
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.2100 of 2018

======================================================
Alok Deep,  Son of  Arbind Kumar Resident  of Village-  Bazara  Chak,  P.S.
Katari Sarai, District- Nalanda.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  Of  Bihar  through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Department  of
Agriculture, Government of Bihar, Patna

2. The Director, Department of Agriculture, Government of Bihar, Patna. 

3. The Secretary, Bihar Staff Selection Commission, Patna. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Pramod Kumar, Adv.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Sanjay Kumar, Adv.
For the BSSC :  Mr. S.S Sundaram, Adv.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

6 06-11-2023 Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner,  learned

counsel  for  the State  and learned counsel  for  the Bihar  Staff

Selection Commission.

2. Vide order dated 07.10.2023, counsel for the Bihar

Staff Selection Commission submits that the basis of the claim

of the petitioner as per his submission is the mark-sheet annexed

as  Annexure-1  to  the  writ  petition  before  the  Bihar  Staff

Selection  Commission  in  which  the  percentage  of  marks  has

been mentioned as 78.50%, but counsel submitted on that date,

that the application form and the marks which he has annexed in

the  writ  petition  are  different  and  he  offered  to  produce  the

original  documents  before  the  Court.  In  the  light  of  his
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submission made on 07.10.2023, he has produced the original

documents  before  this  Court  by  which  it  transpires  that  the

submissions made by the counsel for the Bihar Staff Selection

Commission is correct.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner has also seen the

original  record  of  the  Bihar  Staff  Selection  Commission  and

submits  that  opportunity  has  been  granted  to  him  to  file

objection  which  he  has  filed  online  which  has  not  been

considered.

4. In this regard, the stand taken by the Bihar Staff

Selection Commission that the original application filed by the

petitioner itself was defective and it is due to this reason, the

case of the petitioner has not been considered.

5.  This  Court  finds  that  there  is  substance  in  the

argument of the Bihar Staff Selection Commission, and hence,

in this view of the matter, this writ petition is hereby dismissed.
    

Divyansh/-
                                                    (Dr. Anshuman, J.)
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