
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No 355 of 2014 

IN 

 CWJC No 11144 of 2011  

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

Sushila Devi W/O Late Rajendra Prasad Resident Of Mohalla Sansar Pokhar, 

Gandhi Tola, Ward No. 11, Lakhisarai, P.O. + P.S. + District Lakhisarai. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar Through The Principal Secretary, Department Of Education, 

Government Of Bihar, Patna, Namely Sri Amarjeet Sinha.   

2. The Director, Primary Education, Bihar, Patna, Namely Sri Chitranjan Prasad.   

3. The District Magistrate, Jamui, Namely Sri R.S. Tiwari.   

4. The District Education Officer, Jamui, Namely Sri B.N. Jha.   

5. The District Programme Officer (Establishment), Jamui, Namely Sri A.K. Jha.   

6. The District Provident Fund Officer, Munger-Cum-Jamui, Namely Sri Chitranjan 

Sinha.   

7. The Account General, Bihar, Patna, Namely Sri D.S. Dhariwal.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s           :     Mr Arun Kumar, Advocate 

For the S t a t e           :    Mr Parijat Saurav, AC to AAG X 

For the Accountant General       :    Ms Nivedita Nirvikar 

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

CORAM:               HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

 

Date: 28-04-2017 

 

 Keeping in view the counter affidavit filed by the State 

Government and the documents already filed by the petitioner 

showing payment of family pension by the Accountant General vide 

Annexure 3 and release of DCRG Payment Order at page 19 of the 

application, now in this contempt application, no further indulgence 

can be granted. 

2  In case the petitioner has any grievance with regard to 
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the manner in which the pensionary benefits have been calculated and 

paid, she may have the right of challenging the action and claiming 

the settlement made by the respondents in accordance with the 

directions of the Writ Court. 

3  For the present, this contempt application is not 

maintainable and is disposed of as such. 

 

 

 

 

 

M.E.H./- 

(Rajendra Menon, CJ) 
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