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3. The Chairman, Bihar Staff Selection Commission Veterinary College, Patna -
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For the Petitioner/s :  Mr Arun Kumar, Advocate
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for the Commission        :             Mr S S Sundaram, Advocate
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CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 01-11-2018
 

 Heard  learned counsel  for  the  petitioner,  respondent-

State as well as the Bihar Staff Selection Commission (for brevity,

the Commission).

2  Petitioner  has  approached  this  Court  alleging

discrimination.  It is his case that though he was having 149 marks,

he was not called for interview.  Other candidates securing 149

marks have been called for interview.

3  Counter affidavit has been filed by the Commission.

Specific stand of the Commission in the counter affidavit is that
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candidates two and half times of the number of vacancies, were to

be called for interview.  As per the said procedure, 22 posts were

marked for general category and, as such, 55 candidates were to be

called for interview.  The petitioner was at Serial No 56 in the list

of 55 candidates prepared on the basis of marks and date of birth

of the successful candidates.

4  Since the said assertions made by the Commission has

not been denied or disputed by the petitioner, no order needs to be

passed in the instant writ  petition.  Even otherwise, the system,

adopted by the  Commission,  appears  to  this  Court  to  be  a  fair

procedure.  No discrimination can be alleged.

5  In  view  of  the  said  procedure  adopted  by  the

Commission, the writ petition is devoid of merit and the same is

dismissed.

M.E.H./-

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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