
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16490 of 2013

======================================================
Tapeshwar  Prasad  Son  Of  Late  Ambika  Prasad  Resident  Of  Mohalla-
Vishnupuri, Ram Lakhan Singh Path, Chitkohra, Police Station- Gardanibagh,
Town and District- Patna

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  Bihar  State  Industrial  Development  Corporation  Ltd.  Through  its
Managing Director, Indira Bhawan, Ram Charitra Singh Path, Near Bailey
Road Railway Crossing, Patna

2. The  Chief  Personnel  Officer,  Bihar  State  Industrial  Development
Corporation  Ltd.,  Indira  Bhawan,  Ramcharitra  Singh  Path,  Near  Bailey
Road Railway Crossing, Patna

3. Mr.  M.P.  Choudhary,  Chief  Accounts  Officer,  Bihar  State  Industrial
Development  Corporation  Ltd.,  Indira  Bhawan,  Ramcharitra  Singh  Path,
Near Bailey Road Railway Crossing, Patna

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Suresh Kumar, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  None
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY

ORAL ORDER

6 07-10-2025   Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner.  No  one

appears for the respondents.

2. The petitioner has filed the instant application for

the following relief(s) :-

“1. (i) for issuance of an appropriate direction to
grant second time bound promotion in favour of
the petitioner as he had completed 25 years of
service; 
(ii)  for  issuance  of  an  appropriate  direction  to
make  payment  of  T.A.  bills  of  Rs.8403.70
alongwith penal interest for delayed payment of
his legitimate claims;
(iii)  for  other  relief  or  reliefs  for  which  the
petitioner is legally entitled under the law in the
facts and circumstances of the case.”
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3. At the outset, it is submitted by learned counsel for

the  petitioner  that  as  per  oral  instructions  received  from the

family members of the sole petitioner, the sole petitioner died

during  pendency  of  this  application,  however  inspite  of  all

efforts the learned counsel has not been able to take any steps

for substitution. It is further submitted that no instructions are

being received by him.

4. In view of the above, the writ  application stands

disposed  of  as  not  pressed,  however  reserving  liberty  to  the

petitioner/heirs  of  the  petitioner  to  pursue  their  remaining

grievances before the authorities of the respondent Corporation. 

5.  The  petitioner/heirs  of  the  petitioner  will  be  at

liberty to move this Court in case the reliefs prayed for in the

instant application still remain.
    

Shiv/-
(Partha Sarthy, J)
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