
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.12978 of 2015

======================================================
1. Mahmood Alam son of Late Moinuddin, resident of village and Post Office-

Dehti, P.S. Palasi, District- Araria

2. Sangeeta  Devi  D/o  Dukhai  Prasad  Sah,  Resident  of  village-  Mehinagar,
P.O.- Jalalgarh, P.S.- Jalalgarh, District- Purnia

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. Bihar Staff Selection Commission, Patna through its  Secretary,

2. Secretary,  Bihar  Staff  Selection  Commission,  Patna  P.O.-  Veterinary
College, Patna- 14 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Mritunjay Prasad Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Kamala Kant Upadhyay, 
======================================================
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:-

“(i)  For  issuance  of  writ  of  Mandamus

commanding the Respondent authority to allow the

petitioners to take part for Medical Fitness test for

appointment on the post of KAKSHPAL Prison of

Advertisement  No.  10  of  2013  similar  to  others

who  have  been  successfully  passed  in  Written

Examination  and  were  earlier  recommended  for

Medical Test, but same was stayed but now fresh

recommendation list of Medical test they have not

been called for Medical fitness test which is going

on from 10.8.2015 to 13.8.2015.

(ii) For  issuance  of  writ  of  Mandamus

commanding  the  respondent  authority  not  to
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discriminate among the successful  candidates for

medical test.

(iii)  For  issuance  of  direction  to  make  proper

enquiry  of  fresh  result  on  which  respondent

authority  going  to  conduct  medical  test  from

10.8.2015  to  13.8.2015  for  appointment  of

Kakshpal  of  jail  in  the  light  of  Advertisement

No.10/2013 but names have been recommended to

those  persons  also  who  have  not  qualified  in

written test.”

2. At the outset,  it is fairly submitted by the learned

counsel  for  the  petitioners  that  with  the  efflux  of  time,  the

present writ petition has been rendered infructuous.

3. Accordingly,  the  present  writ  petition  stands

dismissed as having been rendered infructuous.
    

kanchan/-

(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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