
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No. 1552 of 2018

Arising out of 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 10086 of 2012

======================================================
1. Aniruddh Kumar  Pathak,  Son of  Late  Uma Shankar  Pathak,  Resident  of

Tekari, P.S.- Tekari, District- Gaya.

2. Sheo Kumar  Singh, Son of  Late  Chhedi  Singh, Resident  of Tekari,  P.S.-
Tekari, District- Gaya.

3. Devendra Prasad,  Son of Late Jageshwar Singh, Resident of Tekari,  P.S.-
Tekari, Gaya.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Vice Chancellor Magadh University, Bodh Gaya, Gaya namely Qamar
Ahsan.

2. The Registrar Magadh University, Bodh Gaya, namely N.K. Shastree. 

3. The Principal S.N. Sinha College Tekari, Gaya namely Rekha Kumari. 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Mithilesh Kumar Upadhyay, Advocate
For the  Magadh University :  Mr. Ritesh Kumar, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN 
                  AMANULLAH
                                                ORAL JUDGMENT

Date : 18-09-2019

Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  learned

counsel for the Magadh University (hereinafter referred to as the

‘University’). 

2. Show cause has been filed on behalf of the University

bringing  on  record  copy  of  office  order  dated  08.09.2019,  by

which compliance of the order dated 30.07.2012 passed in CWJC

No. 10086 of 2012, has been brought on record. With regard to the

remaining  two  petitioners,  learned  counsel  submitted  that  the
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Committee constituted to take a decision has taken a decision with

regard  to  all  the  three  petitioners  for  shifting  their  date  of

appointment.   However, it was submitted that due to inadvertence

on the part of the office, order only with regard to petitioner no. 1,

has been issued and because the Registrar is on leave till today,

the notification with regard to the other two petitioners could not

be  issued.   It  is  submitted  that  by  day after  tomorrow,  similar

office  order  shall  be  issued  in  favour  of  the  remaining  two

petitioners also. 

3. Having regard to the aforesaid, the application stands

disposed off with the observation that, as has been submitted by

learned counsel for the University, the office order shifting back

the date of promotion of the petitioners no. 2 and 3, to  20.10.2003,

shall be issued latest by day after tomorrow.   

  

P. Kumar

                                                      (Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.)
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