IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case N0.638 of 2013
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 13706 of 2012

E- C D ‘b W — — — — — - - _-"_-"_-"—"—"—"———"—"—"—"—"—"—"—"—"—""—"—"—""——"—"——"———/——/"—/"—/—/—"~-—
\.ﬂ J‘Ranjeet Kumar, son of late Dr. Chandrashekhar Prasad, Resident of rajendra

Nagar, Road No. 1D, Patna-800016
........ Petitioner/s

Versus
1. The State of Bihar through its Chief Secretary, Patna Secrtariat, Patna, Mr.
A.K.Sinha
4, 2. S...~l§.Negi, son of not known, Secretary, Patna Secretariat, Patna
O r 3\ FSecretary, Water Resource Department, Patna Secretariat, Patna, mr.
OF F\C 8K Negi

4. Bharat Jha, son of not known, Deputy secretary, Water Resource
Department, Patna Secretariat, Patna

........ Opp.Parties
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Amit Prakash
For the Respondent/s ~ :  Mr. Yogendra Pd. Sinha AAG-15
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESH KUMAR
DATTA
ORAL ORDER
4 05-05-2016 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and

learned counsel for the State.

In the second supplementary show cause filed on
behalf of the Opposite Party No. 4, it is stated that two MACPs
have already been granted to the petitioner. So far as the third
MACP is concerned, it was found that the petitioner did not fulfill
the requirements as per the 3™ Modified Assured Career
Progression Scheme and thus, his case was not approved by the
Screening Committee of MACP.

In the aforesaid view of the matter, it is admitted

by learned counsel for the petitioner that the order under
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contempt has been complied with in its terms.

The contempt application is, accordingly,
dismissed.

Needless to say that the petitioner shall have
liberty to challenge any adverse order in appropriate proceedings.
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(Ramesh Kumar Datta, J)



