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IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

207 CWP No.19777 of 2018 (O&M)
Decided on : 03.12.2019

Ram Kumar
... Petitioner

Versus

Union of India and others
... Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE G.S. SANDHAWALIA

Present: Mr. S.K. Bhardwaj, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Ms. Anita Balyan, Advocate
for the respondents

G.S. Sandhawalia, J. (Oral)

The petitioner in the present writ petition filed under
Articles 226/227 of the Constitution of India seeks quashing of the
impugned action of the respondent No.3 in not releasing revised pension,
in compliance of the order dated 21.02.2017 (Annexure P-4).

In response to the claim for the payment of the revised
pension w.e.f. 01.01.2006, the respondents in the written statement have
stated that the amounts have been remitted to the account of the
petitioner in the Central Bank of India, Bhiwani and reference has been
made to the communication dated 01.09.2018 (Annexure R-5). Relevant
paragraph of the written statement reads as under:-

“12. That in reply to para no.12 of the petition, it is submitted
that the said averments pertains to respondent no.3.
However, it is to mention here that on receipt of documents
alongwith this WP his pension revision case has been sent to

PAD BSF, New Delhi in amended form and the same has



NAVEEN NAGPAL
2019.12.04 12:48

I attest to the accuracy and
authenticity of this document

IN THE HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB AND HARYANA
AT CHANDIGARH

CWP No.19777 of 2018 (O&M) -2-

been released also. The revised pension of Rs.10,850/- &
Family Pension Rs.9,000/- which was forwarded by 38 Bn
BSF on 01 Sept 2018, mentioned in (Annexuure- R-5) has
been passed by CPAO New Delhi on 12 Sept' 2018 and
payment also remitted in the new bank A/C No0.3293062618
of the petitioner i.e. Central Bank of India, Bhiwani, Branch
Code 2605. Hence, no action of the respondent is against the
natural justice and violative of article 14 & 16 of the

Constitution of India.”
Counsel for the petitioner does not have any fresh
instructions contrary to the stand of the respondents.
Accordingly, the present writ petition has been rendered

infructuous and is disposed off as such.
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