
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Letters Patent Appeal No.1830 of 2015 

IN 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 6644 of 2013  
=========================================================== 

Satni Devi, Daughter of Late Baldeo Pandit, wife of Sri Punit Pandit, Resident of 

Village- Lagma, P.S. Chautham, District- Khagaria. 

....   ....   Petitioner - Appellant 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through District Magistrate, Khagaria.   

2. The Sub Divisional Officer, Khagaria.   

3. The Block Development Officer, Chautham, Khagaria.   

4. The Treasury Offcer, Khagaria.   

5. The Branch Manager, State Bank of India, Main Branch, Khagaria.   

6. Siya Devi Wife of Late Ramdeo Pandit  

7. Kailash Pandit, Son of Late Ramdeo Pandit  

Both no.6 and 7 are Resident of Village - Rupani (Karua) P.S. + P.O. Chautam, 

District- Khagaria.  

....   .... Respondents - Respondents 

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

Appearance: 
For the Appellant/s          :     Mr. Kamala Prasad Roy, 

                                               Mr. Satya Ranjan Sinha and 

                                               Ms. Seema Kumari, Advocates.       

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. (GP 7). 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI 

and 

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI) 

Date: 01-09-2017 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the appellant and learned 

counsel for the State.  

The dispute is between the so-called daughter of the 

freedom-fighter and his wife, who is now said to be dead, for claim of 

freedom fighter’s pension, which is already paid to the wife and the 

appellant demands a share thereof. 
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The relief, which the appellant has sought for and has been 

refused by the learned Single Judge, has rightly been refused. The 

issue cannot be decided in a Writ Application. The learned Single 

Judge rightly left the matter open with the object that the appellant 

may approach the right forum or the authority for appropriate remedy. 

Appeal has no merit. It is dismissed.      

 

 

 

 

 

 

Dilip, AR 

                   (Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J) 

 

 

                 (Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J) 
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