
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.2092 of 2024

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.6739 of 2021

======================================================
Nagina,  Son  of  Late  Ramdeni  Ram,  Resident  of  Village  Krishna  Nagar,
Gobarsahi, P.O. Kabra, P.S. Sadar, District- Muzaffarpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary Bihar, Patna namely Brajesh
Mehrotra Patna.

2. The  principal  Secretary,  Education  Department  Ministry  of  Human
Resources, Govt. of Biahr Patna namely S. Sidarth.

3. The Principal Secretary Finance Department Govt. of Bihar, Patna namely
Arvind Kumar Choudhary.

4. The Accountant General (A and E) Bihar, Patna.
...  ...  Opposite Party/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Vindhya Keshri Kumar, Sr. Advocate

 Mr. Ravi Shankar Pathak, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Jai Prabhat Kishore, AC to SC- 13
For the AG, Bihar :  Mr. Binod Kumar Labh, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR
ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 07-11-2025

Heard Mr. Vindhya Keshri Kumar, learned Senior

Advocate representing the petitioner, learned Advocate for the

State and the Accountant General, Bihar, Patna.

2.  Learned  Senior  Advocate  for  the  petitioner

referring to the materials available on record brought through

the show-cause affidavit fairly submitted that the grievance of

the petitioner has been redressed.  However,  so far  the period

from 12.09.2004 to 06.07.2005 is concerned, the said period has

been treated to be irregular and no salary for such period has

been accorded to him and thus concerned opposite party ought



Patna High Court MJC No.2092 of 2024 dt.07-11-2025
2/2 

to consider his grievance to the extent indicated hereinabove.

3. Learned Advocate for the State taking this Court

through  the  order  under  contempt  has  submitted  that  in

compliance with the order of this Court, now all the admissible

amount has been paid to the petitioner.

4.  Having  considered  the  submissions  advanced

and taking note of the materials brought through the show-cause

as well as supplementary show-cause affidavit, this Court does

not  find any reason or  occasion to  continue with the present

contempt  proceeding.  Accordingly,  the  present  contempt

proceeding stands closed.

5. However, the petitioner shall be at liberty to file

a  representation  before  the  concerned  authority  raising  the

grievance with regard to the salary for the period, aforenoted.
    

uday/-
(Harish Kumar, J)
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