
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10198 of 2024

======================================================
Rupesh Kumar Raushan S/o- Ajay Kumar Sinha R/o- Kanhaiyachak,  P.S.-
Parbatta, District- Khagaria.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Law Secretary Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The District Magistrate, Khagaria.

3. The  Convenor,  Centralized  Selection  And Appointment  Committee-Cum-
District and Sessions Judge, Patna.

4. The Examination Controller, Centralized Selection Committee, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Rajive Ranjan Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Satyabir Bharti, Advocate

 Mr. Abhishek Anand, Advocate
 Ms. Kanupriya, Advocate

======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIBEK CHAUDHURI

ORAL ORDER

2 08-07-2024 It is the case of the petitioner that the petitioner being

the  grand  son  of  freedom  fighter  is  entitled  to  horizontal

reservation of 2% in the examination of Reader-cum-Deposition

Writer,  preliminary  and  written  test  of  which  were  held  on

17.12.2023 and 17.03.2024 respectively.

2. It is contended on behalf of the petitioner that after

publication of the result, it was found that the petitioner was not

selected in the reserved category of grand son/grand daughter of

freedom fighter.  Practically,  no candidate  was  selected  in  the

said  reserved  category.  The  petitioner  made  a  representation

before  the Controller  of  Examinations,  Civil  Court,  Patna  on
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04.05.2024 but his representation was not considered.

3. The learned Advocate on behalf of the respondent

Nos. 3 & 4 submits that he received oral instruction to the effect

that the petitioner did not even secure the minimum qualifying

marks fixed for the reserved category candidates. Therefore, he

was not selected in the said examination.

4. If that be so the petitioner deserves a written reply

on  his  letter  dated  04.05.2023.  Therefore,  the  instant  writ

petition  is  disposed  of  directing  the  respondent  No.4  to

communicate the petitioner’s result and the minimum qualifying

marks so that the petitioner may come to know as to whether he

secured or failed to secure the minimum qualifying marks for

the appointment to the above mentioned post. Such reply shall

be issued in the name of the petitioner within two weeks from

the date of communication of this order.

5. The instant writ petition is thus, disposed of.    
    

mdrashid/-
(Bibek Chaudhuri, J)
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