
     IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Letters Patent Appeal No.1385 of 2014 

IN 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 7486 of 2007  

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

Firoj Ahamed Siddiqui, S/o Allauddin Siddiqui, resident of village - Barhganwan, 

Police Station - Sahebganj, District - Varanasi, Uttar Pradesh, at present 

Samanpura, P.O. B.V. College, Raja Bazar, Patna - 14 

 

....   ....    Appellant/s 

Versus 

1. The Union of India through the Secretary, Ministry of Home Affairs, New Delhi   

2. The Director General, C.R.P.F., New Delhi   

3. The I.G., C.R.P.F., Patna   

4. The Additional D.I.G.P., Group Centre, C.R.P.F., Jhallandhar   

5. The Secretary, Bihar School Examination Board, Patna   

 

....   ....  Respondents 

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

                      Appearance : 

                      For the Appellant            :     Mr. Rajendra Prasad Singh, Sr. Advocate. 

                      For the U.O.I.                  :     Mr. Rajesh Kumar Verma, C.G.C. 

                      For the Board                  :     Mr. Girjesh Kumar, Advocate. 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

and 

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR SINGH 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE) 

Date: 05-05-2017 

 

 On account of the petitioner having obtained 

employment by producing forged documents, the disciplinary action 

was taken. Based on a finding of guilt recorded in the departmental 

enquiry, he was dismissed from the service. 

Finding no error in the order of dismissal, the writ 

petition has also been dismissed and after hearing Sri Rajendra Prasad 

Singh, learned senior counsel representing the petitioner, we find no 

error in the order passed by the learned Writ Court warranting 
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reconsideration. However, prayer was made by learned senior counsel 

to say that Contributory Provident Fund on deductions made by the 

petitioner and interest have not been paid to the petitioner.  

In view of the above, the petitioner shall have liberty to 

raise the claim of C.P.F. deductions before the competent authority 

and the competent authority is directed to settle the claim with regard 

to C.P.F. within 30 days of the presentation. 

With the aforesaid indulgence in the matter, the appeal 

stands disposed of.   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

U.K./- 

(Rajendra Menon, CJ) 

 

 

(Sudhir Singh, J) 
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