
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 16403 of 2015 

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

Nirmala Sinha W/o Late Dilip Nandan, Resident of village- Pokhawa, P.O. 

Pandaul, Police Station- Shakurabad, District- Jehanabad. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the Secretary, Department of Revenue, Old 

Secretariat, Patna.   

2. Secretary, Department of Revenue, Old Secretariat, Patna.   

3. District Magistrate, Patna.   

4. Circle Officer Barh, District- Patna.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s : Mr.  

For the State  : Mr. J. P. Kishore, A.C. to S.C. 13 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH 

                                                 ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 25-05-2017 

 

 Nobody appears on behalf of the petitioner. Learned 

counsel for the State is present and has assisted the Court.   

2. The matter has been listed during the Annual 

Vacation with prior notice to learned counsel that if they do not want 

the matter to be taken up during the Annual Vacation, a slip to such 

effect be filed. In the present case, the Court does not find any such 

slip on record.  

3. Learned counsel for the State, from the counter 

affidavit filed on behalf of respondents no. 3 and 4, submitted that 

payment of all admitted dues of the petitioner has been made, details 

of which have been stated in the counter affidavit and further, even 

the time bound promotion earlier granted has been confirmed and 
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A.C.P. benefit has also been given.  The said not being controverted, 

coupled with the fact that nobody has appeared today on behalf of the 

petitioner, leads the Court to presume that the grievance of the 

petitioner stands redressed.  

4. Accordingly, the writ petition stands disposed off.  

5. However, if the petitioner feels that any of the legally 

admissible dues of her late husband or herself still remain unpaid, she 

shall be at liberty to file a detailed representation before the 

respondent no. 4.  If such a representation is filed within two months 

from today, along with a copy of this order, the respondent no. 4 shall 

look into the same and pass a reasoned order within the next four 

weeks.  If he comes to the conclusion that further payment is to be 

made to the petitioner, the same shall also be made within four weeks 

thereafter.  

 
 

 

 

P. Kumar 

                                                    (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 
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