
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10078 of 2015

======================================================
1. Ranjan  Kumari  Daughter  of  Anil  Kumar  Mehta  Resident  of  village  -

Mohanpur Behta, P.S. - Sonbarsa Raj, District - Saharsa.

2. Ashesar Kumar Son of Baleshwar Singh Resident of village - Hansu Singh
Tola, P.S. - Bariyarpur, P.S. - Bariyarpur, District - Munger.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The D.G. of Police, Bihar, Patna. 

3. The Secretary Central Selection Board of Constable, Bihar, Patna. 

4. The Chairman Central Selection Board of Constable, Bihar, Patna. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Shruti Sinha
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Gp1- U.S.S.Singh
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 18-08-2023 The present  writ  petition has been filed seeking the

following relief:-

“1. That this is an application for issuance of an

appropriate  writ  order  or  direction  commanding

the Respondents to appoint the petitioners on the

post of constable in District Police Force/B.M.P.

as  the  petitioners  had  applied  against  Advt.

No.1/2014 issued for appointment on the post of

constables by respondents and were successful in

all the tests however even though they as per their

merit deserved to be appointed in their categories

in the final result which has been published on 23

June  2015  their  Roll  numbers  have  not  been

mentioned  in  successful  list  of  candidates  and
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neither  their  marks  nor  marks  of  successful

candidates have been shown nor the reason why

they have not been declared finally successful has

been  disclosed  which is  highly  illegal  arbitrary,

malafide discriminatory or for any other order or

orders which this Hon'ble Court may deem fit and

proper under the circumstances of this case.”

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

Central Selection Board of Constable, Bihar, Patna, submits that

as  far  as  the  petitioner  no.  1  is  concerned,  she  has  failed  to

secure the minimum qualifying marks in the final exam and as

far  as  the  petitioner  no.  2  is  concerned,  he  was  caught

committing fraud, hence, an FIR has been lodged against him

thus, they have not been selected, hence there is no merit in the

present writ petition.

3. In  view  of  the  aforesaid,  the  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioners submits that the present writ petition be disposed off.

4. Accordingly, the present writ petition stands disposed off.
    

Ajay/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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