
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.12441 of 2015

======================================================
Syed Jawaid Hasan son of Late Syed Nek Mohammad Resident of Raiyan
Cottage,  Quasim  Colony,  Shah  Ganj,  PO  -  Mahendru,  P.S.  -  Sultanganj,
District - Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Bihar Legislative Council through its Chairman.

2. The Chairman, Bihar Legislative Council, Patna. 

3. The Secretary, Bihar Legislative Council, Patna. 

4. The Chief Reporter, Bihar Legislative Council, Patna. 

5. The Bihar Public Service Commission, Patna through its Chairman. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Akashdeep, Advocate
For the Bidhan Parishad :  Mr.Kaushal Kumar Jha, Sr. Advocate
For BPSC :  Mr.Sanjay Pandey, Advocate

 Mr.Nishant Kr. Jha, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 31-08-2023  1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the

following relief(s):-

“1.  That  this  is  an  application  praying  for

issuance  of  an  appropriate  Writ/  Order  or

Direction, in the nature of a Writ of Certiorari

or  any  other  appropriate  Writ/  Order  or

Direction,  for  quashing  the  Advertisement

No,01/  2015  as  issued  in  the  English  Daily

Hindustan  Times"  on  25.6.2015  and  in  the

Hindi Daily "Hindustan" on 26.6.2015 in so far

as it purports to fill  all  14 posts of Reporter,

including  the  post  held  by  Petitioner,  as  the

Petitioner,  pursuant  to  his  appointment  has
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neither  been  removed  nor  any  order  of

termination has been issued or communicated

till  date;  The  Petitioner  further  prays  for  a

consequential Writ/ Order or Direction, in the

nature  of  a  Writ  of  Mandamus  or  any  other

appropriate  Writ/  Order  or  Direction,

commanding  the  Respondents  to  confirm  the

Petitioner in service from the date of his initial

appointment  i.e  23.8.2005,  with  all

consequential  benefits  such  as  continuity,

arrears of pay and allowances etc, as has been

done in cases of similarly situated persons, in

accordance with Law.”

2. At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner

seeks  not  to  press  the  present  writ  petition,  however,  seeks

liberty on behalf of the petitioner to approach the respondent-

authorities  for  redressal  of  his  subsisting  grievances,  if  any.

Liberty so sought is granted.

3. The writ petition stands dismissed as not pressed.
    

Saurav/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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