
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4477 of 2016

======================================================
Sneha Raj D/o Shashi Bhushan Prasad, Resident of House No. 1090/2, Mina
Sadan, Rajapur, Mainpura, P.S.- Patliputra, District- Patna

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. Bihar  State  Power  Holding  Company  Limited   Registered  office  Vidyut
Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna through its Managing Director

2. The  Managing  Director,  Bihar  State  Power  Holding  Company  Limited,
Registered Officer- Vidyut Bhawa Baily Road, Patna

3. The  Officer  on  Special  Duty  HR and  Adm.  Bihar  State  Power  Holding
Company Limited, Registered Office Vidyut Bhawa Baily Road, Patna

...  ...  Respondents
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sita Ram Singh
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Ranjeet Sinha, Assistant Standing Counsel
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

2 16-05-2019   The writ petitioner has approached this Court since

he had participated in the process of selection for appointment

of IT Manager in the respondent company and upon the process

being completed and at the stage of verification of documents,

discovering large scale irregularities the authorities abandoned

the process of selection and have gone for selection afresh under

Employment Notice No. 2 of 2015.

 Other  participants  in  the  process  of  selection,

similarly situated as the petitioner, had earlier approached this

Court by filing CWJC No. 3836 of 2016. The petitioners therein

had also challenged Employment Notice No. 2 of  2015 which is

impugned  in  the  instant  writ  petition.  This  Court  after



Patna High Court CWJC No.4477 of 2016(2) dt.16-05-2019
2/2 

examining the entire issue had come to accept the explanation

offered by the respondent company for abandoning the earlier

process of selection and for undertaking fresh exercise.

This Court vide order dated 26.5.2016 has dismissed

the  writ  petition  filed  by  other  similarly  situated,  as  the

petitioner.  This  writ  petition  claiming  the  same relief  as  had

been claimed by the petitioners  of  CWJC No.  3836 of  2016

must also meet the sake fate.

The writ petition is devoid of merit and the same is

dismissed.
    

SNkumar/-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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