
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 23927 of 2019

======================================================
Raj Kumar Chaudhary,  Male aged about 65 years,  Son of Late Viswanath
Chaudhary,  Resident  of  Village  + PO- Makhanpur,  PS- Bishapur,  District-
Darbhanga.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through District Magistrate, Darbhanga.

2. The District Magistrate District- Darbhanga.

3. The  D.D.C.-cum-Chief  Executive  Officer  Zila  Parishad,  District-
Darbhanga.

4. The Chairman Zila Parishad, District- Darbhanga.

5. The Accounts Officer Zila Parishad, District- Darbhanga.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Satya Ranjan Sinha, Advocate
For the State :  AC to SC 7
For the Zila Parishad :  Mr. Vivek Prasad, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN 
                  AMANULLAH
                                              ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 03-12-2019

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner; learned AC to

SC  7  for  the  State  and  learned  counsel  for  the  Zila  Parishad,

Darbhanga.

2. The petitioner has moved the Court for the following

reliefs:

“I. To direct the concerned Respondents to
pay  the  due  Retirement  Benefits  i.e.  arrear  of
differences of salary etc. with interest forthwith. 

II. To direct the concerned Respondents to
disposed of the representation filed by the petitioner
on 05.09.2019 forthwith.
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III. To grant any other relief/reliefs which
the petitioner may be found entitled in the facts and
circumstances of the case.”

3.  Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  submitted  that

though earlier he had moved the Court in CWJC No. 21505 of

2018, which was disposed off on 20.05.2019, observing that on

receipt of direction from the Principal Secretary, Panchayati Raj

Department, the claim of the petitioner would be considered but

there is no role of the Department with regard to the claim raised

by  the  petitioner.  It  was  submitted  that  he  has  filed  a

representation on 05.09.2019,  before the respondent no. 3, which

has still not been disposed off. 

4. Having regard to the aforesaid, the writ petition stands

disposed  off  directing  the  respondent  no.  3  to  dispose  off  the

representation filed by the petitioner, copy of which is Annexure-2

to the writ application, if already not disposed off, expeditiously

and  latest  within  a  period  of  two  months  from  the  date  of

production of a copy of this order before him.

P. Kumar

                                                       (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.)
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