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IN THE 1I1IGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
C.W.J.C.No,13744 of 2003
iranjan Kumar Dubey & ors. Vrs,The State of Bihar & others

*HK
For the Petitioners : Mr.Bishnu Kant Dubey,Advocate
For the Stata ¢ Mr.R.B.N.Singh,J.C. to S.C,IIT

A For: Bubiesud: ¢ Mr.Davendra Kr.Sinha,Sv. Advocate
_\§§$ Mr,Anil Kr,Singh,Advocate
/:;///ﬂ For State of Jharkand:Mr.Shyam Kishore Sharma,Advocate
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Heard learned counsel for the
petitioners, J.C.to Standing Counsel No.TII for
the respondents, learned counsel for the Bihar
Public Service Commissign’ and also  liwarned

& counsel for the State of Jharkhand.

The petitioners have . prayed for
issuance of a direction upon the respondents to

appoint them on the post of Sub-Inspector ot

.....

Police or Lo an equivalent post pursuant to

advertisement no;iigi;ﬂ, |
It is submitted by learned counsel for

the petitioners that pursuant to advertisement

no.4/85, they had appeared in the examination

conducted by the Bihar State Subordinate Service

Selection Board which has subsequently been

»

taken over by  the Bihar  Public Service

Commission and they had secured requisite marks.

It is further submittad that many similarly
situated persons were appouinted but. the
'petitioners were not appointed even though the

posts remained vacant.
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