
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 17439 of 2011 

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

Bhawesh Kumar Mandal S/O Tripuati Mandal R/O Vill. - Piparoun, P.O. 

Piparoun, Distt. Madhubani 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar through the D.G.P  State of Bihar, Patna. 

2. The Principal Secretary,  Deptt. of Home (Police), Govt. of Bihar, Patna 

3. Principal Secretary, General Admin Deptt. (Personnel & Administrative 

Deptt.),  Govt. of Bihar , Patna 

4. The Central Selection Board of Constable,  Bihar , Patna through its 

Secretary 

5. The Chairman of Central Selection Board of Constable,  Bihar , Patna 

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Ratanakar Jha 

For the Respondent/s       :     AC to GA 13 

              Mr. Sanjay Pandey 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4. 08-04-2016 Heard Sri Ratanakar Jha, learned counsel for the 

petitioner, learned A.C. to Govt. Advocate – 13 as well as learned 

counsel, who has appeared on behalf of respondent no. 4 & 

5/Central Selection Board (Constable Recruitment). 

In the present writ petition, the petitioner has prayed 

for quashing of the result of constable recruitment, which was 

published, pursuant to Advertisement No. 2 of 2009. 

It has been claimed that the petitioner had participated 

in the selection process, however; he has not been shown selected, 

whereas, in the counter affidavit, a specific stand has been taken, 

particularly in paragraph – 17 that the petitioner was from the 

category of Extremely Backward Class Male Non Home Guard 
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and he had secured much lesser marks than the last recommended 

candidate in his category. The petitioner has secured only 60 

marks, whereas, the cut off marks in his category is 66. No reply 

to the counter affidavit has been filed. 

In view of facts stated in paragraph – 17 of the 

counter affidavit, there is no ground for passing any favourable 

order. 

The writ petition stands dismissed. 

 
 

 

Anay 

(Rakesh Kumar, J.) 
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