
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.12705 of 2023

======================================================
Saroj Kumar Singh son of Late Matukdhari Singh, resident of village- Dumri,
P.O.- Jat Dumri, P.S.-Punpun, District- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Additional Chief Secretary, Water Resources
Department, Bihar, Patna.

2. Additional Chief Secretary, Water Resources Department, Bihar, Patna.

3. Chief Engineer, Irrigation Creation, Water Resources Department, Saharsa.

4. Accountant General, Bihar, Patna.

5. Senior Treasury Officer, Patna Treasury, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Harshvardhan Shivsundaram, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Vinay Kirti Singh (Ga2)

 Mr.Kunal Tiwary, AC to GA-2
For AG Bihar :  Mr.Mrs.Ritika Rani, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 15-01-2024   1.  The present writ petition has been filed seeking

the following relief(s):-

“1(i)  To issue  appropriate  direction,  order  or

writ  in  the  nature  of  Mandamus commanding

the  respondent  no.  3  to  grant  benefit  of

ACP/MACP to  the  petitioner  with  effect  from

due  date  as  the  petitioner  superannuated  on

31.01.2022  after  regular  service  of  about  34

years against the post of Clerk in the office of

respondent  no.3 but  the respondents  have not

granted  the  said  benefit  to  the  petitioner  till

date without any rhyme or reason.

(ii) To issue appropriate direction, order or writ
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in  the  nature  of  Mandamus  commanding  the

respondents  to  pay  consequential  monetary

benefits to the petitioner along with interest.

(iii)  To  issue  appropriate  direction,  order  or

writ  in  the  nature  of  Mandamus commanding

the respondent no.4 to revise the post retirement

benefits of the petitioner consequent to grant of

benefit  of  ACP/MACP  and  to  pay  difference

amount.”

2.  At  the  outset,  the  learned  counsel  for  the

respondent-State has submitted that the case of the petitioner for

grant  of  benefits  of  ACP/MACP is  in  the  process  of  being

considered  and  the  final  decision  would  definitely  be  taken,

within  a  period  of  four  weeks  from  today.  It  is  directed

accordingly.

3. The writ petition stands disposed off.
    

Saurav/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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