
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.314 of 2017 

====================================================== 
Vidyanand Chaudhary Son of Late Dhalai Chaudhary Resident of Village - 

Katahara, P.O. - Kadampura, P.S. Kishanpur, District - Supaul. 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar.   

2. The Principal Secretary, Human Resources Development Department, 
Govt. of Bihar, Patna.   
3. The Director, Primary Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna   

4. The Secretary, Bihar Staff Selection Commission, Veterinary Co llege, 
Patna.   

 
....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Rakesh Kumar Sharma, Advocate  

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Prabhakar Jha -Gp27 
                                               Mr. Umesh Narayan Dubey, A.C. to G.P. 27  
For the Commission         :     Mr. S.S. Sundram, Advocate  

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR 

UPADHYAY 
ORAL ORDER 
 

2 01-12-2017 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the 

counsel appearing on behalf of the State as well as Mr. S.S. 

Sundram appearing on behalf of the Bihar Staff Selection 

Commission, Veterinary College, Patna.  

Learned counsel for the petitioner has submitted that 

against the unfilled posts out of 34540 post of the Assistant 

Teacher, the Commission has advertised and proceeded for 

finalization of the list. 

Mr. S.S. Sundram submits that in response to  

advertisement, the petitioner may approach and file his objection 
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before the respondent no.4 and in case he files his objection, his 

case may be considered objectively alongwith the  other 

candidates. 

In view of the above, the writ petition is disposed of 

with direction to the petitioner to file objection before the 

respondent no.4 for appointment in terms of advertisement and 

respondent no.4 will consider the objection of the petitioner 

objectively alongwith other eligible candidates. 

It is made clear that this court has not expressed any 

opinion on the merit of the claim of the petitioner.  

With the aforesaid, the writ petition is disposed of.       

 
 
 

Ravi/- 

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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