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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.15605 of 2014

Sushil Kumar Singh and Anr Son of Sri Sukhari Singh Resident of Village -
Jigina, P.S. - Dinara, District - Rohtas.

Tejnarayan Singh Son of Sri Jagdish Singh Resident of Village - Shakuan,
P.O. - Jigina, P.S. - Dinara, District - Rohtas.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State Of Bihar and Ors
The Director General of Police, Bihar, Patna.
The Superintendent of Police, Rohtas.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : None
For the Respondent/s Mr. Sc-31 Pandey Sanjay Sahay

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANJEEV PRAKASH
SHARMA
ORAL ORDER

No one appears for the petitioner.
1. The petitioner by way of this writ petition has
prayed:

“l. That this is an application for issuance of
an  appropriate  Writ/writs, order  or  orders,
direction/directions for commanding the respondents to
appoint the petitioner in Bihar Police Service.”

2. No grounds have been mentioned in the writ
petition for coming up before this Court and simply the
petitioner states that a similar case has been decided. The

petitioner states in this writ petition that he has participated in

the selection process conducted in the year 2004 and secured 13
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marks in the physical examination and submits that persons
having lower marks have been appointed. However, the reply
has been filed and it is informed that he was not appointed
because of limitation of number of vacancies. The last selected
candidate was having higher merit than the petitioner. The entire
selection record has been placed before the Court. This Court
finds that the selection process has been conducted by providing
reservation to different categories and posts were accordingly
reserved. The petitioner has scored only 13 marks in General
category. Writ petition has been filed in 2014 relating to posts
advertised in 2004 without assigning any reasons for delay.

3. Keeping in view thereto, no case for interference is
made out.

4. The writ petition is dismissed.

(Sanjeev Prakash Sharma, J)



