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03-07-2026

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.773 of 2025
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.24484 of 2018

Madhuri Devi Wife of Late Panchanand Singh, Resident of Village - Ujhandi,
Police Station Jamui, District - Jamui.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar through the Sri Amrit Lal Meena, Chief Secretary,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

Sri Mihir Kumar Singh, the Principal Secretary, Road Construction
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

Sri Sunil Kumar Sinha, the Engineer-in-Chief, Additional Commissioner-
cum-Special Secretary, Road Construction Department, Government of
Bihar, Patna.

Sri Sumit Vatsa, the Deputy Secretary-cum-Conducting Officer, Road
Construction Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

Kamlesh Prasad, the Chief Engineer, Road Construction Department,
Bhagalpur.

Sri Bharat Bhushan, the Superintending Engineer, Road Construction
Department, East Bihar Circle, Bhagalpur.

Sri Ajit Kumar Prem, the Executive Engineer, Road Construction
Department, Road Division, Munger.

Sri Bhaskar Kumar Shekhar, the Junior Engineer, Kharagpur, Division-1,
Road Division, Munger.

Dr. Sandip Roy, the Principal Accountant General, Bihar, Bir Chand Patel
Path, R-Block, Patna, Patna - 800001.

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : None.
For the State : Mr. Sanjay Kumar, AC to GA-13
For the AG, Bihar : Ms. Nivedita Nirvikar, Sr. Adv.

Mr. Amar Shakti, Adv.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

None appears on behalf of the petitioner.
2. Learned Advocate for the State and the learned

Advocate for the Accountant General, Bihar, are present.
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3. Learned Advocate for the State, referring to the
averments made in the show-cause affidavit filed on behalf of
O.P. Nos. 2 to 8, submitted that in compliance with the order of
this Court dated 11.12.2023 passed in CWJC No. 24484 of
2018, all death-cum-retirement dues of the late husband of the
petitioner and arrears of family pension have already been paid
to the petitioner. It is also contended that the family pension is
now being paid to the petitioner regularly.

4. In view of the submissions advanced and the
statements made in the show-cause affidavit, particularly para-

13 thereof, the present contempt petition stands closed.

(Harish Kumar, J)
rohit/-




