
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1084 of 2015 

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

Arun Kumar Verma son of  Late Bhavnandan Lal, resident of  village- Kaunipur, 

Post - Dumara Via Sokhpur, P.S- Nauhatta, District- Saharsa 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through its Chief Secretary, Bihar, Patna   

2. Director General Provident Fund, Pant Bhawan, Bihar, Patna   

3. Accountant General, Bihar, Patna   

4. Collector Saharsa/Supaul   

5. District Provident Officer, Saharsa.   

6. Anchal Adhikari, Raghopur   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s               :     Ms. Mallika Mazumdar, Advocate 

For the Respondent/s            :     Mr. Sanjeet Kumar Singh, A.C. to A.A.G-6 

For the Accountant General :     Mr. Jitendra Kumar Roy, Advocate  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHWANI KUMAR SINGH 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 30-11-2016 

 

 This writ petition has been filed for a direction upon the 

respondent-authorities to make payment of amount under the head 

provident fund to the petitioner, who was appointed as Revenue 

Karamchari on 25
th

 June, 1974 and retired on 30
th

 November, 2009. 

2.  The plea of the petitioner in the writ is that all his 

retirement dues except the provident fund have been paid. 

3.   A counter affidavit has been filed on behalf of the State 

wherein it has been stated that on the basis of G.P.F. statements from 

1977-78 to April, 2009 an authority amounting to Rs.4,47,135/- has 

already been issued giving the applicable interest till October, 2015 
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vide office order dated 2.11.2015. 

4.   After going through the averments made in the counter 

affidavit filed on behalf of the District Provident Fund Officer, 

Saharsa, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that since the 

grievance of the petitioner has been redressed, the application may be 

disposed of.  

5.   In that view of the matter, the writ petition is disposed of 

with a direction that in case in terms of the authority issued by the 

District Provident Fund Officer, Saharsa payment has not been made 

to the petitioner, the same should be paid forthwith.  

 

 

 

 

Md.S./- 

(Ashwani Kumar Singh, J) 
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