IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.10270 of 2015
f.j;’;-,"a c Raiesi-Chandra Parmar S/o Late Kali Narayan Raijee Pamar, resident of Mohalla
\-ﬂ' Shanti'Nagar (Liliyohi), P.S. Katihar, District Katihar
........ Petitioner
Versus
1. The Chairman Cum Managing Director Bihar State Power Holding
Company Ltd., Patna
2. Managing Director, North Bihar Power Distribution Company Limited,
4, Ratna
Q r Q.?‘Deputy General Manager (finance & T.B.), Bihar State Power Holding
O FF\% Company Ltd., Patna
4. Electrical Executive Engineer, electric Supply Subdivision, Pusha

........ Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner Mr. Harendra Kumar Tiwary, Advocate
For the Respondents Mr. Akhileshwar Singh, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE DR. JUSTICE RAVI RANJAN
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 20-07-2015

| have heard the parties.

The only grievance of the petitioner is that though he
has retired from service on 30.9.2000 but the benefit of revision of
pension in view of 6" pay revision has not been given to him as yet
along with the arrears. He claims to have filed a representation dated
10.6.2014 before the respondent no. 3, a copy of which has been
appended as Annexure 1 but no step has been taken by him.

In above view of the matter, this writ application is
being disposed of with a direction to the petitioner to file a fresh
representation before the respondent no. 3 giving all the details along

with a copy of this order.
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If such representation is filed, let the same be
considered by respondent no. 3 within a period of six weeks from the
date of filing of the same and if the petitioner is found entitled for
the grant of benefit of revision of pension in view of 6" pay revision,
the same should be granted to him within a further period of two
weeks from the date of such decision, failing which unpaid admitted
amount would carry simple interest @ 10 % per annum to be
calculated from the date it became due till the date of its final
payment.

However, it is further made clear that, in case the claim
of the petitioner does not find favour with the respondent no. 3 then

he should record reasons and pass a speaking order.

(Dr. Ravi Ranjan, J)




