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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
W.P(S). No. 2934 of 2021

Saroj Kumar Ram, Son of Late Dhuran Ram, aged about 43 years,
Resident of Village- Sari Paduli, P.O Ratan Pandula, P.S Bhagwanpur,
District Siwan, (Bihar)-834004 ... Petitioner

Versus
1. Union of India through its Inspector General of Police(Comn), Central

Reserve Police Force, HORM, SWO CGO Complex, Pragati Vihar, New
Delhi-110003
2. The Deputy Inspector General of Police CTC (T & IT), Central Reserve
Police Force, Dhurwa, Ranchi-834004
3. Commandant, Office of the Deputy Inspector, General of Police CTC (T
& IT), Central Reserve Police Force, Dhurwa, Ranchi 834004 (Jharkhand)
..... Respondents

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK ROSHAN

For the Petitioner : Mr. Nagmani Tiwari, Advocate

For the Respondents: Mr. Ravi Bakash, C.G.C

17/ Dated: 04.05.2026

1. The instant application has been preferred by the petitioner
praying therein for quashing the order dated
14.07.2021(Annexure-9); whereby his request of
reinstatement has been rejected on 14.07.2021.

2. The petitioner has further prayed for his reinstatement
with back wages with all consequential benefits.

3. The brief facts of the case is that the Inquiry officer
submitted his enquiry report & charges levelled against the
Petitioner has been proved & thereafter the disciplinary
authority (Respondent No. 3) removed the Petitioner vide
order dated 15.09.2014, and hence the Petitioner during
the stipulated time preferred an appeal on 29.09.2014.

4. In the meantime, the petitioner preferred Cr. appeal and

the Criminal Appeal No. 198 of 2018 pending in the Court
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Additional Judicial Commissioner, Vth Ranchi has been
allowed and the Petitioner has been acquitted from
punishment and conviction .

. The Petitioner has represented to the Respondent Dy.
Inspector General of Police, Ranchi regarding joining on
duty with all consequential benefit pursuant to the order
dated 23.12.2019, passed by appellate court Ranchi in
Criminal Appeal No. 198 of 2018.

. The Director General, CRPF passed an order dated
14.07.2021, wherein he has rejected the representation for
reinstatement.

. At the outset, learned counsel for the respondents (CRPF)
submits that the petitioner was removed from his service,
vide order dated 29.09.2014 and the petitioner did not
challenge the order of removal in this writ application.

. In reply to the contention of the respondents, learned
counsel for the petitioner submits that the reason for filing
the instant writ application is that the petitioner was
acquitted in the criminal case and therefore, he has made a
representation before the authorities to reinstate him.

. From record, it appears that the petitioner had earlier
moved before this Court in WP(S) No. 2069 of 2015.
However, the petitioner withdrew that writ application and
the same was dismissed as withdrawn.

Since the original order of punishment has not been
challenged in the instant application and only the appellate
order dated 12.11.2014 as well as revisional order dated
04.03.2015 1s under challenge; rather, it could not have
been otherwise challenged, for the reason, that the

petitioner had already challenged the said order before this
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Court in W.P(S) No. 2069 of 2015 and the same was
dismissed as withdrawn.

11.  Further, after going through the impugned order of
punishment, which is part of the pleading, though not
challenged, it appears that it does not suffers from any

procedural irregularity; nor there is any perversity in the

order
12.  Looking to the overall facts and circumstances of the

case, no relief can be granted to the petitioner.

13.  Accordingly, this writ application stands dismissed.

(Deepak Roshan, J.)

Abha/-

04.05.2026



