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08-01-2015

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 2239 of 2014

Vakil Singh S/O Late Dev Pujan Singh Resident of Village Nawada, P.S-

J.l.{asulpur In The District Of Saran, Chapra.

Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar
2. The District Magistrate, Saran, Chapra.
3. The Block Development Officer, Lahladpur, Saran, Chapra.
4..‘}’ he Accountant Genera, Bihar, Patna.
.... Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Braj Nandan Kumar Tiwary
For the Respondent/s :  ACto GA-6

Mr. J.P.Karn

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, learned A.C.
to Govt. Advocate — 6 as well as learned counsel, who appears on
behalf of Accountant General, Bihar.

The petitioner, who retired as Panchayat Secretary,
Dadspur Panchayat under Lahladpur Block at Saran (Chapra), has
approached this Court by invoking its writ jurisdiction under
Article 226 of the Constitution of India, with a prayer to direct the
respondents to make payment of full pension and other retiral
dues.

In this case, a counter affidavit has been filed on
behalf of respondent no. 3, wherein, a statement has been made

that two months time is required for redressal of grievances of the
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petitioner. A plea has also been taken that the petitioner had taken
Rs. 3,25,000/- (three lacs and twenty five thousand), as advance,
for a project while he was posted at Shitalpur Panchayat.

Be that as it may, since the petitioner retired in the
month of January, 2013 and stand has been taken by the State that
two months time is required to redress the grievances of the
petitioner, there is no need to keep the matter pending.

The writ petition stands disposed of with a direction to
the respondents, particularly; respondent no. 2 & 3 to take all steps
for settling all the retiral dues of the petitioner within a period of
two months from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this
order. It goes without saying that the petitioner will be entitled to

get all the retiral dues with statutory admissible interest.

(Rakesh Kumar, J.)




