
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.12020 of 2022

======================================================
Jaibun Nisha, D/o Itif Ansari, Wife of Late Intaf Ansari, resident of Village
Shilouza, P.O. Siris P.S. Barun, District Aurangabad (Bihar).

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, Electric Department, Bidyut
Bhawan Bailey Road, Patna.

2. The  Deputy  General  Manager  cum  Superintending  Engineer  Electric
Department Magadh Division, Gaya.

3. The Superintending Engineer, Supply Electric, Aurangabad (Bihar).

4. The Executive Engineer Supply Electric, Aurangabad Division, Aurangabad
(Bihar).

5. The Assistant Engineer Electric Supply Barun District Aurangabad Bihar.

6. The Junior Engineer Electric Supply Barun District Aurangabad Bihar.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Shailesh Kumar Singh, Advocate 

 Mr. Rajnish Ranjan, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Kinkar Kumar, SC 9
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE)

3 15-11-2022 Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

Petitioner has prayed for the following relief(s):-

(a)  To  set  aside  the  memo  No.  707  dated

24.05.2022  issued  by  the  Executive  Engineer

Electric  Supply  Aurangabad  Division  by  which

claim  of  the  petitioner  with  regard  to  death

compensation  due  to  Electric  current  has  been

rejected.

(b) For a direction to the respondent authority to

pay  the  compensation  amount  to  the  petitioner
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because  husband  of  the  petitioner  expired  due  to

negligent  step  adopted  by  respondent  in  providing

the electric supply to villager for irrigation.

(c) For any other/orders on the basis of facts and

circumstances stated hereinafter of the case.”

Learned counsel for the petitioner seeks permission to

withdraw  the  present  petition  reserving  liberty  to  prefer  an

appeal  before  the  Respondent  No.  2,  namely,  Superintending

Engineer, Supply Electric, Aurangabad. 

Permission granted. 

Limitation, if any, shall not come in the way of the

authority in deciding the appeal on merit. 

Petition stands disposed of reserving liberty aforesaid.

Interlocutory  application,  if  any,  shall  also  stand

disposed of.  
    

Sujit/-

(Sanjay Karol, CJ) 

 ( Partha Sarthy, J)
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