
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 21224 of 2018

======================================================
Vijay Paswan, son of late Jagdish Paswan, resident of Mohalla – Mogalpura
Phaujdari Kuan, PS – Khajekala, Patna PCC

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1  The State Of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Urban
Development, Government of Bihar, Patna
2  The Patna Municipal Corporation through the Municipal Commissioner,
Head Office, Maurya Lok, Patna
3  The Executive Officer, Patna City Circle, PMC
4  The  Municipal  Finance  and  Account  Controller,  Patna  Municipal
Corporation, Patna
5  The Deputy Municipal Commissioner, Patna Municipal Corporation

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  N O N E
For the Respondent/s :  Mr Rajiv Roy- GP 1
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

2 31-10-2018  None appears on behalf of the petitioner.

Limited  prayer  made  in  the  writ  petition  is  for

direction  to  the  respondent-Patna  Municipal  Corporation  (for

brevity, the Corporation) to dispose of the representation dated

04.06.2018 (Annexure 1) made by the petitioner.  By the said

representation,  petitioner  has  claimed  for  certain  benefits

alleging  that  he  is  a  permanent  Safai  Mazdoor  in  the

Corporation.  He is claiming the arrears of salary and other post

retiral dues.

In  view  of  the  limited  nature  of  prayer,  no  useful

purpose  would  be  achieved  by  keeping  the  writ  petition
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pending.   Writ  petition  is,  accordingly,  disposed  of  with  a

direction to respondent No 2 to take a final decision in respect

of  the  claims  made  by  the  petitioner  by  Annexure  1  that  is

representation dated 04.06.2018.  Respondent No 2 would be

obliged to consider the same and dispose it of by a reasoned and

speaking order in accordance with law within a period of eight

weeks  from the  date  of  receipt/production  of  a  copy  of  this

order.

It is made clear that this Court has neither gone into

nor it has expressed any opinion in respect of the claim raised

by the petitioner in the said representation dated 04.06.2018.
  

M.E.H./-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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