
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.17652 of 2019

======================================================
Sanoj Kumar S/o Ramesh Yadav R/o- Gali No. 4, Pir Muhani, Kadam Kuan,
PS- Gandhi Maidan, District- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Home,
Bihar, Patna.

2. The Principal Secretary, Department of Home, Bihar, Patna.

3. The  Chairman,  Central  Selection  Commission,  (Constable  Recruitment),
Bihar, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Vikramaditya, Advocate 
For C.S.B.C.       :  Mr. Sanjay Pandey, Advocate
                                                      Mr. Binod Kr. Mishra, Advocate
                                                      Mr. Vivek Anand Amritesh, Advocate
For the State                    :             Mr. Sanjay Kumar Ghoswami, AC to AAG-3
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH

ORAL ORDER

2 22-10-2019 Heard learned counsel for the parties. 

2.  This  writ  application  has  been  filed  seeking  a

direction to the respondents to declare the result of the petitioner

as he had applied for the post of Driver and had participated in

the process of selection. He is also seeking a direction to publish

the merit-list of all the candidates who had participated in the

process of selection.

3.  A counter  affidavit  has  been  filed  on  behalf  of

Central  Selection  Board  of  Constable  stating  therein  that  the

petitioner belongs to BC-M-NHG and he had secured only 11

marks  whereas  cut-off-marks  is  31  in  his  category.  It  has
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accordingly been stated that as the petitioner did not secure the

minimum cut-off-marks fixed after the process of selection was

undertaken, he has not been declared successful. The result of

the recruitment in question is said to have been published. 

4.  In  view  of  the  averments  made  in  the  counter

affidavit,  the  writ  application  has  become  infructuous  and  is

accordingly disposed of.

5. It is, however, directed that let the Board consider

uploading the entire  result  of  the selection  in question on its

website, if not already uploaded.
    

Rajesh/-
(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J)
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