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ASHWANI KUMAR MISHRA  , J. (ORAL)  

The short question that arises for our consideration in the facts

of  the  case  is  as  to  whether  the  notification  dated  11.06.2019,  whereby

recruitment was initiated against the posts in question by making provisions

for the award of marks under the socio-economic criteria, is required to be

interfered with in a petition filed in the year 2025, only because this Court

has disapproved the award of marks under the socio-economic criteria. 

2. It is not in dispute that the recruitment in question was initiated

pursuant to an advertisement issued on 05.07.2019. The recruitment process

concluded in the year 2021. No challenge was made by the petitioner at any

stage, either to the advertisement or to the selection of the persons who had

secured appointment pursuant thereto. It is only after the expiry of sufficient

period that the writ petition has been filed, without impleading any of the

selected candidates,  seeking quashing of  the  advertisement  as  well  as 
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consequential action on the ground that the socio-economic criteria was not

a valid criteria for the award of any marks. 

3. Learned State counsel opposes the petition on the ground that

the same is grossly barred by laches. 

4. We find substance in the objection raised by the respondents,

inasmuch  as  there  is  no  justification  furnished  in  the  writ  petition  for

challenging the advertisement issued in the year 2019 by filing a writ in the

year 2025. It is undisputed that the recruitment has already concluded, and

persons have been appointed way back in the year 2021. Those selected

persons have not been impleaded in the petition. In such circumstances, and

after such long lapse of time, we are not persuaded to entertain the present

petition merely on the ground that a Coordinate Bench has held the award of

marks under the socio-economic criteria to be invalid. 

5. The  writ  petition  is  devoid  of  merit  and  is  accordingly

dismissed. 

6. All pending applications, if any, stand disposed of. 

 (ASHWANI KUMAR MISHRA)
JUDGE
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