
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4702 of 2023

======================================================
Anand Kumar, Son of Bhola Singh, Resident of Village-Jamouan Ke Tola,
Police Station-Jamouan, District-Bhojpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Director  General (Home Guards and Fire
Services), Government of Bihar, Bihar at Patna.

2. Director General (Home Guards and Fire Services), Government of Bihar,
Bihar at Patna.

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Sahabad Range, District-Bhojpur
(Ara).

4. District  Magistrate-cum-Chairman,  District  Selection  Committee,  Bhojpur
(Ara), District-Bhojpur (Ara).

5. Chairman-cum-Director,  D.R.D.A.,  Bhojpur,  Bhojpur  (Ara),  District-
Bhojpur (Ara).

6. Superintendent of Police, Bhojpur (Ara), District-Bhojpur (Ara).

7. Commandant-cum-Member Secretary, Homeguard Nomination Committee,
District-Bhojpur (Ara).

8. Nand Jee Singh, son of Dinanath Singh, Resident of Village-Garha, Police
Station-Sonepura, District-Bhojpur (Arrah).

9. Manjay Kumar, son of Dinanath Singh, Resident of Village-Garha, Police
Station-Sonepura, District-Bhojpur (Arrah).

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner :  Ms. Alka Singh, Advocate 
For the State :  Md. Harun Quareshi, AC to SC-1
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

3 25-09-2023 1. Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and

learned counsel for the State. 

2. The petitioner has assailed the candidature of the

private  Respondent  Nos.  8  &  9,  who  have  been  selected

pursuant  to  the  process  of  selection  conducted  under

Advertisement No. 2 of 2011, by alleging that the said persons
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have resorted to impersonation in the process of selection. 

3. The writ application raising disputed issues of facts

regarding identity of the two private respondents is found to be

thoroughly misconceived. This Court is not inclined to exercise

extraordinary  discretionary  writ  jurisdiction  in  favour  of  the

petitioner to examine such disputed issues of facts.

4. Writ  application  is  dismissed  with  liberty  to  the

petitioner to avail other remedies in accordance with law. 
    

shashank/-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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