IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.11924 of 2011

Dr.Rakesh Kumar Raju, son of Late Rajendra Prasad, resident of

C O D J.l:%elwarganj, Anand Talkies, Patna 800007

e
........ Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through Chief Secretary, Patna Secretariat, Patna
2. Department of Health and Medical Education through its Secretary, Patna
Secretariat, Patna
A Q.V_Secretary, Department of Health and Medical Education, Patna
O r \ PSecretariat, Patna
OFF\ G 4 Under Secretary, Department of Health and Medical Education, Patna
Secretariat, Patna

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Amit Prakash
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. AC to GP-12

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

5 15-03-2016 Heard Sri Amit Prakash, learned counsel for the
petitioner and learned AC to GP-12.

In the present writ petition, the petitioner has made a

prayer for directing the Respondents to post him as Assistant

Professor in consonance with the qualification and teaching

experience of the petitioner. It has been admitted by learned

counsel for the petitioner that during pendency of the writ petition,

the petitioner has already been posted as Assistant Professor.

However, the teaching experience of the petitioner has not been

taken into account as Anesthetist in accordance with law. The

Court is of the opinion that once the relief, which was sought in
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the present writ petition, has already been granted and now the
petitioner is disputing that his experience as Anesthetist may be
considered as qualification for giving benefit of teaching
experience, the petitioner may approach the authority concerned
i.e. Respondent no.3 and file a detailed representation regarding
his grievance for considering his tenure as Anesthetist for giving
the benefit of teaching experience.

If such representation with supportive document is
filed before the Respondent no.3 within a period of eight weeks
from today, the Court expects that the Respondent no.3 may
examine the same and pass appropriate order preferably within a
period of three months from the date of filing of such
representation.

The writ petition stands disposed of with above
observation and direction.

(Rakesh Kumar, J)




