
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 15102 of 2019

======================================================
Vinod Narayan Pathak Son of late Prabhu Narayan Pathak, Resident of At and
P.O.- Murli, Police Station- Kishanpur, District- Supaul.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, General Administration
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The District Magistrate, Supaul

3. The Block Development Officer, Kishanpur, Supaul

4. The Treasury Officer, Supaul.

5. The District Provident Fund Officer, Supaul.

6. The Accountant General, Bihar, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr Alok Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr Md Nadim Seraj, GP V
For the Accountant General  Mr Vivek Anand Kumar, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR  JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

4 15-06-2020 The  matter  has  been  listed  today  for  consideration

through Video Conferencing.

Learned  counsels  are  appearing  and  making

submissions  from  their  residence.   The  Court  Master  and

Secretary are also part of this virtual Court proceedings with the

aid of audio visual technology.

Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the

respondents.

The petitioner submits that after the sanction, pension

was accorded under Letter No 19.  However, the authorization
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for payment has not been issued by the Office of the Accountant

General.

The  learned  counsel  representing  the  Accountant

General  submits  that  he  has  specific  instructions  that  the

Pension  Payment  Order  (for  brevity,  PPO)  has  been  issued

authorizing  payment  of  retiral  dues  to  the  petitioner  on

07.01.2020 and sent  to  the  concerned Treasury,  along with a

copy  to  the  petitioner.   Learned  counsel  for  the  Accountant

General undertakes that he would be transmitting a soft copy of

the PPO to the learned counsel for the petitioner by tomorrow

(16.06.2020).

As the  grievance  of  the  petitioner  stands  redressed,

pendency  of  the  instant  proceedings  will  serve  no  useful

purpose.

If the petitioner is aggrieved by the calculation or the

amounts sanctioned then it would be open to him to pursue his

claims whatsoever, that may remain after the said exercise.

Writ petition stands disposed of.  

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