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Patna High Court CWJC No0.6202 of 2017 (2) dt.25-07-2017

25-07-2017

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.6202 of 2017

Amrita Kumari, D/o Dinesh Singh, resident of village - Karmahi, P.S. -
Daud Nagar, District - Aurangabad.
Petitioner/s
Versus

1.  The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, Excise Department,

Patna.

1A. The State of Bihar through Chairman, Kendriya ChayanParishad,

Bihar, Patna.

2. Chairman, Kendriya Chayan Parishd, Bihar Patna Sri Sai Tara

Complex, I.A.S. Colony, Jawahar Lal Nehru Marg, Patna - 801503.

3. The Director General, Kendraiya Chayan Parishad.
4. Dy. S.P., Kendriya Chayan Parishad, Patna.

........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Surendra Kishore Thakur, Adv.
Mr. Alok Kumar Jha, Adv.
For the Respondent/s : Mr. Lalit Kishore, PAAG-I

Mr. Anshuman Singh, Adv.

For the Respondent-CSB :  Mr. SanjayPandey, Adv.
Mr. Binod Kumar Mishra, Adv.
Mr. Vivek Anand Amritesh, Adv.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN
ORAL ORDER

Heard Mr. Surendra Kishore Thakur, learned counsel
appearing for the petitioner, Mr. Binod Kumar Mishra, learned
counsel appearing for the Central Selection Board and Mr.
Anshuman Singh for the State.

Mr. Thakur, learned counsel appearing for the
petitioner while referring to the prayer made in the writ petition
seeking a direction to the respondents for appointment of the
petitioner as Excise Constable, does admit that the petitioner

failed to qualify in the educational qualification which in terms
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of the advertisement required that an applicant should be
Intermediate as on 1.1.2015 and although this petitioner had
obtained the said qualification prior to the said date having
passed intermediate examination in 2014 vide Anenxure-1 but
she in the process of upgrading her marks appeared in the next
intermediate examination afresh which result was published only
on 20.5.2015 which is beyond the cut-off date.

In view of the position accepted by Mr. Thakur,
learned counsel appearing for the petitioner himself no cause for
indulgence is made out and the writ petition is disposed of

accordingly.

(Jyoti Saran, J)



