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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.16993 of 2015

Shrinivas Sharma son of Sri Kamal Kishore Sharma, Resident of village-
Rukunpura, Police Station- Paliganj, District- Gaya.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Education,
Govt. of Bihar, Patna.
The Director, Higher Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.
The Special Secretary, Department of Education, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.
The Viice Chancellor, Kameshwar Singh Darbhanga Sanskrit University,
Darbhanga.
The Registrar, Kameshwar Singh Darbhanga Sanskrit University, Darbhanga.
The Secretary, Governing Body, Deo Bharti Sanskrit Upsastri Mahavidyalya
Deonagar- Uchchirma, Via- Cherki, Gaya (Bihar)
The Principal, Deo Bharti Sanskrit Upsastri Mahavidyalya Deonagar-
Uchchirma, Via- Cherki, Gaya (Bihar)

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Binay Kumar, Advocate
For the University : Mr.Gyanand Roy, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY
ORAL ORDER

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
representation of the petitioner is pending at the level of the
Vice Chancellor of the University.

Mr. Gyanand Roy, learned counsel for the University
submits that the representation is of no avail to the petitioner for
the reason that petitioner’s name was not recommended by the
Governing Body and in the absence of recommendation of the
Governing Body, the University cannot grant any relief to the
petitioner.

Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the
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writ petition may be disposed of with a direction to the Vice
Chancellor to dispose of the representation.

Considering the aforesaid facts and circumstances, the
Vice Chancellor of the University is directed to dispose of the
representation of the petitioner within a maximum period of
four months from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this
order.

With the aforesaid, the writ petition stands disposed
of.

It is made clear that this Court has not expressed any

opinion on the merit of the claim of the petitioner.

(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)
spandey/-
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