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01. The institution of this writ petition came to take place on 

09.02.2016 by the petitioner who at the relevant point of 

time was nineteen years of age coming forward claiming 

writ of mandamus unto the respondent No. 2-Chief of Army 

Staff, New Delhi and the respondent No. 3-Recruiting 

Officer (Dir Reg) to recruit the petitioner as Soldier GD.  

02. In his writ petition, the petitioner has come forth with the 

assertions that he had participated in a recruitment rally 

for trade solider (General Duty) held by the respondent No. 

3-Recruiting Officer (Dir Reg), Army Recruiting Office, B.C. 

Road, Jammu at Rajouri on 19.11.2014 relating to which 

the written examination result published on 05.03.2015 

which showed the petitioner as successful.  
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03. The petitioner is even said to have been subjected to 

medical examination at Military Hospital 150 GH, Rajouri 

but without letting the petitioner know about the outcome 

of his medical examination.  

04. The very fact that the petitioner claims to have reported 

himself for medical examination did not earn him any 

vested right for the petitioner to come and insist for his 

selection and appointment. In fact, the petitioner has not 

asked for the essential relief without asking which the relief 

as claimed in the petition is not conceivable and the said 

essential relief was the disclosure of final outcome of the 

recruitment exercise so undertaken by the respondent No. 

3. 

05. In the light of this inherent deficiency in the writ petition of 

the petitioner, the writ petition is held to be misconceived 

and is dismissed, accordingly.  

06. The detailed order is following the order dated 16.02.2023 

vide which the writ petition was ordered to be dismissed as 

is hereby being done. 

    (RAHUL BHARTI) 
JUDGE 

JAMMU   
19.01.2026   
SUNIL   
   Whether the order is speaking ? : Yes/No 
   Whether the order is reportable ? : Yes/No 
    

 


