
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1021 of 2021

======================================================
Ranjan Prasad Srivastav Son of Late Shiv Shankar Prasad Resident of Bapu
Nagar, New Yarpur, Road No. 1, P.S.- Gardanibagh, District- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State  of Bihar Through the Principal  Secretary,  Finance Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The  Director  Provident  Fund  Directorate,  Department  of  Finance,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

3. The  Deputy  Director  -cum-  Conducting  Officer  of  Departmental  Inquiry
Provident Fund Directorate, Department of Finance, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

4. The Deputy Director-cum- Presenting Officer Provident Fund Directorate,
Department of Finance, Government of Bihar, Patna.

5. The Deputy Secretary-cum- Assistant Director Provident Fund Directorate,
Department of Finance, Government of Bihar, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Kundan Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Sarvesh Kumar, GP 24
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI

ORAL JUDGMENT
Date : 17-01-2022

This  matter  is  heard  via video  conferencing  due  to

circumstances prevailing on account of the COVID-19 Pandemic.

In  the  instant  petition,  petitioner  has  prayed  for  the

following reliefs:-

“(i)  For  setting  aside  the
enquiry report as contained in Memo No.
1596  dated  29.04.2020  to  the  extent  of
charge no. 5, as the enquiry officer without
there  being any  oral  evidence  has  found
the  charge  no.  5  proved  against  the
petitioner. 

(ii)  For setting aside the order
contained  in  Memo  No.  2456  dated
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22.06.2020,  passed  by  the  Director
Provident  Fund Directorate,  whereby  the
petitioner has been dismissed from service.

(iii) The petitioner further prays
that  after  setting  aside  the  order  of
dismissal, he may be reinstated in service
with  all  consequential  benefit  as  he  has
not been in gainful employment anywhere
after his dismissal.

(iv)  For  any  other  relief  for
which  the  appellant  may  be  deemed
entitled to.”

Undisputedly, the petitioner’s appeal is pending before

the appellate authority. The appellate authority is hereby directed

to decide the petitioner’s appeal within a period of three months

from the date of receipt of this order.  

With the aforesaid observations, the writ petition stands

disposed off.     

Vikash/-
                                    (P. B. Bajanthri, J)
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