary  Education
Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. Sanjay Kumar, District Education Officer, Bhagalpur.

4. Dev Narayan Pandit,  District  Program Officer  (Establishment)  Education,
Bhagalpur.

5. Naushad  Alam,  The  Principle  of  Govt.  Intermediate  School,  Isupur,
Pirpaithi, Bhagalpur.

6. Praveen Kumar Singh, the Accountant General (A and E), Bihar, Patna.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Md. Helal Ahmad, Advocate

 Mr. Md. Ejaz Akhtar, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. J.K. Roy, Standing Counsel 13

 Mr. U.K. Singh, AC to SC-13
For the A.G. :  Mr. Raj Nandan Prasad, Advocate

 Mr. Vishesh Kumar Singh, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PURNENDU SINGH

ORAL ORDER

3 26-07-2024   Heard  Mr.  Md.  Helal  Ahmad,  learned  counsel

appearing on behalf  of  the petitioner;   Mr.  J.K.  Roy,  learned

Standing Counsel-13 appearing on behalf of the State and Mr.

Raj  Nandan  Prasad,  learned  counsel  along  with  Mr.  Vishesh

Kumar  Singh,  learned  counsel  for  the  Accountant  General,

Bihar.

2. Considering the information contained in paragraph
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no. 10 to the show cause filed on behalf of the opposite party

no.  2,  wherein,  it  has  been  stated  that  a  payment  of  Rs.

4,81,497/-  has  been  made  to  the  petitioner,  I  find  that  the

proceeding of contempt initiated against the opposite party no. 2

requires no consideration.

3.  Accordingly,  the  present  contempt  petition  is

disposed of.
    

Niraj/-
(Purnendu Singh, J)

U


