
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
 

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.547 of 2017 
=========================================================== 

Indira Sharma, D/o Late Tapeshwar Sharma, Resident of Village- Sorampur, Post-  
Belwhori, P.S.- Dulhinbazar, Dist- Patna. 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar.   

2. The Director, Primary Education, Government of Bihar, New Secretariat, Patna, 
Bihar.   

3. The Staff Selection Commission, Bihar, Patna through its Secretary, P.O. 

Veterinary Collage, P.S.- Shastri Nagar, Patna.   
....   ....  Respondent/s 

=========================================================== 
Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :     Mr. Bijay Shankar Choubey, Advocate 

For the Respondent/s      :     Mr. Madhaw Prasad Yadav, GP23 
                                              Mr. Rajesh Kumar Sinha, AC to GP-23 

For the Commission        :    Mr. S. S. Sundaram, Advocate 
=========================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY 

ORAL JUDGMENT 
Date: 01-12-2017 

 
 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the 

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

Sundaram appearing on behalf of the Bihar Staff Selection 

Commission. 

2. The claim of the petitioner is for consideration of 

her case against the unfilled posts out of 34540/- of the Assistant 

Teachers. 

3. Mr. Sundaram submits that the Commission has 

already invited objections and is considering the case of all eligible 

candidates in accordance with the guidelines of the Apex Court and 

the petitioner may file her objection in terms of the advertisement. In 
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case, the petitioner files his objection in response to the 

advertisement, the commission will consider the claim of the 

petitioner objectively along with the other eligible candidates. 

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

of with liberty to the petitioner to file objection in response to the 

advertisement published by the Commission and in case such 

objection is filed by the petitioner, the Commission will consider the 

case of the petitioner along with the other eligible candidates. 

5. It is made clear that this Court has not expressed 

any opinion on the merit of the claim of the petitioner.  

6.With the aforesaid, the writ petition is disposed of.  

 

 
 
Uday/- 

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J) 
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