
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8415 of 2015 

====================================================== 

Shashi Kishor son of Nawal Kishor Singh, resident of village Chandanpura, 

P.O. Jamalpur, P.S. Naya Ram Nagar, District Munger.  

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1.The Union of India through the Director General Central Reserve Police 

Force, New Delhi.  

2.The Inspector General, Central Sector CRPF., TC-35/5, Bibhutikhand, 

Gomati Nagar, Lucknow (U.P.)-226010.  

3.The Deputy Inspector General Group Center CRPF, Allahabad (UP).  

4.The Commandant 07 B.N.C.R.P.F., Giridih (Jharkhand).  

5.The Staff Selection Commission (C.R.) Allahabad (U.P.), through its 

Chairman.  

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Bharat Lal, Adv 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. S.D Sanjay (Addl. Soc. Gen.) & Mr.  

                                               Anshay Bahadur Mathur, C.G.C. 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MIHIR KUMAR JHA 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

 

2 23-06-2015 Heard learned counsel for the parties.  

Having regard to the fact that the petitioner was 

employed in CRPF and was posted in Giridih in the 

State of Jharkhand, when his services were terminated 

by order dated 20.11.2014, and that against such order 

the appeal of the petitioner has been rejected at 

Lucknow by the competent appellate authority, no part 

of the cause of action can be said to have accrued to the 

petitioner to maintain this writ application before this 

Court. Law in this regard has been well settled by a 
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Division Bench of this Court in the case of Amar 

Kumar Choubey vs the Union of India & Ors 

reported in 2009 (1) PLJR 553. 

The petitioner therefore, may approach the 

competent authority for redressal of his grievance raised 

herein.  

When such an observation has been made learned 

counsel for the petitioner seeks permission to withdraw 

this application, in order to enable the petitioner to move 

before the competent authority/Court for redressal of his 

grievance.  

That being so, this application is permitted to be 

withdrawn with the aforementioned liberty.  

  

 

Ranjan/- 
                                 (Mihir Kumar Jha, J) 

U    

 


