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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
W.P.(S) No. 303 of 2026

Bijay Kumar, aged about 43 years, Son of Late Ram

Prasad Thakur, Resident of Flat No. 3, Sahyogi

Apartment, Kilburn Colony, Hinoo, P.O. and P.S.

Doranda, District Ranchi (Jharkhand)  ...... Petitioner
Versus

1. The State of Jharkhand through The Secretary, Water
Resources Department, Government of Jharkhand,
office at Nepal House, P.O. and P.S. Doranda, District
Ranchi.

2. The Chief Engineer, Water Resources Department,
Government of Jharkhand, office at Nepal House, P.O.
and P.S. Doranda, District Ranchi.

3. The Superintending Engineer, Waterways Circle, Water
Resources Department, Government of Jharkhand,
office at Nepal House, P.O. and P.S. Doranda, District
Ranchi. .. Respondents

CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK ROSHAN
For the Petitioner  : Mr. Abhijeet Kr. Singh, Adv.

: Mr. Ranjit Kumar, Adv.

: Mr. Arya Suman, Adv.
For the Res.-State  : Mr. Sushant Kumar, AC to SC-II

03/Dated:21.04.2026

The instant writ application has been preferred

by the petitioner for the following relief:-

(V) For quashing and set aside the decision of screening
committee held on 19.06.2025 (Annexure-5-series) for grant of first
MACP, so far as it relates to the petitioner, by which a decision has
been taken to keep his consideration pending till the pendency of
criminal case instituted against the petitioner.

(ii) Upon quashing the decision of the screening committee
held on 19.06.2025 (Annexure-5-series) be further pleased to direct
the respondent to grant the benefits of first MACP to the petitioner
w.e.f. 15.02.2018.

(iii) To make payment of all the dues mentioned above with

statutory as well as penal interest.

2. The grievance of the petitioner is that the

benefit of first MACP has been rejected by the Screening
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Committee on the ground that the petitioner was once
arrested in one case of anti-corruption bureau and at
present he is on bail and taking into consideration of that
he has been denied the benefit of first MACP.

For brevity, relevant portion of the minutes of

meeting is extracted herein-below:-

RO IV. fGaRror gt #HFH05 4 @7 FAR
(fAg#d-15.02.2008) & I Fecid & #asf A [asmaha
gF#-3065 [qs71#-25.06.2024 HI HAlT [eldr T1F7/ 3FT
f@smafer 93 qanT g [Far aar & & 4 BT $AR,
3TgaIfig fefds, Tagd e, Tl F FCrEaR fanreeT
ST GART [Ge71%-21.06.2024 & Read ad §v IRFaR
33T I1=g7) GAHIT H FH FTHAT G HRIGRT & FE7 &8 0F
Har # FRRAT § W s & daledd geaars ~araed H
giFarehia &1 FHA H Ifdad AT giRa gid aF
THoToH oo FIAT FHI FNATS F Aldd G F IHUT
fergr arr/

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that

in such a situation when any employee has been arrested
and is on bail and/or departmental or criminal case is
pending; there is specific circular of the Government
which has been issued vide Resolution no.6227 dated
20.11.2008 wherein at clause 4, 5 and 6 are relevant.
This circular is applicable in case of grant of MACP also.

For brevity clause IV & V is extracted herein-below:-

“4. FralET @ fAvIeT H faar g GlAread axer S
Haeged & [ PRI dad & [degeE &amd I fad
SHepelrdls® HIHe RIS Frdag] H Jediaeds &9 &
faars g1 f@ar 3N 50 Gaea # FNars & fgarha
FHlaA &7 3T S & GFH gIrg I S, difd aNeRt
Has @ HH FI Tevaq [elprd H & & $H Jale T@
8 ¥ FI GRITUIT 1 3ca: Jg fFvF fear a=r & &

2
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FIfeT fAgiFar gifeaRT & TR & § 08 SRHRT JaH
& g B, [ 39GFAA W GO FY 379 S
# HE¥de felprd H @ ol 3e7e HIAHE ¢ @R
Glrtlad AT & 3G # aria & & #Alg d HTET
HHICT gl G0 [Avgad &G & HHET # Sl wdifev] UH
gHer g H M 3% S Hpld & IR G FH ST
TRC §H FHET H 3w &Il & HE-ard Jerdlas
W/ﬂmﬁ?mﬁ#ﬁwﬁwmmm
TIET TAT 56 Sleg & Seq [T @t & [olv AT 39141
oy faam f&ar Srer aifeT |

5. Frargt fAsgigeT # fera Fr Ffa & agef gi=ifa #r
GHIGAT- .jllglc#d FfoFr-4 # 3feal@ad sHET THiFaT Y
Sl & diage, FO OF HIA M &1 FHd 8, fF7H ggelt
fasmha giFla GiAfa, fGaa wReRT da@ & T H 397
w3l @ FEvaa e # w@r o, Fr sdow d AR & &t
el §iq Mt PRI Haw @ [FwqE ieerdlas A
HTRIGS HEFISTT GG HHcA H IHldH &7 g1 aar ST
& &1 UH GRIFYIT H [FgiFT JfOaRT 08 EPRT das
& HH FI FHET & PR T8 PRI HIF [AdFFATE T
7 gl dl [RFAlfbd GgeEl & 9 H I@d g 38 daY
grEfa @3 Sie G Y a9 I -

(F) FIT FHRT das & giEia dised & fFegeEr gy
(@) FT IRIT 3 BN & f& 38 gi7id & dfdad i@
TEoAT ST E?

(1) FIAT AT ST H 57 HHA & [T §ld HI HHAAT &
D

(&) FIT T [T 3rgar & JraRifes #Frdarst &
AT &7 23 STt H giat qiel fAeET & Her @k av 3rar
W &G H FIET JasH FT FI3 gTT & ?

(3) FIr OH FIF FHGAT § [ GEa daw dagd Getad
& §re 9T §F A TPRT SRAIT FT GERGANT T Fhll
g 3k faad gRUTHAEGwRT  (EENT  ATHG/ITRIES
FrIaE! & €T FRATE G Hl5 Gldpel F37d 95 HHcAl
&/

A9 gl afe 3faq aAs a FRon @
faf@a & & gorfad 8T FPrgFd & FIIfer, [HIRTA f@smar
FYar FET HeAwor SNl [5d giddad @ HTEN 9
ﬁg@ﬂwﬁaméﬁmﬁ?mmmgﬂr%#
RIFe [T ST Fhll &) e FHGFT FfedR 36 dhcq
7 3feaf@a [Fcel & [T wwed & A" & fov areg
sl &1/
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6. ¥ Hlrwld T¥ _[dUr- Il [AGfFd FifHR_SH R
& fEd) [@5FY X ggadr & & @R dadk & dgdf
) a1 O (= A o R .t O O K Tk O [T A /i T
GRIFYIG H 39 It H 39 IR FT i3 [H0F 62 St
& 6T [ Far gaftia JfEaRT da2f AR S Gledid &
felv 39g#d & a1 ), 34a AiAel F & gy @ srare
AT gl & dJig FIHIT: T bl Sl dlefl 3i7Tot
[z giEid aRfa & FFE IG1 Sl _EGIiRT] $H THR
F FH HHAS H &I WWFRT HaF & ATH N dqd Gleollad
& fAv fagr 331 Fr=r 8 agi [N gi=ifad afAfa &
TV 1 T, 37 PRI Hadh & GG T IHeFerdlas
WWWW&WH#&#;FWW#;
dar & THT R#ls & IR G 3H HHe FT Hodldhad
F/

9. GIvHFd gl glet W Icdiddel- Jia FRHRT Ha% &l
HTRIOF FIfaet & JUr-G1Y & TR 9 G177 A6l
31 1T &, dfed a@idhl ITEN 97 OFT 137 SIar 8, 3K
RPN 5H HHol Bl [ Ieq ~rgrerd H Jdel H o
ST _FIEd & 3¥ar a3 Gy o3 363 fawee Friarst
FNAT R & HYAT Fle OF WFNT d9% & B30T
FrAaEr H GIRed R 78] 1a91 ST & dl GiHid # 3qg
FV 38 [AFAIN 9 G GoIIaidd FX_1aIr ST aifev /

4. Having regard to the aforesaid facts and
circumstances and looking to the impugned order
coupled with the above referred resolution no.6227 dated
20.11.2008; interest of justice would be sufficed to remit
the case to the concerned respondent to reconsider the
case of the petitioner in the light of the above referred
clauses of the resolution no.6227 dated 20.11.2008.

5. Accordingly, the respondents are directed to
re-consider the claim for grant of benefit of first MACP as
per their own circular and extend the same to the

petitioner, if he is found eligible. However, it is made
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clear that in future, the petitioner is convicted in the
case, then the respondent would be at liberty to take
appropriate action with regard to refund etc. which is to
be guided as per Clause 9 of the said circular indicated
herein below.

6. It is made clear that while re-considering, the
concerned respondent shall not be prejudice by its earlier
order and the entire exercise shall be done within a
period of four months from the date of receipt/production
of copy of this order.

7. As a result, the instant writ application stands
partly allowed in aforesaid terms. Pending I.A.s if any,

also closed.

(Deepak Roshan, J.)

April 21, 2026
Uploaded on
04/06/2026
Fahim/-



