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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE A7 PATNA
LePLAL Mo, 782 af 2003 .
Rajan Kumar ot Appallant
/

{0 =

Vs
The Bihar Puplin E3rvice :
Eﬂ Commission & Ors., T «vo Rezpondents

For the appellant: Mr. Sanjay Kiumar Verma
For the responcants: Mr, Naresurn Dikshit

4.8.2003 The delay in filing the appaa 15

condoned.

This petition has been f??ad'impugning
the order of 30 Junie, 2003 on G.W.d.C, NO.
12716 of 2002:  Rajan Kumar . Ve.  The Bihar

Public Saervice Commission and .ore.

=]
o
o
iy
)
ik

“iEioners would tike to ' have 'g
di~getion that  the  examinatien vhich was
S nedyled on 17 Moveamber, 2002 by the Bihar
Fublic Service Lommission « for Lhe post of

‘ccounts Officer N the Bihar Accounts sarvice

snould hbe restrained. . This is not possible

today. The examination has bean heaeld, The

Court cannot PUL tne clock back.

Furtner, the petitioner Quarrels © that

the qualifications 88  were mentiona:d in  tha

advertisemant by which he had also apnhlied, he

is also qualified to take the exami:

agvertisement menticned that the candidates must




possassg a graduate degree 1n commerce, . &

AN e - B rran ] ORI
graduate degree in ‘mathametics or a ¢ aduate ~i ™

degrae it economicé - and statistics ffromJ a
recounised institution ihdlan énd foreign
Universities. Funther, %q@’%ano,dtes having the
A R0 ‘e‘a- ;
- degree of  commerce with <Ghartu"ed or-* cost
R i :

Accountancy will -be given a preferance.

%

The contént{on of the  bé£ﬁt1ongpf”i$_

that he is a graduate and was.qua?ified,to=aDPly
for the exam1nat1on.'f~A closer ' look 'at?jthe.-
NS SIS SRl L ST
petitioner’s degree showa that he is a graduate |
B e o ]

'wsth Phiysics Honours wwth quba1d1ary subjects as.

|
]
_Chemistry and Mathameticgc This : is 7 not J

answaring the advertissment. On this the CoUrt

s ol afso satisfied. Ths Court does not find

. o

any errcr in the order on the writ petiton.
This Letters Patent Appeal is

misconceived, (S0

Digmissed,

A0
Q%@f’f

( Ravi 8. Dhavan, C.J.)
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{ Shashank Kumar Singh, J.)
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