
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 17534 of 2014 

=========================================================== 

Mukesh Kumar Sinha S/o Late Shiv Chandra Prasad, 103 Saket Galaxy West 

Boring Canal Road, (Anandpuri), PO – GPO, P.S. Sri Krishnapuri, District- Patna 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar, through Chief Secretary, Govt. of Bihar, Old Secretariat, 

Patna   

2. Principal Secretary, General Administration Department, Govt. of Bihar, Old 

Secretariat, Patna 

3. Deputy Secretary, General Administration Department, Govt. of Bihar, Old 

Secretariat, Patna 

4. Accountant General Bihar, Patna   

5. Principal Secretary, Finance Department, Government of Bihar, Old Secretariat, 

Patna 

6. Principal Secretary, Rural Development Department, Govt. of Bihar, Old 

Secretariat, Patna 

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

=========================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s   :         Mr. Pramod Man Bansh 

For the Respondent/s :        Mr. A.UJJWAL 

=========================================================== 

CORAM: HON’BLE MR JUSTICE NAVANITI PRASAD SINGH 

 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 30-09-2016 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner. 

2  A counter affidavit, acceding the request of the 

petitioner, has been filed by the State which is on record. 

3  The grievance of the petitioner was that even though 

he superannuated on 30.09.2013, he is getting only 90% pension and 

he has been paid 90% gratuity and no commutation value has been 

communicated to him. 

4  In the counter affidavit by the State, it appears that the 

State has acceded to the request of the petitioner and the Special 
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Secretary to the Government, in the Department of General 

Administration, has written, by Letter No 11902 dated 01.09.2016, to 

the Accountant General that because of pendency of a departmental 

proceeding, his 10% pension and gratuity was kept pending but upon 

repeal of the situation, the withheld pension and gratuity has been 

decided to be released and, accordingly, revised PPO has been issued 

to the petitioner.  The said communication is Annexure A to the 

counter affidavit. 

5  In my view, in view of the aforesaid, nothing survives 

to be adjudicated in the writ petition.  The grievance has already been 

redressed.  The writ petition is, accordingly, disposed of. 

 

 

 

 

 

M.E.H./- 

(Navaniti Prasad Singh, J) 
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