
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.6043 of 2013 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 472 of 2011  

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

Prof. (Dr.) Ramesh Prasad, S/o Late Bishun Lall, R/o M- A/26, Professors' 

Colony, North Shastrinagar, P.S.- Shastrinagar, District- Patna. 

....   ....    Petitioner. 

Versus 

1. Prof. (Dr.) Arun Kumar Sinha, Vice Chancellor, Patna University, 

Patna.   

2. Prof. (Dr.) Balram Tewary, Registrar, Patna University, Patna.   

3. Shri Awadhesh Singh, Finance Officer, Patna University, Patna.   

4. Prof. (Dr.) Pramod Kumar Poddar, Principal, B.N. College, Patna.   

                                                                                  ....   ....  Opposite Parties. 

======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAVANITI PRASAD SINGH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

03 14-01-2015 The Vice-Chancellor of the Patna University is present 

in person and it is apparent that it is his office, which has put him 

in this predicament.  The orders of this Court and the Division 

Bench in appeal were clear.  There was no ambiguity but someone 

in the office was not inclined to make the payments in spite of 

orders of this Court and the Division Bench due to which 

payments were withheld.  Payments were made long after delay 

and the result was that University had to pay interest for the 

delayed payment.  

Mr. Ashok Kumar Keshari, learned counsel for the 

University, states that interest amounting to Rs.5,28,584.00, as 

calculated by them, has been paid to the petitioner on 13
th

 of 

January, 2015 i.e. yesterday.  It is regrettable that because some 

officer chooses to have a confused frame of mind, the State and 
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the University become liable to pay interest for his confusion or 

inaction.  

Be that as it may, no tax payers’ money can be spent for 

meeting the laches by any officer.  The Vice-Chancellor would 

identify the officers who are responsible for the delay in payment, 

for which incurred payment of additional interest and would 

recover the amount of interest from those persons after due 

enquiry and report to this Court within one month.  If the 

petitioner has any grievance with calculation or interest thereof 

and with regard to arrears of payment, he may bring this fact to the 

notice of the learned Vice-Chancellor, who would get the same 

examined and take appropriate steps.  

With these observations and directions, this contempt 

petition stands disposed of.    

 

 
 

 

Trivedi/- 

(Navaniti Prasad Singh, J.) 
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