
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.21413 of 2013

======================================================
Satish Kumar Lala son of Sri Mahashwar Prasad, resident of Mohalla Barkat
Ka Akhara, Mogalpu P.S.Khajekalan, District Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Municipal Commissioner Cum Chief Executive Officer -cum- Chief
Excutive Officer, Patna Municipal Corporation, Patna
2.  The Executive  Officer,  Patna  City,  Circle,  Guljarbagh,  Patna Municipal
Corporation, Patna.
3. The Chief Accounts Officer, Patna Municipal Corporation, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Mani Madhukar, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Ranjeet Kumar Pandey, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY

ORAL ORDER

3 23-09-2025    Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and  learned

counsel for the Patna Municipal Corporation. 

        2. The petitioner has filed the instant application for

a direction to the respondents-Patna Municipal Corporation  to

pay the following amounts:-

 “(a) Arrear of Ist & 2nd ACP:               2,07,756.00
   (b)Difference of salary due to pay anamoly for the 

     period 2.1.2.07 to 31.3.10:               1,72,035.00
 (c)Difference of salary due to 6th pay revision for  

               the period from 1.4.07 to 31.3.10:    1,88,520.00
 (d)Difference of Dearness allowance for the   
      period 1.7.91 to 31.3.97:                      8,981.00
 (e)Difference if salary from 1.4.97 to 31.10.2004:

1,40,950.00
 (f)Difference of Medical adlowance & Dearness 
      allowance to the period 1.11.2004 to 1.8.2000:

   19,330.00
                                  Total          9,37,572.00”



Patna High Court CWJC No.21413 of 2013(3) dt.23-09-2025
2/2 

3.  It  is jointly submitted by learned counsel for the

petitioner  as  also  learned  counsel  for  the  Patna  Municipal

Corporation that during pendency of the instant application, the

admitted dues payable to the petitioner have all been paid and

nothing remains to be decided in the instant application.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that as

such he seeks permission to withdraw this application.

5. In view of the above, the application is dismissed as

withdrawn.
    

Bibhash
(Partha Sarthy, J)
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