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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICAT
C.W.J.C., No. 8663 of
parashuram Mishra Vs. State o

————

Heard learned c
petitioner; learned counsel T
Seryice Commisgion (herainaf
the Commission) and
respondent stata.
The tetitioner has

aside the publication of

E
URE AT PATNA

1999
Bihar and ors.
ounse for the

br the Bihar Public

ter refferred to as

J.Cc. tb s.c. 9 for the

Commission pursuant to Adverhisement No.

1997,

It is submitted by 1

prayed for setting
result by the
54 of

earned counsel that

the petitioner

appeared in the

Commission gursuant to Adventisement no.

vis a vis rejpondent no. 4 had

examination

held by the

54 of

1997 for the post of Assistant Professor in the

Department

of Electrical Endgineering in Science

§

and Technology Department,

Patna and bctir of them ha

marks but

some how or the o

4 was delcared successful i
the petitioner. It is qu
learned counsel
not properly considered

qualification. of the petiti

']

overnment of Bihar,

' secured the same

her respondent no.

noring the claim of

ther submitted by

that respondent authorities had

the educational

er and had it been

done so, he could have secuqbd five extra marks

or his technology degres.
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' In “the counter affidavit filed on
1 .
/ | -+ behalf of the Commisgion, it is stated that
( % respondent no. 4 :had| secured higher marks than

the petitioner and an that-bas1s raspondent no.
. 4 was declared - a sugcessful candidate for the
‘ post of Assistant Prdfessor. 1In paragraph 6 of
| the supplementary cownter affidavit, it is
. categorically stated |that respondent no. 4 had
i : secured 131.11 marks | whereas petitioner had
secured 131.10 marks.| Learned counsel for the
Commission submits [that respondent no. 4
secured higher marks tlhan the petitioner and the

Commission has evaluated both academic as ;wa11

as their performance [|in the examination and

rated the respondent [no: 4 a better candidate

| = y than tha petitioner.

i | From the p1kad1ngs of the parties,
S i thus, it appears that respondent no. 4 had

-y secured higher marks' | and accordingly he was

‘ : selected for: the post [of Assistant Professor.

For: the’ ?raasons aforementionad,
; Al e -therefore,-@?ﬁo not ‘finhd any reason to interfere
-in the matter. ' =~ |

s el ' |

] = G ’ Thﬂs “wWrit ﬂpp1ication is accordingly

A % .- dismissed., ' ' [
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