
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.6276 of 2021

======================================================
Desh  Deepak  Kumar  Vihangam,  son  of  late  Rajendra  Prasad  Singh,  R/o-
Village- Chaopour, P.S.- Masaurhi, District- Patna-804453, Bihar

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  Union  of  India  through  the  Secretary  Post  and  Telegraph  and
Telecommunication Department, Government of India, Dak Bhawan- New
Delhi- 110001

2. The  Secretary,  Post  and  Telegraph  and  Telecommunication  Department,
Government of India, Dak Bhawan- New Delhi- 110001

3. The  Director  General  (Vigilance)  Post  and  Telegraph  and
Telecommunication Department, Government of India, Dak Bhawan- New
Delhi- 110001

4. The  Assistant  Director  General  (INV-I)  Post  and  Telegraph  and
Telecommunication Department, Government of India, Dak Bhawan- New
Delhi- 110001

5. The Director Postal Services, Bihar, Patna, G.P.O., Patna-800001

6. the Chief Post master General, G.P.O., Patna-800001

7. The Superintendent Main Post Office, Bankipur, Patna-800004

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Jay Prakash Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Dr. K.N.Singh (ASG)

 Mr. R.K. Sharma, CGC
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH)

8 24-03-2022 The  petitioner’s  main  grievance  related  to  non-

payment  of  the  maturity  amount  by  the  Post  and  Telegraph

Department, Union of India with interest in respect of his fixed

deposit. 

Learned  Central  Government  Counsel  appearing  on
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behalf  of  the  Union  of  India  submits,  on  the  basis  of

instructions, that the petitioner has now been paid the amount

with interest.

Learned counsel for the petitioner does not dispute the

fact  that  the  payment  has  been  made.  He  has,  however,

submitted  that  computation  of  interest  on  the  amount  is  not

proper and not in accordance with the interest payable annually

which is to be calculated quarterly against  a post  office time

deposit account. 

Considering  the  circumstance  that  the  petitioner’s

grievance  has  been substantially  redressed,  this  application is

disposed of with an observation that the petitioner shall  be at

liberty  to  make  a  representation  before  the  Chief  Postmaster

General, GPO, Patna, if, according to him, the amount which

has been paid is less than what he is entitled to in terms of the

scheme governing the fixed deposit in question. 
    

Rajesh/-

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J) 

 ( Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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