
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

 

WRIT PETITION No.5399 of 2016 

 

ORDER : 

 

 This writ petition is filed  seeking the following relief :- 

 
“ ……..  to issue an appropriate writ ,  order or direct ion 

more part icularly one in the nature of Writ  of Mandamus 

declaring (a) the cont inuat ion of the cut  off  date 01.11.1993 in 

the Regulat ion No.33(1) of the UCO Bank (Employees’ ) Pension 

Regulat ions, 1995 dated 29.09.1995 and (b) the Let ter vide 

HO/ PSD/ DISC/ SK/ 2015-16/ 143 dated 04.01.2016 issued by the 

2nd Respondent  rej ect ing my request  for payment  of Pension 

Benefit  sought  in the form of Compassionate Allowance as being 

il legal, arbit rary, discriminatory, vindict ive, perverse, affront  to 

the principles of natural j ust ice, violat ion of Art icles 14, 16, 21 

& 300A of the Const itut ion of India and consequent ly direct  the 

2nd Respondent  to grant  full pension to me in terms of Regulat ion 

No.33(1) of  the UCO Bank (Employees’ ) Pension Regulat ions, 

1995 w.e.f .  01.07.1993 with accrued interest  on cascading 

arrears ……..” . 

Heard  Sri T.V.L.Narasimha  Rao, lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner  

and  Sri E.Sambasiva  Pra tap , lea rned  Stand ing Counsel for the 

respondents.  

It has been c ontended  by the petitioner tha t while working as a  

Assistant Genera l Manager with the respondent-Bank, the 

respondents have initia ted  d isc ip lina ry p roc eed ings aga inst him on 

the a lleged  ground  tha t he has illega lly invested  amounts in the 

shares and   on ac c ount of whic h, huge financ ia l loss has oc c urred  to 

the respondent Bank and , therefore, a fter c onduc ting  a  deta iled  

enquiry, for the p roven misc onduc t, the petitioner was d ismissed  from 

servic e vide p roc eed ings da ted  26.06.1995.  Therea fter, the petitioner 

has been requesting  the respondents to pay the c ompassiona te 
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a llowanc e and  fina lly, submitted  a  rep resenta tion before the 

authorities seeking pension.  But, the 2nd  respondent has rejec ted  the 

c ase of the petitioner vide order da ted  20.08.2011 sta ting  tha t the 

petitioner is not entitled  for pension, as he has been c ompulsorily 

retired  from servic e.  

Learned  c ounsel for the petitioner submits tha t the petitioner is 

suffering  financ ia lly and  it bec ame very d iffic ult for him to survive and  

he has been requesting  the respondents to grant c ompassiona te 

a llowanc e in terms of Regula tion 31 of UCO Bank (Emp loyees’ ) 

Pension Regula tions, 1995.  Therefore, the lea rned  c ounsel submits 

tha t appropria te orders be passed  in the writ petition d irec ting  the 

respondents to c onsider the c ase of the petitioner for grant of 

c ompassiona te a llowanc e in terms of the above sa id  Regula tions 

and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law. 

Learned  Stand ing Counsel appearing  for the respondents 

c ontended  tha t the petitioner never submitted  any app lic a tion to the 

c ompetent authority seeking c ompassiona te a llowanc e and  the 

petitioner was a  d ismissed  emp loyee and  a ll through, the petitioner 

has been seeking pension and  as per the a foresa id  Regula tions, a  

d ismissed  emp loyee is not entitled  for pensionary benefits.  If the 

petitioner is intend ing to c la im c ompassiona te a llowanc e, he has to 

make an app lic a tion to the c ompetent authority i.e., Exec utive 

Direc tor.  If any suc h app lic a tion is made, the respondents would  

c onsider the same and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with 

law. 
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This Court, having c onsidered  the riva l submissions made by the 

lea rned  c ounsel for the respec tive pa rties, is of the c onsidered  view 

tha t this writ petition c an be d isposed  of d irec ting  the petitioner to 

submit a  fresh representa tion to the c ompetent authority i.e., 

Exec utive Direc tor within a  period  of two weeks from the da te of 

rec eip t of a  c opy of this order seeking c ompassiona te a llowanc e in 

ac c ordanc e with Regula tion 31 of the a foresa id  Regula tions. Upon 

suc h representa tion being rec eived , the respondents sha ll c onsider 

the same and  pass appropria te orders in ac c ordanc e with law within 

a  period  of eight weeks therea fter.  

 With the above observa tions, this writ petition is d isposed  of.  No 

order as to c osts.  

 As a  sequel, misc ellaneous petitions pend ing , if any, in this writ 

petition sha ll stand  c losed .  

 

                                       __________________________________ 

        JUSTICE ABHINAND KUMAR SHAVILI 

24.09.2019 

Prv 
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