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HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASPUR

Writ Petition (S) No. 3587 of 2019

Rati  Ram Banjare  S/o  Kodu  Ram Banjare,  Aged  About  75  Years  R/o 
Village  Bhandarpuri,  P.  S.  -  Arang,  Tahsil-  Arang,  District-  Raipur, 
Chhattisgarh. 

---- Petitioner(s)
Versus 

1. State Of Chhattisgarh Through The Secretary, Department Of Scheduled 
Caste And Scheduled Tribe Development, Mahanadi Bhawan, Atal Nagar, 
New Raipur, District- Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

2. The Collector, Raipur, District- Raipur, Chhattisgarh.

3. The Divisional Co-Ordinator, Tribal Welfare Development, Baloda Bazar, 
District- Balodabazar Bhatapara, Chhattisgarh.

4. The Superintendent  Of  Scheduled Caste Scheduled Tribe Girls  Hostel, 
Bhandapuri, District- Raipur, Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh 

5. The Accountant General, Chhattisgarh Zero Point, Opposite Vidhan Sabha 
Road, Barauda, Raipur, Chhattisgarh., District : Raipur, Chhattisgarh

---Respondents

For Petitioner : Shri Shashi Kushwaha, Advocate. 
For State : Shri Ishan Verma, Panel Lawyer. 
For Respondent No.5 : Shri Bhupendra Singh, Advocate.

Hon'ble Shri Justice P. Sam Koshy
Order on Board

10/05/2019
1. The claim of the petitioner is that, the wife of the petitioner who was in 

employment under the respondents No.2to4 retired from service in 2011 

and thereafter she has not paid retiral dues including pensionary benefits 

and  finally  the  wife  of  the  petitioner  (deceased  employee)  died  on 

16.08.2013. 

2. According to the petitioner, he would be entitled for family pension and 

would also be entitled for all monetary dues that the wife of the petitioner 

would have received on her retirement which has not been released. 

3. Given the limited nature of relief that the prayed, let the respondents No.2 

to 4 scrutinize the claim of the petitioner firstly for grant of dues which were 

payable to the deceased employee who retired in 2011 and subsequently 
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would also decide  the  claim of  the petitioner  so far  as  grant  of  family 

pension is concerned. Let the respondents NO.2 to 4 scrutinize the claim 

of  the  petitioner  and pass a final  decision within  an outer  limit  of  four 

months from the date of receipt of copy of this order. 

4. It shall be the responsibility of the petitioner to apprise the respondents 

No.2to4 so far as order of this court is concerned. 

5. Accordingly, the writ petition stands disposed of. 

Sd/- 
(P. Sam Koshy)

Judge
inder


