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15-01-2019

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.3495 of 2015

Smt. Sangeeta Kumari W/o Sri Amrendra Kumar Resident of Village
Chiksoura, P.O. and P.S. Hilsa, District Nalanda.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The State Of Bihar and Ors

. Commissioner-cum-Secretary, Department of Home Police, Government of

Bihar, Patna.

The Principal Secretary, General Administrative Department, Government of
Bihar, Patna.

Central Selection Board Constable Recruitment, Bihar, Patna through its
Secretary.

Chairman, Central Selection Board Constable Recruitment, Bihar, Patna.

The Secretary, Central Selection Board Constable Recruitment, Bihar, Patna.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Krishna Kant Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s Mr. Subodh Kumar, A.C. to SCV-26
FOR C.S.B.C. : Mr. Sanjay Pandey,

Mr. Binod Kumar Mishra
Mr. Vivek Anand Amritesh

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

It is submitted by the learned counsel for the
petitioner that the petitioner would be entitled to benefits as per
the direction issued in CWJC No. 15487 of 2011.

He submits that the writ petition may be disposed of
in the light of order passed in the light of order dated
01.07.2015 passed in LPA No. 16 of 2015, copy of same is
being placed on record.

On going through the same, this Court would observe
that the Division Bench had not interfered with the order passed

in the writ proceedings and was of the opinion that there was no
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serious defect in the direction, issued by Single Judge in CWJC
No. 15487 of 2011.
In CWIJC No. 15487 of 2011 cognate Bench of this

Court has referred the matter to the Director General of Police
to re-work out the entire exercise on basis of final result of the
written examination. No order till date has been brought to the
noticeof this Court having any adverse consequence to the
petitioner pursuant to the order passed in CWJC No. 15487 of
2011, or that petitioner’s case has been rejected pursuant to the
exercise undertaken by the Director General.

There is no occasion for this Court to issue any
direction for appointment of the petitioner.

Writ petition is accordingly disposed of.

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)



