
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.14308 of 2024

======================================================
Ayushi D/o Raj Kishore Sharma Resident of - Ajamatpur Ward No 09, Post-
Bidupur RS, P.S.-Rajapakar District- Vaishail

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Additional Chief Secretary, Health Department,
Govt. of Bihar New Secretariat, Patna.

2. The Additional Chief Secretary, Health Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. The principal Secretary, General Administration Department, Govt. of Bihar,
Patna.

4. The State Drugs Controller, Govt. of BIhar, Patna.

5. The Chairman, Bihar Public Service Commission, Patna.

6. The Examination Controller, Bihar Public Service Commission, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Shashi Bhushan Singh, Adv.
For the State :  Mr. Amish Kumar (Ac to AG)
For the BPSC :  Mr. Sanjay Pandey, Adv.

 Mr. Nishant Kumar Jha, Adv.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE DR. ANSHUMAN

ORAL ORDER

2 20-09-2024 Heard  Learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioner,  Learned

Counsel  for  the  State  and  Learned  Counsel  for  Bihar  Public

Service Commission.

2.  The  present  writ  petition  has  been  filed  for

quashing the result of Drug Inspector published on 27.06.2024

in pursuant to the Advertisement No.09/22.

3. Learned Counsel for the petitioner submits that the

petitioner has challenged the present writ petition on the ground

that  she  has  qualified  the  written  test  and  in  the  interview,

exorbitant less marks have been provided to her due to which
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final  selection  of  the  petitioner  could  not  be  made.  Counsel

submits that petitioner is self confident as she could not get less

marks  and therefore,  counsel  submits  that  the marks  may be

called for and it may be scrutinized at the level of Court, so that

justice be made to the petitioner. Counsel further submits that

academic  record  of  the  petitioner  is  excellent  and  she  has

qualified the written test and got good marks in the same.

4. Learned Counsel for the State and Learned Counsel

for  Bihar  Public  Service  Commission  jointly  submits  that

providing less marks by the Interview Board may not be a legal

question which is to be tested by the Court as it is the discretion

of the Interview Board to provide marks to the candidates on the

basis of their performance before the Board.

5.  In  this  background,  this  Court  is  not  inclined to

interfere and hence, the present writ petition stands dismissed.
    

Divyansh/- 
                                             (Dr. Anshuman, J)
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