IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.1838 of 2016

{;’;-,E c %iﬂni&k‘Kumar S/o Shri Nand Kishore Singh Resident of Village- Basauki, P.s
\-ﬂ' Rajapakar, District Vaishai, at present residing near S.P.'s Residence S.D.O. Road
Hajipur, Vaishali.

........ Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Panchayati
4, Raj, Goyernment of Bihar, Patna.
Q r 2 qu?zna Parishad , Vaishali, through the Chairman, Zila Parishad Vaishali.
OFF IIL:%'c"l'he Chairman, Zila Parishad , Vaishali.
4. The District Magistrate, Hajipur.
5. The Deputy Development commissioner-cum-Chief Executive Officer, Zila
Parishad, Vaishali, Hajipur.

........ Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : M/s Abhimanyu Sharma and
Prakritita Sharma, Advocates
For the State . Mr. Sudhanshu Shekhar, AC to GP31
For the Zila Parishad : Mr. Shrinandan Prasad Singh, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE DR. JUSTICE RAVI RANJAN
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 20-05-2016

Heard parties.

Petitioner claims to have retired from the post of
Assistant Engineer Incharge on 31.1.2013 from the office of Zila
Parishad, Vaishali.

It is contended that except group insurance amount
nothing out of the post retrial benefits, to which the petitioner is
entitled, has been paid till date.

Accordingly, this writ application is being disposed of

with a direction to the respondent no. 5, Deputy Development
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commissioner-cum-Chief Executive Officer, Zila Parishad, Vaishali
to calculate the admissible amount of the petitioner with respect to
all the heads of the retiral benefits and ensure payment of the same
along with statutory interest, if any, within a period of two months
from the date of receipt / production of a copy of this order. So far
the provident fund amount of the petitioner is concerned, it is directed
to be paid forthwith along with statutory interest upon production of a
copy of this order.

It is made clear that if the claim of the petitioner is not
found tenable then a reasoned order would be required to be passed
by the respondent no. 5, which should be communicated to the

petitioner immediately.

(Dr. Ravi Ranjan, J)
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