
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
 

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.33 of 2008 

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

Arvind Prasad Sinha, Sri Daroga Prasad, Resident of Village- Purankama, P.O. & 

P.S.- Sheikhpura, District- Sheikhpura. 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar  

2. Department of Health through its Commissioner-com-Secretary, New 

Secretariat, Patna – 800001. 

3. Director in Chief, Department of Health, New Secretariat, Patna-800001.  

4. Bihar Staff Selection Commission, through Chairman, Bihar Staff Selection 

Commission, P.O- Vetnary College, Patna. 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :     Mr. B.K. Bariar, Adv. 

For the State                    :     Mr. Nishant Kumar, A.C. to S.C.-28 
  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 09-11-2017 

 

   No one appears for the petitioner.  

  Learned counsel for the State is present.  

  In the present case, the petitioner has raised limited 

prayer for staying the Advertisement No.0606 dated 07.04.2006, 

which was published in the daily newspaper, namely, ‘Dainik 

Jagaran’ for the appointment of Pharmacists of total post 1116. 

  In the writ application, it has been submitted that earlier 

there was advertisement on 26.08.1991 and 19.07.1991 for the 

appointment of Pharmacists and the posts were sent for selection to 

the Bihar Public Service Commission.  

  Learned counsel for the State has produced the order 
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dated 16.09.2010 passed in Letters Patent Appeal No.399 of 2010, 

wherein this Court has taken into consideration the appointment of 

Pharmacists and dealt with the meaning of screening, in what 

manner the Pharmacists will be appointed and finally arrived to the 

conclusion that the screening is not the competitive examination, but 

only to test the efficiency of the person. It is in compliance of 2000 

advertisement.  

  In such view of the matter, the petitioner is no longer 

interested with the outcome of the case and that too prayer has been 

made for staying the advertisement, which cannot be entertained 

only because the earlier notification was issued. Hence, this writ 

application is dismissed.  

 

 

 

 

pawan/- 

                        (Shivaji Pandey, J) 
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