
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8382 of 2016 

====================================================== 
Rabiya Begum wife of Late Azhar Imam, Resident of village- Purvari 

Rauza, P.O.- Chapra, P.S.- Chapra Sadar, District- Saran at Chapra 
 

....   ....    Petitioner. 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar, 

Patna   
2. The District Magistrate, Saran at Chapra   
3. The Superintendent of Police, Saran, District- Saran at Chapra   

4. The District Treasury Officer, Saran, District- Saran at Chapra   
5. The District General Provident Fund Officer, Saran, District- Saran at 

Chapra   
6. The Subdivisional Officer Chapra Sadar, District- Saran at Chapra   
7. The Officer- in-charge Town Police Station Chapra, District- Saran at 

Chapra   
8. The Accountant General, Bihar, Patna   

 
....   ....  Respondents. 

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

Appearance : 
For the State                          :      Mr. Sushil Kumar Singh AC to AAG-10 

          For the Accountant General  
                                    (res. No. 5)  :     Mr. Anjani Kumar Sharma, Adv.  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN  

                 AMANULLAH 

                                        ORAL ORDER 
 

5 15-05-2018 Nobody appears on behalf of the petitioner. Learned 

counsel for the State and Accountant General are present and have 

assisted the Court. 

2. Learned counsel for the State, on the basis of counter 

affidavit filed, submitted that with regard to all dues, as claimed 

by the petitioner, orders for payment had been made but the 

petitioner has refused to accept the banker’s cheque or has not 

visited the Treasury concerned, for completing formalities. Copy 

of the counter affidavit was served on learned counsel for the 
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petitioner on 11-09-2017, but no rejoinder of the same has been 

filed. 

3. In view of the above, the Court can only presume that 

the grievance of the petitioner has been redressed. 

4. Accordingly, this writ petition stands disposed off. 

 

 
 

A.K.V./- 

(Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J) 
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