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IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ W.P.(C) 5964/2003
EX-NAIK SANWATRAM ... Petitioner
Through Mr. M. K. Gaur, Advocate.
versus
UOlI&ORS. ... Respondent

Through Mr. Rajinder Nischal, Advocate.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE MUKUL MUDGAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE HLR. MALHOTRA

ORDER
% 24.08.2005
L. Rule D.B. With the consent of the learned counsel for the parties, the

writ petition is taken up for final hearing.

2. By this writ petition the petitioner prays for issue of writ of mandamus
against the respondent to restore the service pension of the petitioner for the period
from 13" August, 1963 to 31°* August, 1978 and grant of pension for DSC Service for

the period from 1% September, 1978 to 31* August, 2000. It is also pleaded in the writ

- petition that the petitioner had not been granted the option under O.M. dated 3"

March, 1983.

3. The counter affidavit filed by the respondent annexes the option
exercised by the petitioner on 2™ April, 1983 by which his option under the said O.M.
dated 3™ March, 1983, has been exercised. In this view of the matter, po further relief
can be claimed by the petitioner. The writ petition is thus dismissed as haviné

become infructuous. All pending applications also stand disposed of.
S

s

MUKUL MUDGAL, J
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AUGUST 24, 2005 H.R, MALHOTRA, ]J
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