IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.14 of 2025

Suneshwer Rai S/o Rama Shankar Rai, resident of Village-Galimpur, Post-
Ghatampur, District-Gopalganj, Bihar-841503.
...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1.  The Life Insurance Corporation of India

2. The Managing Director and Chief Executive Officer (CEO), Life Insurance
Corporation of India, Yogakshema Building, Jeevan Bima Marg, Nariman
Point, Mumbai, Maharashtra-400021.

3. The Executive Director (Personnel), Life Insurance Corporation of India,
Yogakshema Building, Jeevan Bima Marg, Nariman Point, Mumbai,
Maharashtra-400021.

4.  The Zonal Manager/Area Manager, East Central Zone Office, Life Insurance
Corporation of India, East Central Zone Office, 5th Floor, Jeevan Deep
Exhibition Road, Patna-800001.

5. Senior Divisional Manager, LIC of India, Muzaffarpur, Divisional Office,
Jeevan Prakash, Uma Shankar Pd Marg, Muzaffarpur-842002.

6. The Manager (P and IR), LIC of India, Divisional Office, Jeevan Prakash,
Uma Shanker Pd. Marg, Muzaffarpur-842002.

7. Smt. Malti Devi, Wife of Late Jai Shanker Singh, resident of Village-
Mubarakpur, Ward No. -11, Post-Mubarakpur, P.S.-Manjhi, District-Saran.

...... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Amit Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr.Raj Dular Sah, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH
ORAL ORDER

2 08-01-2025 1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the
following relief(s):-

“l(a) For issuance of appropriate writ for
withholding all the benefits being given to the
dependents of late Jay Shankar Singh, who has got
employment in the life insurance corporation on
the basis of forged documents, in a clandestine
manner ie by suppressing higher educational

qualification and providing forged date of birth
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certificate from a school by way of 8" class pass
certificate.

(b) For further directing the respondent authorities
not to disburse any benefit without following the
procedure prescribed under the law in order to save
the loss of public money.

(c) For directing the respondents to take
disciplinary action against the officials, whose
contributory negligence/lack of supervision has
facilitated the perpetration of fraud for so many
years.

(d) For further directing the respondent no.3 i.e. the
competent authority to issue instruction /guidelines
regarding the reporting of incidents of fraud to
higher authorities and law enforcement agencies or
in the alternative to direct the respondent no.2 to
dispose of the representation of the petitioner by a
reasoned and a speaking order within a fixed time

)

frame.’

2. At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner
seeks liberty on behalf of the petitioner to approach the respondents
for redressal of his aforesaid grievances. Liberty so sought is granted.

3. The writ petition stands disposed off.

(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
Saurav/-




