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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDIGATURE AT PATNA

: S B, No‘éosﬁ-wf 1999 » " - T

 Nand Lal Kumar "Vs. “State of Bikar & Ore '
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The " ‘petitioner and many Gthers filed

applications pursuant' to  the Zadvertjsement_

1saved by the BiharPublic Sarvic

g Commission tin
for appowr.rmnb o ditferent posts

mgnbionad inthe advertisznsnt, Thw petiiioner

appearad in. the test Xﬁm?ndtln and  was

dedlarearnd successful., ‘ﬁﬁ. 5ﬁ?éct iist
Dreparasd and the saﬁe Wﬁﬁlﬁiﬁﬁ Lo i government
for auuoinltment, anpesure 4. The patitioner’'s
e was Pacommendad For auoointimens o thé Gt

of Extension Officer, in the Rural Develop
Cetartmant, However, the respondents/authority

concerned appointed him te the post of ExCansion
OF

~h
5

jaar in the Digtring Rural

Development

Agenicy. Aecording Lo - tha patiiioner the

*:3‘

fgtrict Rural Developmant Agency is not

ST A
goverimanl  office, T & Aah agency and its
emptoves 18 not a

58 sarvant. He g4

S
(E8)

Laak 8ifnca the szdvartizanant was  mada for

aposintment  in the governmant officz, he cannct

De Torged Yo Join ¥ ctks tha District PRural
]

Devglagmant A

gency Twhidh ie hot g  dovernment
iz A e g
LR
& cnunter affidavit has besn filed  on

el T of  respondent ho. 2 in which it has bean

admitted that recommandation has been made by
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it has baeh stated that after recommendation of
Lna name of the_petitioner Tor appointment, the
Rura1eDeVG1épmen£  erartment had, directed to
appoint him- on the post of Extension Officer in

the Diqtr1ct Rura1 Deve1opmenh Agency Garnwa, s0

RuraT Deve1opment Department & action_in . this

ragard is aquite appropriate. In the safne
paragiaph 1t has also been stated that & the
District Rursd Developmaent Agency is ar

automcmus  body under the Sccieties Re

ID

PStration

Act, 1860 and the post of Extensgion Officer

in
the Districl Rural Development Agency 1& not a
government post. In the counter affidavit iJt

faas further been stated that 1f the patitioner

was not eager for appointmemt Lo the post of

Extension Officer he bhou1d fiave writtaen to the

Bikar Public Serv1ce Comm1 ssion for
{

the recommendation. The petitioner had alregdy
been reguested by the Department to do so vide

letter no.10785 dated 8. 11,1986,

vpon  hearing learned counsel for the
parties and considering the materials b record
uhie much s obvious that the pebitioner applied

for appaintment pursuant te the

adver Lisement,

arnnexdra 2., Item 18 of thne advertisement

mentions the post of Extension Officer.

Obviously, the advertisement Was issued pursuant

reca111ng[
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to the reguest mads by Ens  government. The

petitioner %ppeared ‘fn tne test and he - was

salpcted for appoiﬂtment and accordingly 1list
for appointment wasg sent by the Bihar Public

Service Commission to. the government., Tha

petitioner’s name was recommended:for the post
of Extension Officer in the Rural, Development
Departmant. He was not appointed in the Rural

Devalopment Department rathsr he was appointad

in the District Rura1TADévalopment Ag8ncy . in

the counter affidavit it has been admitted that

Distr et Rural Devealopmant Aaancy ig an

automonds boby undstr the Societies Re

istration

(L0

Act, 18680 and its employvee i not a government

employaes, however, in the counter affidavit 1t

has beeal stabted that sgindce the

hiame  of  the

patiticner was scommenced for appointment’' on
5

the post of Extension Qfficer, the

ragpondant/authority congerned had dirsctad L
appoint hiim in District RuUrz

Agency. The stand 1n  ths

apafaefunie Lo be  mometi oy el Lae wkist fr L
£ e

cauptar affidavit 1t bas been' admitbsd that the
Diatrict Rural Devslopmsni Adency 1ig not a

govarnmant department. IL i8 an autonomus body

and i registerad unda Lhe Socisties
Raegistration Act, Mgreover, whan Lhe

advertisament was publisned for appointment on

the post of Extension Officer 1in the  Rural
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4.,
Uavelopment Department, e i4 Peculigr that Che
Rural Dev@1opmentlDepartmemt directed to appoint

Fict ' Rurai

)
o

the petitioner i the office ofi O
Developmerit Agency Whtch isg ot a governmeaent
office. The action of the respondent concerned
reguiras to be depricated ard indicatesg Lrnat the
respondent without applying its mind passed the

ordear,

b In the circumstaHCSa, tha writ petition
IS al Towad. The respondents are directed to
Considar Lhe grievance of the petitioner for his

ARpOINtmant  in the offica or the government ahd
P&as8 necsdsary order axpeditiocusly preferably

Within a4 pariod of four months from the date of
Freceint/praduction  of & Copy of this order. It

s, howevaer ,  mads clear that Since un Lhe

en taken and as

recommendation, action fas

such there ", shal be Ho requirmant for
. T el e o TN R

revalidation of Lthe recommendation made by the
ome TR G e Wi
Bihar Pubitie Servica Commission.
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