
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CIVIL REVIEW No.92 of 2019

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18985 of 2017

======================================================
1. The Vice Chancellor, Lalit Narayan Mithila University Kameshwar Nagar,

Dharbhanga.

2. The  Registrar,  Lalit  Narayan  Mithila  University,  Kameshwar  Nagar,
Dharbhanga.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. Ajay Kumar Sah, Son of Late Ram Bahadur Sah, Resident of Bakarganj,
Laheriasarai,  District-  Darbhanga  Presently  Posted  as  Peon,  Examination
Department, Lalit Narayan Mithila University, Darbhanga.

2. The  State  of  Bihar  Through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Department  of
Education, Government of Bihar, Patna.

3. The  Principal  Secretary  Department  of  Education,  Government  of  Bihar,
Patna.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Archana Palkar Khopde
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr.Ashutosh Ranjan Pandey (Aag15)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR UPADHYAY

ORAL ORDER

3 10-07-2019 Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioners  and  the

opposite parties.

The  University  has  filed  the  present  review

application  for  review  of  order  dated  16.02.2018  passed  in

C.W.J.C. No. 18985 of 2017.

The order of the writ Court dated 16.02.2018 is most

innocuous. The Court has disposed of the writ application with a

direction to the respondents to examine the case of the petitioner

in the light of order passed in C.W.J.C. No. 8532 of 2008. The
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Court  made  it  clear  that  if  the  case  of  the  petitioner  is

distinguishable  on  facts  and  law,  the  University  will  pass

reasoned and speaking order. 

In  other  words,  the Court  has  not  allowed the  writ

application or accepted the contention that the petitioner’s case

is covered by C.W.J.C. No. 8532 of 2008. The Court has simply

asked the University to verify the record and if the case of the

petitioner is distinguishable take appropriate decision.

Now the University has filed the Review application

against the order dated 16.02.2018, the Court does not find any

merit  in  the  Civil  Review  application.  It  is,  accordingly,

dismissed. 
    

uday/-
(Anil Kumar Upadhyay, J)
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