IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
( Miscellaneous Judicial Jurisdiction)
M. J. C.NO. of 2012

(Arising out of CwJC No. 1056 of 2007 disposed of on

22,7.20L1)

Umesh Yadav @ Umesn Frasad Yadav and esnother...petitioners
k ; Versus y i
W

The State of Biher ano others «+...0pp. Parties.

subject: Contempt NMatter

sl.No., Partieulars Pages

l. An application with Affidavit 1-7

2. Annexure-l:A true photo copy of order datédfi§§x~\@ﬁ'_‘
22.7.11 - '

3. Annexure-2 & 2/A: phto copies of applic
dated 11.9.11 & 12.1i.11

4. Vakalatnama
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA —
(Miscellaneous Judicial Jurisdiction) i}) RS
N.J.Cs NO, of 2012

{Arising out of C.w.J.C-No. 1056 of 2007 disposed of on

22.7.2011)
In the matter of an
S A - ,
LED - i application #nder sectione
' aps.
G T &
(%;— &2 12 and 14 of the contempt
5 +
\ f} 1 g f‘\ ’ .
/= Qigi{'*” of Court Act and read with
RO E
PN

215 of the constitution of
India.
And
In the matter of:-
1. Unesh Yadav @ Umesh prasad Yadav, gon of Late
Dhaneshwar Yadav, Resident of village- chakla (North

§ide) P.O. sukhashan chakla, p.s. & pistrict -

Madhepura.
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2. Surendra Prasad Yadav, son of Late sital Prasad vadav,

Resident of village and Pp.O. Parmanandpur, via-

Vadma, P.S. Murliganj, pistrict Madhepura.

c<s+s Petitioners
versus

l. The State of pgihar

2. ySecretary, Fersonal and
Administrative Reforms Department, @vernment of
Bihar, patna.

3. , Joint pevelopment
Commissicner, Rural Development Department, Bihsar,
Patna.

4.

, Deputy pevelopment
Commissioner, Rural pevelopment Government of Bihar,

Patna.

A1

» District magistrate,

Madhepura, pistrict madhepura.

» Special Secretary,




=

Rural pevelopment Department @vernment of Bihar,

Patna.

7. » Director Account

Administration and self Planis pistrict Rural pevelop-
ment Agency, Madhepura, pistrict Nadhepura,

5. Shravan rumar Piswan, Deputy pevelopment commissione@,
ladhepura, District Madhepura.

Y. gsmt. milan Devi, Cheimman zila Parishad, xamakmg

Managing comﬂdttee, D-R.-D+A. District Nadhepura,

IO,

«c+-.0pp. Parties.

B P N 7, -

The Hon'ble Ms. Justice Rekha M. poshit, the chief

Justice of the High Court of Judicature at Patna

and her companion justices of the sdid Hon'ble Ccourt,
The humble petition on behalf of

the petitioners above.
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Most Respectfully sheweth:-

1. That this is an application for initiation
of & contempt proceeding against the atoresaid opposite
parties for wilfully disbbedience of the arder passed by
this Hontble Mr. Justice v.N. Sinha on 22.7.2011 in
CWJC Wo. 1056/2007. i
2. That the writ petition was filed by the
petitioner vide CwJC No. 1056/2007 in which the Hon'ble
Justice was pleased to given a direction to consider
the case of the petitioners for regul ari sation in the
light of the circular dated 10.5.2005.
A true photo copy of order
dated 22.7,.20l1 is being
annexed herewith and marked
aS Annexure-l to this petition,
3. That the petitioner has filed an
application with copy of the order before the concerned

authority but no order was passed till today.

;



A true photo copy of application
dated 11.9.1] andg ]12.i1.11! is being
annexed herewith and marked as
Annexure-2 & 2/a to this petiticn.

4, That it is relevant to mention here that

| no any action taken by the auth?rity toncem as yet.

The petiticners are in great want to the complementation
of the aforesaid order but he has not passed any order

;l in this regard.

5. That the petitioners are in great mental

A agony due to non-redressal of k their grievence,

6. Thet the petitioners have not moved
earlier in contempt petition and was come for the first

time in this regard.

‘. That the petitioners have no any other
altemative and efficacious remedy o except to move

before this Hon'ble Court.

It is therefore, prayedthat your
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Lordships may graciously be plessed

to admit this application issue notics

to the opposite party and af ter hearing

the parties pleased to initi ste the

conterpt proceeding against the

opposite parties ang punisned to ;

i ¢

concemed opposite parties for willfull-

-Y disobedience of the Hon'ble court.
And/or

Pass such other order/orders as your

Lordships may deem fit ang proper.

And for this the petitioners shall ever pray,
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AFFIDAVI T

I, Umesh vadav g Umesh prasag Yadav, aged about 58 yrs,
5on of Late Dhane shwar Yadav, R/o Village Chakla .{North
Side) p.c, Sukhashan Chakla, p.g, g Dist, Machepura, go

hereby solemnly affirm and state as follows:-

L, That 1 anm petiticner no,j in this cage and

as such well acquainted with the facts and Circumstances
i i
of this case.

2. That the contents of this petition have

’ been read over and explained to e in {indi which T have

_’ 3. That the AnneeréS dre true photc Copies

of their respective ofigéna%ﬁ:hﬁth\
- 1

g

s ‘vgww‘_.j‘ .




IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CWIJC No. 1056 of 2007
1. Umesh Yadav @ Umesh Prasad Yadav, SON OF LATE DHANESHWAR
YADAV, RESIDENT OF VILLAGE- CHAKLA (NORTH S$IDE) P.O.
SUKHASHAN CHAKLA, P.S. AND DISTRICT- MADHEPURA,,
SLRENDRA PRASAD YADAV. SON OF LATE SITAL PRASAD YADAV,
RESIDENT OF VILLAGE AND P.O. PARMARNANDPUR, VIA: ¥ ADIiA,
P.S. MURLIGANJ, DISTRICT- MADHEPURA :--PETITIONERS.
‘Versus

o

1. The State Of Bihar
2. THE SECRETARY, PERSONAL AND ADMINISTRATIVE, REFORMS
DEPARTMENT, GOVERNMENT OF BIHAR, PATNA.
3. THE JOINT DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIONER, RURAL
DE VELOPMENT DEPARTMENT, BIHAR, PATNA.
4. DEPUTY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIONER, RURAL DEVELOPMENT
GOVERNMENT OF BIHAR, PATNA,
5. DISTRICT MAGISTRATE, MADHEPURA, DISTRICT- MADHEPURA.
6. SPECIAL SECRETARY, RURAL DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT,
GOVERNMENT OF BIHAR, PATNA.
7. DIRECTOR ACCOUNT ADMINISTRATION AND SELF PLANIS
DISTRICT RURAL DEVELOPMENT AGENCY, MADHEPURA,
DISTRICT- MADHEPURA,
8. DEPUTY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIONER, MADHEPURA,
DISTRICT- MADHEPURA.
________ 29 MANAGING.COMMITTEE DLR.D A DISTRICT- MADHERLIRA
RESPONDENTS.
For the petitioners : Sri Sharda Nand Mishra, Advocate.
For the State .: Mr. Rajesh Kumar Sinha, A.C. to G.P.21.
For Respondent No. 7 : Mr. Ranjeet Kumar Pandey, Advocate.
SNy se———
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i 2, 22.07.2011. ‘ Heard learned counsel for the parties,
2. Petitioners were engaged by the D.R.D.A,,
| Madhepura to serve as Peon, Driver. They rendergd

“satisfactory service from the date of their initial

iﬁ éngagement in 1987 till 1999 when they were removed
By whereafter they were again engaged in the year 2004 and

finally removed under order bearing Memo No. 933 dated

11th September, 2004, Annexure-20. Aforesaid removal

order was challenged before this Court by filing



C.W.J.C.No. 15104 of 2004 which was dismissed under

orders dated 21.07.2006, Annexure-A to the counter
affidavit.

3. Present writ petition has been filed asserting
that petitioners having been engaged‘ in 1987 and served
the D.R.D.A. to the satisfaction of ail concerned, their
case is required to be considered*‘?fgr regularization in the
light of the Government resolutidﬂ*%eﬁ%ring no. 489 dated
10.05.2005, Annexure-21, whereunder the cut off date
for considering the daily-wagers for regularization was
extended from 01.08.1985to 11.12.1990. It is submitted
on behalf of the‘ petitioners that in the earlier writ petition

ST T T pemtoNeTs Comld Hor Tely “onthe resolution  dated
10.05.2005 to submit that as and when D.R.D.A.,
Madhepura proceeds to make appointment, they should
consider the case of the petitioners in the light of the

.
. ®r,

gt A |
remﬂﬁ%mm@f the State Government dated 10.05.2005,

S . ) _'w-- .
. Annexure-21 - which inters alia require the State to

consider the -case of- daily-wagers engaged prior to
R i:ﬂ1.1,‘12.1990 | for wr'e‘gu]arization as andA when
appointment/regulariééition is made bsr the organization,
_‘:Where the dailv-wagsr.concorned has sered. In “he ught
of the resolution of the State Government dated

10..05.2005, Annexure-21, 1 direct the Deputy

Development Commissioner-cum-lncharge District Rural



Development Agency to consider the case of the
petitioners for regular 1zat10n/absorptlon m the light of
the c1rcu1ar dated 10.05. ?OOS as and wlq;ﬁfn the;g Qroceed
to rnake appomtment in the DRDA K goes thhout |
saying that while considering the case of the pet1t1oners
the authorities of the D. RDA WIH; grant them the

necessary age relaxation as aiso pr'eference for the

services already rendered to ‘t‘he ﬁfgency.

4. The writ petition is, accordingly, disposed of,

$—
s oo (V.N.SinhaJ)
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