
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16127 of 2019

======================================================
Bhuvaneshwar  Prasad  Singh,  Son  of  Late  Ram  Lal  Singh,  resident  of
Mohalla- New area, Aurangabad, P.S. & District - Aurangabad (Bihar).

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Department  of
Panchayati Raj, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

2. The District Magistrate, Aurangabad.

3. The Deputy Development Commissioner cum The Chief Executive Officer,
Zila Parishad, Aurangabad.

4. The Chairman, Zila Parishad, Aurangabad.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner :  Mr. Anirudh Kumar Verma, Advocate 
For the State of Bihar :             Mr. Mritunjay Kumar, AC to AAG-6
For the Zila Parishad :             Mr. Nikesh Kumar, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

7 13-08-2020 Since as of now the Courts have not resumed normal

physical  hearing,  the  matter  has  been  listed  today  for

consideration through video conferencing. 

The  learned  counsels  are  appearing  and  making

submissions  from  their  residence.  The  Court  Master  and

Secretary are also part of this virtual Court proceedings from

their homes, all with the aid of audio visual technology.

 Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  the

learned Counsel for the respondents.

The  Court  has  perused  the  last  two  orders  dated

16.10.2019 and 13.11.2019 passed in the instant  proceedings.
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The petitioner has been paid subsistence allowance to the tune

of Rs.2,36,024/-, which has been recorded in the earlier order

dated  16.10.2019.  For  payment  of  balance  amount  of  retiral

dues, i.e., 90% gratuity and group insurance amount, the matter

was adjourned. Subsequently, on 13.11.2019 outstanding retiral

dues  quantified  at  Rs.9,00,000/-  (nine  lacs)  was  paid  by  a

cheque to the petitioner, which has been recorded in the order

dated 13.11.2019. 

The counter affidavit of the Zila Parishad records that

there is no further dues admissible to the petitioner under the

heading “retiral dues”.

Petitioner’s counsel, however, submits that some other

dues would also be payable to the petitioner, for which he may

be granted liberty to approach the authorities. 

The  petitioner  would  be  at  liberty  to  approach  the

authorities for any amount that he considers due, specifying the

head under which the dues are claimed. 

The  writ  petition  is  disposed  of  with  the  aforesaid

liberty.  
    

PNM
       (Madhuresh Prasad, J)

U


