
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.13532 of 2025

======================================================
Binod Kumar Son of  Late  Lakshmi  Prasad Gupta,  Resident  of  Rohiyama,
Police  Station-  Beldaur,  Post  Office-  Rohiyama,  District-  Khagaria,  State-
Bihar.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Additional Chief Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government
of Bihar, Patna.

3. The Additional / Joint Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government
of Bihar, Patna.

4. The Deputy Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

5. The Under Secretary, Water Resources Department, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

6. The Inquiry Officer-cum-Superintending Engineer (Professor), Science and
Computer Water Resource Department, Walmi, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Sanjeet Kumar, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Government Pleader (7)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

2 01-09-2025 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned

counsel for the State. 

2.  The  petitioner  has  moved  the  Court  for  the

following reliefs:

“That the present writ petition is being
filed for quashing of the charge sheet (prapatra-
ka),  contained  in  Memo  No.  315  dated
22.02.2024, by which the charge has been framed
against the petitioner relating to certain omission
and commission said to have been committed by
the  petitioner  while  he  was  posted  as  Sub-
Divisional  Officer,  Sone  Canal  Sub-Division,
Piro, which has been issued under the signature
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of  the  Deputy  Secretary,  Water  Resources
Department, Government of Bihar, for the reason
that  same  has  been  framed  contrary  to  the
provisions of Rule 17 of the Bihar Government
Servant  (Classification  Control  and  Appeal)
Rules 2005.”

3. During course of hearing, learned counsel for the

petitioner limits his prayer only to the fact that his reply to the

second show cause notice be considered which is pending since

10.07.2025  and  appropriate  final  orders  may  be  passed

expeditiously. 

4. This application is disposed of with a direction to

the respondent authorities particularly, the respondent no. 2 to

take necessary decision on the second show cause reply filed by

the petitioner dated 10.07.2025 within one month from the date

of communication /production of a copy of this order. 
    

P. Kumar 

                                                           (Sandeep Kumar, J)
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