
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 5209 of 2018 

=========================================================== 
Radhika Devi  Wife of Late Chandrama Prasad Gupta, Resident of Village - Baraon 

(Lodhi), P.O. Morsarai, P.S. - Sasaram, District - Rohtas, Pin Code - 821113 
(Bihar). 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 
Versus 

1. The Union of India through the Secretary, Department of Home, Government o f 
India, New Delhi.   

2. The Director General of Police, Central Reserve Police Force, C.G.O. Complex, 

Lodhi Road, New Delhi - 110003.   
3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Central Reserve Police Force, Sonepat, 

Haryana.   
4. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Group Centre, Central Reserve Police 

Force, Ranchi (Jharkhand), Pin Code - 834004.   

5. The Inspector General of Police, Central Reserve Police Force, Sector Bihar, 
Ashiyana Digha Road, P.O. - Ashiyana Nagar, P.S. - Rajeev Nagar, Town & 

District - Patna, Pin Code - 800025 (Bihar).   
6. The Commandant, 114 BN. Central Reserve Police Force, Lidran Camp 

Jalandhar, Punjab.   

 
....   ....  Respondent/s 

=========================================================== 
Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Dhanendra Chaubey, Advocate 

For the U.O.I.  : Mr. A. K. Pandey, Sr. C.G.C. 
    Mr. R. K. Sham, C.G.C. 

=========================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH  
                                                  ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 26-10-2018 
 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and Union of 

India.  

2. The petitioner had moved the Court for the following 

reliefs: 

“That this is an application for issuance of an 
appropriate writ, order or direction to the Respondents 
to allow all the benefits of EOFP/LPA, CGNS / 

Educational Facilities to the children, full salary up to 
15 years and from 16 years full pension with pension 

book up-to-date and other relief(s) be granted to them 
for which they found entitled.” 
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3. In view of the counter affidavit filed on behalf of the 

respondents and the fact that the petitioner having lost her husband 

about 18 years back was not in a position to know as to what she is 

entitled to, coupled with the fact that the officers have changed, the 

Court deems it appropriate to give liberty to the petitioner to file a 

detailed representation with regard to her claim before the respondent 

no. 2.  If such a representation is filed within four weeks from today, 

the respondent no. 2 shall ensure that proper consideration is made on 

such representation and reasoned order passed point wise. The same 

be done within two months from the date of filing of the 

representation.  If it transpires that any further payment is required to 

be made to the petitioner, the same shall also be paid within one 

month from the date of passing of the order.  

4. The petitioner shall be at liberty to move before the 

appropriate forum, in accordance with law, with regard to any 

adverse order passed on her representation.  

5. The writ petition stands disposed off in the 

aforementioned terms.  

 
 
 

 
P. Kumar 

                                                        (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.) 
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