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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 
W.P(S) No. 3425 of 2013 
  ---- 

Narendra Kumar Tiwari, Son of Atma Nand Tiwari, Resident 
of Gayatri Nagar, Piparakala, P.O. + P.S. + District: 
Garhwa.       .....Petitioner  
 
      Versus 
1. Jharkhand Public Service Commission, through its 

Chairman, Circular Road, Lalpur, P.O. & P.S.: Lalpur, 
Ranchi, District: Ranchi. 

2. The Secretary, Jharkhand Public Service Commission, 
Circular Road, Lalpur, P.O. P.S.: Lalpur, Ranchi, 
District: Ranchi. 

3. The Examination Controller, Jharkhand Public Service 
Commission, Circular Road, Lalpur, P.O. & P.S.: 
Lalpur, Ranchi, District: Ranchi. 

4.  State of Jharkhand Through The Secretary Department 
of Personal Administrative Reforms and Rajbhasha 

        .........Respondents 
     --- 
CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK ROSHAN 
     -- 
For the Petitioner       : None  
For the Resp.-State  : Mr. Rajesh Kr. Singh, A.C to 

S.C(L&C)-II 
For the Resp.-JPSC : M/s. Sanjoy Piprawall, Prince 

Kumar, Rakesh Ranjan, Jay Prakash, 
Advocates  

   -- 
09/17.04.2025   None appears for the petitioner.  

 2.   Learned counsel for the Respondent-JPSC 

submits that the petitioner is now no more interested and 

that is the reason is not appearing in view of the fact that 

this case relates to 2nd, 3rd & 4th Limited Dy. Collector 

Recruitment Examination, 2013, which was pursuant to 

Advertisement No. 09/2010 and for which the result was 

declared on 18.04.2013.  He further submits that the entire 

process is now over and the petitioner also did not make 

any persons who have been appointed, as party 

respondents, who are having direct interest; as such, he 

prays for dismissal of the writ application.   

 3.  Looking to the prayer made in the instant writ 

application which relates to 2nd, 3rd & 4th Limited Dy. 
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Collector Recruitment Examination, 2013, which was held 

pursuant to the Advertisement No. 09/2010 and the result 

was declared even prior to filing of the writ petition and the 

entire process is over, coupled with the fact that the 

petitioner is not interested in pursuing the instant writ 

application. Accordingly, the same is dismissed for non-

prosecution.    

   
 (Deepak Roshan, J.) 

        
                      jk 


