
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.4523 of 2013 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 1024 of 2010  

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

Rajiv Ranjan Pandey Son of Sri Deo Bans Pandey resident of  Village + 

P.O. - Naduan, P.S. Natwar, District Rohtas presently posted as Marketing 

officer Dumraon, District Buxar 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar , through the Chief Secretary, Govt. of Bihar, Old 

Secretariat, Patna, Sri Ashok Kumar Sinha    

2. Sri Shishir Sinha, Principal Secretary, Food AND Consumer Protection 

Department, Government of Bihar, Old Secretariat, Patna    

3. Sri Suresh Thakur, Deputy Secretary, Food AND Consumer Protection 

Department, Govt. of Bihar, Old Secretariat, Patna    

4. Sri Rajesh Kumar, Sub Divisional Officer, Bikramganj, District Rohtas   

5. Sri Pramod Kumar, District Supply officer, Rohtas, Sasaram    

6. Sri Anirudh Kumar, Special officer, Rationing, Patna Collectoriate, Patna    

 

....   ....  Opposite Parties  

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner        :      Mr. Surendra Mishra 

For the Opposite Parties        :     AC to SC No. 25 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

5 30-01-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned AC 

to SC No. 25. 

Learned AC to SC No. 25 at the very outset submits 

that in compliance with the order of the writ court the case  of 

petitioner for grant of  2
nd

 A.C.P. was considered and  same  has 

already been granted. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner accepts that  2
nd

 

A.C.P. has already been granted. However, he claims that 

petitioner is also entitled for 3
rd

 A.C.P. 
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The Court is of the view that  before the writ court the 

claim was for 2
nd

 A.C.P. which is corroborated from the  

representation, which was filed by the petitioner i.e. Annexure – 

‘2’ to the present petition. 

In view of the fact that the order of the writ court  has 

already been complied, there is  no need  to keep the matter 

pending. 

The petition stands disposed of.  

 

 
 

 

Praful/- 

(Rakesh Kumar, J) 
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