
~, ~"1iCl? ..

'{i~CI?I ~-07 /:10-01-80/2026- / ttl"1"illl ~ "ill III&111,~ &RT
~O~O~O~O "ff0-1108/2025 ~ ~ XT<l ~ 3Flf 6A111 ~ ~ ~ 3Rl -q
~"iiCl? 17.03.2026 -Ct?T -qrfur "iIllll~~1 ~ 31j41&1"i -q <::ffi ~ f.1TfG fcpm \JlT W t I

2. ~O~O~O~O "ff0-1108/2025 -q ttl"i"illl ~ "iIllll&111, ~ &m
~"1iCl?-17.03.2026 -Ct?T ~ -qrfur cB1 ~ ftmCl?I Cl?14C1?I~3hr Plf'iClc:t t:-

" i) To issue direction, order or writ in the nature of Mandamus, or any Patna High
CourtCWJCNo.ll0B of 2025(3) dt.17-03-2026other appropriate writ/writs, order/orders,
direction/directions, commanding the respondents to make payment of salary from the
month of February2012 to January 2024, periods the respondent authority has restrained
to the petitioners to perform their duty on the post of Assistant Teacheras the petitioners
were selected on the said post along with other similarlysituated persons in the month of
February2012 and after due counsellingallotted them DistrictBegusaraifor their posting
against 34540 vacant post after followed due procedure of selection and also on the
recommendations of Hon'ble Apex Court but, after long litigation vide order dated
30.01.2024 respondent has issued appointment letter in favor of the petitioners and
posted them, although other selected persons were posted in the month of February,2012
itself and allowed them to work and paid salary to them.
(ii) To issue a direction, order, or writ upon the respondents to grant all subsequent
benefit to the petitioners from the initial date of selection/appointment, as the similarly
situated persons have given since after intervention of this Hon'ble Court after long
litigation and delay of about 12 years respondents have allowed to join on the post of
Assistant Teacher(Trained)34540grade, Patna HighCourtCWJCNo.l10B of 2025(3)dt.17-
03-2026and alsosimilarlysituated persons have already been granted the same benefit in
light of judgment rendered in L.P.A.No. 1254 of 2016, and analogous matter, L.P.A.No.
1309of 2017 and L.P.ANo. 1310 of 2017.

3 .\3Cffi tTTfur "iIllll~~1 ~ 31j41&1"1 -q ~ "Ct?T m lTa:r ~ "CI?T 3TCRR ~ ~

~"iiCl?-15.04.2026 "Ct?T 3lW6x-tilaRl' ~ Cl?lllT&1ll Cf)a:r -q 1"iClI~ f.itlfftl cB1 ~ I ~

qr<ft ~~ ~ I ~ fuw ~ ~~r::H~lll vc ~ l=f1UI11 ~ ~~ ~.I ~

qr<ft m 31LAT qa:r ~ fuR:rr "lfm, RJi·'(i cB1 ~W cB1 ~ I

4. lll~CI?ICI?dT cpr Cf)~ ~ fcp ,3'"IC'1I~n"CI?T ~ 34,540 "Ct?lft ~ '{ilttl'""ll ~

fualCf) ~ "Wl -q fcpm "lfm I Cl?1\3Rif~i~1q)~CI~ 2012 "Ct?T ~ ~ ~ m~~ -qfu1ffUT



~ ~ "* q>RUT \:Fl&1I~ll cnT Cf)1~~&1~8:RT PI;g;Rfu 1l?r -.=rrft ~ TIm I :ff: \3'"icBl
9)'1f."f;g;Rfuftrc;rr fum ~ ~~l'{HI~ "* ~ 556 ~'1iCf) 30.01.2024 "* 8:RT FcPm
lTml
5. ~ tI ~01fr0~0 "ff0-1254/2016 ~ ~o~o-qto "ffo- 26824/2013 -B ~'1iCf)-18.

07.2013 cnT 1lTfur ~I~I~~I "* ~ -B ~ "* PI;g;fCR1~ ~ ~ ~ ~ qmf ~
<tr1 ~ o~ 61~l{fI ~n "* ~ em <tr1.~ fcpm \Jfl(:f ~ "'{1l1cf)a1 fuam ~ ~
~ (>fM ~ ~ \Jfl(:f I

6. fll'1'''\'I~ '\3TXf ~1~1C1~, ~ 8:RT ~o-qto~o "ffo- 1254/2016 -B ~'1iCf) 28.08.

2023 cnT 1lTfur ~I~I~~I "* ~ -B fll'1--11~ {iClT'ci"1 ~1~1C1~, ~ ~ aRT
31Clfll'1'1IClIG "ffm-297/ 2007 -B 1lTfur ~I~I~~I "* 31j41C1'1 II ~ {HCf)lx aRT
!>I{_~lrqd "~ fcM1sr ~ fuarcP PI;g;Rfu PI~flICl<?11 2010" o~ fcMTlfm ~
(~-07-f.10-01-61 /09 alO 1-64, ~'1iCf) 18.01.2012) "* ~ -B crrcft m WR
~ ~ ~ ~ Cf)I\ifflfC;j~1 q)'<Cl~ 2012 -B {i51~Cf) fuarcP ~ ~ ~ I

7. 3iCf)--11~ t fcp crrcft "* 8:RT ~o 31Rl GCf)x f%-;:cft {i F·bd Fcl'ill en d \ill PcP~ I ftrc;rr. c

~~lflxl ~ ~ ~ IDWa:rur ~ fcpm lTm ~, \YlT ~ 3P1RT IDWa:rurm~ t, ~ f.irfcl
W1fOT 1l?r "* 3ITClR lR crrcft m cgBR ~ ~ ~ ~ PI;g;Rfu ~ CfR ~ ~ ~ o~
~01fr0~0 "ff0-1254/2016 ~ ~o~o-qto "ff0-26824/2013 -B ~'1iCf)-18.07.2013 em
qrful ~I~I~~I "* ~ -B fr ~ 9)'1f."f;g;Rfu~'1iCf) 30.01.2024 cnT ~ ~ I

8. flfI{C)Q ~ -q xiro~o~oxiro "ff0-14883/2024 ~ ~ '6I'lr1 ~ {NCf)lx

~ ~ -B fll'1.-fl~ ~1~1C1~ 8:RT ~'1iCf)-30.09.2024 cnT 1lTfur ~ "* ~ -B
~1R1Cf)1Cf)'d1&RT ~ ~ 8:RT ~ iSI~~{fI~n ~ ~'1iCf)-13.03.2012 ~ 20.02.2024

em 61Cf)I~1~ ~ -wrr PlxdXdl ~ l1flT ~ ~ ~, "* ~ -q ~ ~ ~ ~
~ ~ em 31Cl&11Cf)'1 fcpm TJm I

9. ~1~Cf)ICf)d~ ~ tm "iR(" "* 8:RT f8Cl~~ fuarcP >Jfua:rur ~o ~ 3lRlGCf)x

~ {it<pd FclW4"ld ~ \ilIRP~1 ~~l'{HI~ ~ m 1993-95 -B >lfC<f ~ t I ~ m~
cnT fcMTlfm ~-12/>Jfu1ffUT-12/2007-447, ~'1iCf)-12 ..12..2008 "* &RT ~ m-m
~ fcpm TIm t I ~ m~ ~ frrfcl m')-arfUrq) >flITUT-1l?r "* 3ltm lR {i 51~Cf)fuarcP
"* -qc:: lR PI ;gffu ~ 8:RT GIl ~ IGI'1 -.=rrft CRT<n" lTm cIT ~ Cli(\"1~I0I "* 8:RT fli '1--11~

~ '\3TXf ~1~1C1~ -q cWJC No- 4854/2012, 7253/2012 ~ 7205/ 2012 Gl<:R fcpm
TJm t I fli '1--11~ ~ I~ I&1~ IDXT ~ 1lTf«f fcpm lTm fcp ~ ftc ~IR1Cf)ICf)'d1311em
PI4clxl PI ~~ICf),m~ fum em ~ ~ cB- m~ fcpm \JlTffi t fcp ~ ~ cCl" ~
~ 3tR \jffi mm "* >flITUT Lf?Il 3tR r:5ftl GI'j cnT fq"l Cf)I'< ~ GIl ~~ "* ~tT -B .X=MT
~ "* ~ ~ cnT Rl~It< ~ \JfTtt ~ I fll'1--1"I~ -r<1I~IC1~ "* ~ "*



~ ~ Pl~~ICf>, m~ fuan ~ m \3m ~1R1Cf>1~ ~1R1Cf>ICf>fll~ -qar em XflT TJ<IT I
~ fuan ~, ~Jl,{HI~ CfW cll~IJIOI ~ m ~1~C'l Cf>IJI\Jilctl ~ 3lTtIl"X -qx ~

Cf~ ~~Jld ~ I

(i) ~ 0 ~ xrq 31~ ~Cf>,<~ '{i «pd Fch11q)d, ~ xl f.1rfcf fuarct> mwa:rur
>r=fTUf "G?f cBT JiI"Xl d I ~ '{H Cf>I'< ~ m 'lfft. eft IT<ft t I

(ii) ~o ~ "'<fCf 3ll"il~Cf>'< ~ {iFfd RltlI 4'"'ld, ~, {il'{il"!t'l ~ 1860 ~ C'I6d"
~ m~ t I ~{1Cf>1 ~tI'l ~-316/85-86 t I ~ tt fuarct> ~lffUl >flTIUT
"G?f, "\J1l ~ cpffi ~ 3l;fPfd t em ~ m~ ~ ~ ~ ~ xl tt ~ fcmIT
Tfm t I \3~\~sHI~ t fcp National Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 (73 of
1993) "\J1l ~'iiCf> 01.07.1995 xl >i~ t ~CW1 6R ~ ~ fua1cP ~a=rur cpr >r=fTUf-"G?f
~ <IT fcp'{fr ~ {I ,<Cf>I'<m JiI~ d I >n'{l 6!lt / m-e;rr;:r xl f.1rfcf 6R lR tt l1RT t I

~ m fcp ~o ~ xrq 3l~~Cf>'< ~ '{i,{-<pd Rltllq)d, ~ em ~ ,{NCf>I"! xl
Jil~dl ~ tl

(iii) ~ >rct>N National Council for Teacher Education Act, 1993 (73 of 1993)

~ >i~ 6R cBT fdf2r <lW ~'iiCf>-01.07.1995 ~ \34,<id '<I~~ 3lt1:flLlCP fuan 4R~C\

(NCTE)~ Jil~dl >n'{l m-ewrr xl f.1rfcf fuarct> ~1ffUT m "G?f tt l1RT t I NCTE xl
Jil~dl >n'{l mmw cBT ~ "\J1l website lR \34C'ld':l t ~~o ~ "'<fCf 3l~~Cf),< ~

'{i{pd Rltll4ld, ~ cpr "'i1l1 ~ ~ t I
10. ft:rill fuan ~, 1l"C'iT m JiI+ ..1'Ill '{iCll-Ui1 ~llllC'lll m Contempt

Petition(C) No- 297/2007 if ~'iiCf) 13.10.2011 em ~ cBT IT<ft ~ em '{j'iClI~ if
~ if ~ lTm I Jil'i'il~ '{iCll=c:;q~llllC'l~ m~ ~ cpr Cf>14Cf>1{l~ PthiCld

t:-
,, Thesecond issue which has been raised by Mr- KailashVasdev is with regard to

the examination of the certificates and other documents. that may be produced by the
candidate concerned at the time of counseling and appointment. In the event, during
scrutiny it is found that any of the document do not confom to the requirement, the
concerned authorities will be at liberty to take appropriate steps regarding the said
candidate.....(Page-l0)

11. \3 ~ \!SI4'l1l t fcp JiI'i'illl '{iCll-ui1 ~ III IC'lll ~ \3m ~ ~ ~ if fcr:rrT
m~ if 3lj~iftld 3l~ ~ tr~ ~ ~~ m "4?IT cBT \JIT=cr ~ "dftq5-
xl cBT IT<ft ~ dG,jfil'< ~ '{iCf>I'<OI~ ~ ~ ~ 3llfRl ~W/ ~
Rlt'll C'l~ ~ f.'rrfcl m "4?IT ~ 3fftTR lR 3l~ c#t ~ ~ fCl til (>1 <01" if fuarct> ~ tfG

'4X PI;gRt> ~ ~ 'Cf)T ~ ~ f¢-m 'Jl<lT I



12. '34'<1'fu '4'Rft~ ~ <IT; ~ mm ~ fcp 3lj)~iRld ~ ~ ~arfUrcp ~
>marfUrcp ~ lf5IT ~ \J1T=q CfR ~ mm3lT />lfuaM ~1'51fcltll c>l1I~ ~ ~ "G?IT
~ 3ll'CTR 'I:R 3l~ ~ ~ ~ fcltil c>l~1'~ fuaTCP ~ -qc; 'I:R PI;g;Rt> ~ ~ em
~ ~ &m ~I"i--llll {icrlv'i! rGlllllc>lll ~ ~"iicp 13.10.2011 cnT '41fuf ~ ~
~~fcpmlTm~1

13. fuafCf>T ~ ~arfUrcp ~ >maTfUrcn ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ LPA No-
1491 /2014, fclJt~ cgl1R fu6 ~ ~ ~ ~ {l"<cblx ~ ~ 'GT<R fcpm ll<TI I
~ I+flll rGlIII Ic>l1I&m \3'm qrft, ~ ~ ~ fclJt ~ ~ ftib ~ ~ &m 111"i--llll
rGlllllc>lll ~ Civil Review No- 16/2016 'GT<R fcpm lTm, 'fG:ffi ~"iicp 19.10.2016 ~

rGlllll~~1 ~ P1tql~d fcpm lTm, N-l{1Cf>1Cf>14Cf>1~~ P1kiCld ~:-
".... We have heard the parties at length. In our view, a perusal of the order of Apex

Court in SLP(C)No. 26824/2012, disposed of on 18th July, 2013, would show that having
received the report of Hon'ble Mr. Justice S.K. Chattopadhyaya, the Apex Court noticed
that there were genuine grievances on behalf of the applicants on both counts le. wrong
inclusionand wrong exclusionfrom the list of candidates. It is because of that it relegated
the parties to the HighCourt. Thus, in our view, the learned Single Judge was bound first
to address this problem instead what the learned Single Judge did, which was not noticed
nor discussed in the Intra-CourtAppeal, was that top few in the merit list would be called
and their credentials examined, and then, they would be considered for appointment. In
our view, that was not the correctapproach. Thereason is simple. A person who may have
been more meritorious but was wrongly placed at a lower level, would never get a chance
for being considered. A person who had been wrongly excluded but was meritorious and
ought to have been considred, would still lose out for all times. Therefore, in our view,
review is merited on this aspect. The question is that these are much awaited
appointments pending for over a decade. What is to be done, what is the best way to
halance, equity and justice. The answer is simple. As we have noted that there were two
types of objections, one, about wrongful exclusion, second, about wrongful inclusion. It
would be appropriate if both the categories are permitted to raise their grievancewithin a
specified time with supporting information before the State, then the State would
consider those and take appropriate decision either including or excluding them. State
would also consider whether the applicants have certificates from accredited institutions.
Once that is done, then, the merit list (listfor selection) would be prepared, and then, the
selection process for the remaining 2213 posts would be taken in seriatim, that would
meet all the grievances...."

14. ~I"i--llll ~ rGlllllc>lll ~ 8RT Rifclc>l ft'q 16/2016 (vr ~ Rlfclc>l
ft'q-210/2016, ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ '{HCf>lx) ~ ~"iiCf>-19.10.2006 'Cf>T



~ ~ "* fcI% ~ xHCfjI"! m iil'i··i"llI xiCll'6il '"'l:IllIlC"lli -q SLP (c) No-
8001 /2017 (~ -;:f0-8962/2017) ~1~C"l fcpm 11m, ftffi iil'i'illl xim'6il '"'l:IllIlC"lli

m ~'iiCfj-25.04.2017 cp1 ~IR\iI CfR ~ 11m I Lf)C"lxoq'<.t)4~ ~ -q R-lfCIC"l

~16/2016 -q iil'i4'1l1 ~ '"'l:I1£IIC"l£I, -qcrrr m ~'iiCfj 19.10.2016 cp1 ~ ~

xiAJtC 51 11m t I
15 iil'i'illl '"'l:IllIlC"lli "* \j4'!1'ct'l cIT'iT ~ "* Wll -q fclJl~ ~ ftffi ~ ~

"{fWl ~ xHCfjI"! ~ ~ (Civil Review No- 16/2016) "* m 3lCliil'i'"1IClI~

3525/2017 fclJl~ ~ ~ ~ 6f'"1l11 ~ xi,,!CfjI"! Gl<R fcpm 11m, ~ iil'i'i"lli

'"'l:IllIlC"lli m ~'iiCfj 13.02.2024 cp1 ~ '"'l:IllIl~~1 cBT Q;hSCfjI-16, 17 ~ 22 ~ ~:-

"... 16. So far as the wrongful exclusionor inclusionis concerned, the judgment had
directed such issues to be considered individually, by the State. The said direction is
inextricably linked with the claim of filling up of 10,000 vacancies, arising on termination
of already appointed persons. We notice that the persons who were terminated from
employment had approached this Courtwith writ petitions numbered as CWJC No. 16580
of 2014 and analogous cases. These writ petitions were allowed, setting aside the
terminations which resulted in the State challenging the common judgment passed in
appeals, decided by a Division Bench on 28.08.2023 in LPA No. 1254 of 2016 and
analogouscases (TheState of Biharand DrsVs.Sanjay KumarChaudharyandAur}..."

"... 17. TheDivisionBench, has specificallynoticed the order of the Hon'bleSupreme
Courtdated 18.07.2013,which categoricallydirected that those persons who were already
appointed in the vacancies, shall not be disturbed. We have to notice that even the
DivisionBenchjudgment from which the contempt cases arise, noticed the said order, but
on the principle that fraud vitiates everything, directed the vacancies to be filled up. The
vacancies,however, do not exist as of now. The writ court has set aside the terminations
and the uppeulfiled by the State, has been dismissed..."

"... 22. Considering the totality of the circumstances, the tenor of the directions
issued and the binding orders of the Hon'bleSupreme Courtwe find absolutely no case of
contempt having been made out. Especially,going by the binding orders of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court,we close both these contempt petitions, however, with liberty left to the
applicants to agitate their cause, if it still survives individually.... "

16. 3ll1Rl m~3TI ~ ~ ~ -cr.:IT 3lfiTR \ft ~~T,{fi fu~ m ~'i~~Fch1

~ iil+.nll ~ -;x:rrm"C'1<l, r.:rcrrr -q "XfIo~o~o"Xflo -x=r0-16580 / 2014 ~ fcpm lTIlT I
fu~ ~ ~'i~;gFcffi ~ ~ cfi ~ fci1wT m ~otTto-c;o "ffm-1254/2016 ~

~ ~ CfTG Gl<R fcpm 11m, ~ffB Rt"iiCfI-28.08.2023 cp1 11f1..fl<:f ~ ~llIlC"lli

"4C'1T 6FT ~ mF«r f$m Tfm t I RlHiCfjI CfjI4CfjI~ ~ f.il=1=jCldt:-



"... 16. We are of the definite opinion that in the present case where all the party­
respondents were appointed as per the directions of the Hon'ble Supreme Court, under the
supervision of Justice ChaJtopadhyay, cannot be terminated on grounds of qualifications
not having been properly verified; unless otherwise permitted by the Hon 'ble Supreme
Court. The party respondents were appointed after their eligibility being settled by Justice
Chattopadhyay, appointed by tb..eHon'ble Supreme Court, to oversee the selection and
appointment of teachers to the vacant posts, identified as available, as per the undertaking
made by the State before the Hon'ble Supreme Court. Though the verification of
credentials and qualifications of the candidates were directed to be done, there could be no
such verification at this late stage. As noticed by the learned Single Judge in the impugned
judgment the State ought to have been more vigilant when the appointments were carried

'out... "
17. \34'{'\i:t'Cf ~ twx fcrm mWicP firafCl) Pi;g;fcrcl Plll~IClclT-2010 ~ ~

f""rPi""T'r'9)Cfd-.-::r34540 ~ ~ firarcnT ~ traTfUTcn ~ ~a1fUrq> ~ If?[ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

'11'1<114<1<TI"'I "l1<MI4 Em Contempt Petition © No-29712007 i\ fu'1i<b-13.10.2011 qi)
~ ~ -qcf Civil Review No-16/2016, Fc1~~ ~ ftffi ~ ~ ~ ~ '{NCbI"!
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18. ~ IfIlen ~ ~ 3IlOit<Ii ~ ~ ~~Hl firarcnT ~ \jCfff ~ ~ it fcRfT '4'r
If<IiR <m ~ <m<l "llft fWn <1m ~ =n >ft ~ ~~ GUI qm<\T ll'lfl ~ I ~ ~
fcp ~ IfIlen ~ ~ 3IlOit<Ii it tr fuarcnT cpT 61~ ~'{"{1 fcpm lTm m c=rm ('I?\j{1I '{ ~ IftIen
~ ~ 3IlOit<Ii ~ tr ~ 9)'1f."l '9)Cfdfcpm ll<IT ~ I

"19. \jCfff ~ax:r it cnctt ~ ~ ~ ~~~'{"{1~fl ~ ~ ~ PI~(1'<dl ~ 3l~RCfd

~ m tlROII4'l ~ 3lj~l~ -;:ffiT ~ I ~ ,W11 <:ffi '4'r ~ ~ I'llx1fTICfJm-m fcp
~ ftc; III R1CfJr<:rm 'Xlt0~0~0'Xlt0 "fT0-11 08 / 2025 ~ ~ I '1--tIl[ ~ ~ III I(Yll[ &RT

·tlR0114'l ~ ~ ~ ~ m ~~~ -;:ffiT ~ 4fm ~ I
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>l~f&Rt-1.Shravan Kumar RaySonof Late JagdishMahto, Resident of Village- Gachi

Tola, Ward No.-10 Near Durga Asthan, P.O.and P.S.-Begusarai, District~Begusarai.



· r

2. Lalit Kumar Pal Son of Late Vishnudev Raut, Resident of Village-Chhechhani, P.o.­
Belsand, P.S.-Larrjhaghat, District- Samastipur.
3. Sona Kumari Wife of Late Shankar Choudhary, Resident of village-Danauli, P.o.- Danauli

Phulwaria, P.S.-Baliya, District- Begusarai.
4. Pashupati Paswan Son of Late Harivansh Paswan, Resident of Village andP.O.- Safapur,

P.S.Nayagaon, District- Begusarai.
5. Rita Devi Wife of Shravan Kumar Ray, Resident of Village- Gadhi Tola,Ward No.- 10, Near

Durga Asthan, P.O. and P.S.-Begusarai, District-

Begusarai. cnT ~ci ~ I
2. ~ ftran ~, ~Jl'{HI\!1 cnT ~ci ~ ~ICI~\!1Cbcmmci~ I

$1IQiCb-07/~O-01-80 / 2026- ...ej_~.~.... ~, ~'iiCb ..~:)./ ... ·t·2-·€.
s:tfdfttROl:- ~oiTo ~oi\J1'<, ftran fcMTTr cnT fcMTlfl<l ~CI\!il~c 1R ~Q&ll\S ~ ~

~ ~ Niii "<tifllfot l'tfiIcr I


