
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16475 of 2015

======================================================
Arunoday  Pandey  S/o  -  Dinesh  Kumar  Pandey  resident  of  Vill  P.O.  -
Saidpura, P.S. - Goriakothi, Distt - Siwan.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar through Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar, Patna.  

2. The Bihar Public Service Commission, through its Chairman, Bailey Road,
Patna. 

3. The Chairman, Bihar Public Service Commission, Bailey Road, Patna. 

4. The Secretary, Bihar Public Service Commission, Bailey Road, Patna. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Bhuneshwar Pandey, Advocate
For the State :  Mr. Sarvesh Kumar Singh, AAG-13

 Ms. Sunita Kumari, AC to AAG-13
For BPSC :  Mr. Sanjay Panday, Advocate

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

ORAL ORDER

2 15-09-2023  1. The present writ petition has been filed

seeking the following reliefs:-

“a)  For  issuance  of  appropriate

writ(s) in the name of respondents to

add the six marks which has illegally

been deducted from Economics Paper

II  in  the  total  marks  obtained  by

petitioner and declare him successful

in the BPSC 53 to 55th examination

wherein he has been left out from the

list  of  successful  candidates

unfortunately by only one mark.

(b)  Further  prays  issuance  of  a
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direction in the name of Respondents

to  reexamine  and  revaluate  the

answer book of the petitioner where

irregularities are found to be existing

in  the  evaluation  as  some  page  of

answer  book  of  GS  Paper  I  has

remained unevaluated and marks has

not  been  awarded  that  proves

arbitrariness  and  illegality  in  the

process of evaluation of answer book.

(c)  Further  prays  for  holding  and

declaring  that  the  process  of

evaluation  is  illegal  because  the

marks obtained by the petitioner has

deliberately  been  downgraded  in

order to displace him from the order

of merit and by this illegal process 6

marks  has  been  reduced  from  the

marks of petitioner that deprived him

from obtaining position in the list of

successful  candidate  by  only  one

marks and further prays for any other

relief(s)  for  which  the  petitioner  is

found entitled to.”

2. Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  has

submitted that with the efflux of time, the present

writ  petition  has  been  rendered  infructuous,
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inasmuch  as  the  petitioner  is  now  employed  as

Deputy Superintendent of Police, Vigilance, hence

the petition be disposed off.

3. Accordingly,  the  present  writ  petition

stands disposed off as not pressed.  
    

kanchan/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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