
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.5710 of 1999 

=========================================================== 

1. General Manager-cum-Chief Engineer, Koshi Area Electricity Board, Saharsa.  

2. Electric Executive Engineer, Bihar State Electricity Board, Supaul  

....   ....    Petitioners 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through Secretary, Labour & Employment Department, New 

Secretariat, Patna.  

2. Smt. Lalita Devi, W/o- Late Mole Prasad Singh.  

3. Neelam Kumari, D/o- Late Mole Prasad Singh.  

4. Manoranjan Kumar Singh, S/o- Late Mole Prasad Singh.  

5. Neetu Kumari, D/o- Late Mole Prasad Singh.  

     All are resident of Village- Patouri, P.S.- Bihar, P.O.- Pangachhiya, District- 

Saharsa, now Supaul.  

6. Deputy Labour Commissioner-cum-Commissioner Workimen’s Compensation 
Act, Purnea.  

....   ....  Respondents 

=========================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioners   :         Mr. V.N.SAHAY, Advocate.  

      Mr. Arun Shrivastava, Advocate.  

For the Respondents :        Mr. D.K. Sinha, A.A.G. 2 

                                           Mr. Kanchan Kumar Singh, Advocate.  

=========================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V.N. SINHA 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 04-02-2015 

 

  Learned counsel for Respondent Nos. 2 to 

5 has appeared along with Manoranjan Kumar Singh, 

son of Late Mole Prasad Singh, the worker, whose 

compensation amount in terms of Workmen’s 

Compensation Act, 1923, as decided by the Deputy 

Labour Commissioner, Purnea under order dated 

06.07.1998 is in deposit with the Registry of this 

Court with up-to-date interest amounting to Rs. 

2,19,032/-.   

2. Let Registrar General, Patna High 
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Court ensure disbursement of the said amount to Sri 

Manoranjan Kumar Singh after he is identified by his 

lawyer Sri Kanchan Kumar Singh. The amount be 

handed over to Sri Singh through Banker’s cheque 

drawn in the name of his mother Respondent No. 2.  

3. With the aforesaid direction the writ 

petition is disposed of as this Court is satisfied after 

hearing the counsel for the parties that the impugned 

order dated 06.07.1998 does not require any 

interference.  

 

 

 

 

P.K.P. 

                    (V.N. Sinha, J) 
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