
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18577 of 2021

======================================================
Kanti Devi Wife of Late Shyam Bali Ram, Resident of Mohalla- Mirachak,
Maner, P.S.- Maner, District- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Urban Development and
Housing Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

2. The  Principal  Secretary,  Urban  Development  and  Housing  Department,
Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. The  Director  cum  Deputy  Secretary,  Urban  Development  and  Housing
Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

4. The Joint Secretary, Urban Development and Housing Department, Govt. of
Bihar, Patna.

5. The Treasury Officer, Patna, District- Patna.

6. The Accountant General, Government of Bihar, Bihar, Patna.

7. The Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat, Maner, Patna.
...  ...  Respondent/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Ravi Prakash, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Ravish Chandra, AC to SC 6
For the Nagar Panchayat :  Mr.Anil Kumar, Advocate
For the AG :  Ms.Ritika Rani, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PURNENDU SINGH

ORAL ORDER

8 04-05-2023   Heard Mr. Ravi Prakash, learned counsel appearing

on behalf of the petitioner; Mr. Ravish Chandra, learned AC to

SC 6 appearing on behalf of the respondents; Mr. Anil Kumar,

learned counsel appearing on behalf the Nagar Panchayat and

Ms. Ritika Rani, learned counsel appearing for the Accountant

General.

2.  Learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

petitioner submits that all the retiral benefit has been paid to the

petitioner, however, 19 month’s arrear of pension has not been

paid to him.
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3. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the Nagar

Panchayat  submits  that  arrear  of  pension for  19  month’s  has

already  been  paid  by  adjusting  EPE  amount  in  pension,

therefore, there is no question of 19 month’s delay in allowing

pension  and the petitioner is being paid every month pension at

the applicable rate i.e. Rs.14,000/-.

4.  The  petitioner  has  already  received  amount  of

gratuity of Rs.1,47,207/- and EPE amounting to Rs.1,76,666/- .

5. Considering the rival submissions of the parties, if

the petitioner is still aggrieved on account of delay in releasing

pension/arrear  of  pension  or  on  any  account,  he  may  file  a

detailed representation before the concerned authority and if the

concerned authority finds that some admitted outstanding dues

on  account  of  retiral  benefits  is  required  to  be  paid  to  the

petitioner,  the same should be paid to the petitioner within a

period of  six  weeks  from the  date  of  communication  of  this

order.

6.  With the above observation/direction,  the present

writ application is disposed of.
    

chn/-

(Purnendu Singh, J)
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