
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8300 of 2019

======================================================
Laxmikant Son of Baleshwar Pandey Resident of Kanuan, P.S.- Bhanwarkol,
District- Gazipur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Patna High Court through Registrar General Patna

2. The District Judge, Supaul.

3. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of General
Administration.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Saket Tiwary
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Md. Nadim Seraj (Gp5)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

3 26-06-2023 The  petitioner  participated  in  the  process  of  selection

undertaken for  Civil  Courts  of  Bihar  in  the  year  2016 under

Advertisement  No.  01  of  2016.  He  raises  a  grievance  that

certain vacancies were existing in the District of Supaul, which

were  never  forwarded  or  considered  in  the  process  of

recruitment  under  Advertisement  No.  01  of  2016.  Had  the

Authorities  been diligent  enough,  these  vacancies  would  also

have been forwarded, advertised and considered for being filled

up. 

Considering  the  submission  of  the  petitioner’s  counsel,

the admitted position that emerges is that the vacancies against

which the petitioner is  claiming relief  were not  advertised or

considered in the process of selection altogether. The petitioner
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has  participated  in  the  selection  process  for  the  number  of

vacancies  specified,  without  any  objection  whatsoever.  Now

therefore he cannot be permitted to turn around and raise such a

grievance.

There being no enforceable right, the writ application is

dismissed.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that liberty be

allowed  to  the  petitioner  to  participate  in  any  subsequent

process of recruitment. The Court would only observe that if the

petitioner is otherwise eligible, this order would not come in the

way of  petitioner’s consideration.
    

Raj kishore/-

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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