
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18221 of 2022

======================================================
Md. Shah Alam Son of Md. Abbas, Resident of Laruara, Suhitrdnagar, P.S.
Muffasil, District Begusarai.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The Director, Urdu Directorate, Cabinet Secretariat, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

3. The Bihar Staff Selection Commission, P.O. Veterinary College, Patna- 14

4. The  Chairman,  The  Bihar  Staff  Selection  Commission,  P.O.  Veterinary
College, Patna- 14.

5. The Secretary, Bihar Staff Selection Commission, P.O. Veterinary College,
Patna- 14.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Md. Najmul Hodda, Adv.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Jitendra Kr. Roy 1 (SC-13)

 Mr.Hitesh Sumrah, AC to SC-13
For the Commission :  Mr.S.S.Sundram, Adv.
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

2 23-04-2024 1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the

following relief(s):-

“1.i) For issuance of an appropriate writ, order or

direction  commanding the  respondents  authorities

to  publish  the  final  result  of  competitive  exam in

respect  of  entire  vacancy  of  Urdu  Translator

amounting to 202.

(ii)  For issuance of an appropriate writ,  order or

direction commanding the respondent authorities to

consider the case of the petitioner for appointment

in respect of remaining vacancy of about 59 seats of

Urdu  translator  for  which  the  written  test  and
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counseling  were  held  and  this  petitioner  has

successfully  passed  the  written  examination  and

appeared  in  the  counseling  but  he  has  not  been

given appointment and as yet  only 143 post  have

been  filled  up  by  the  respondent  authorities  and

about 59 posts are as yet vacant.”

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

seeks  not  to  press  the  present  writ  petition,  however,  seeks

liberty on behalf of the petitioner to approach the respondent-

authorities for redressal of his aforesaid grievances. Liberty so

sought is granted.

3. The writ petition stands dismissed as not pressed.
    

sonal/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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