
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3535 of 2018

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.3624 of 2017

======================================================
Chunchun Kumar son of Late Ashok Kumar Singh, Resident of Village Post
Matihani, Via- Mirzapur Banduar, P.S.- Matihani, District- Begusarai.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar Through Shri Robert L. Chongthu, Secretary, Education
Department, Bihar, Patna.

2. Prof. S.K. Singh, Vice Chancellor, L.N. Mithila University, Darbhanga. 

3. Col.  Nisheeth  Kumar  Rai  Registrar,  Lalit  Narayan  Mithila  University,
Darbhanga. 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Roshan Kumar, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Ms, Namrata Singh, Advocate
For the University           :             Mr. Nadeem Seraj, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

4 04-10-2023 Heard Mr. Roshan, learned counsel for the petitioner,

Mr.  Nadeem  Seraj,  learned  counsel  for  the  L.N.  Mithila

University  and  Ms.  Namrata  Singh,  learned  counsel  for  the

State.

2. The petitioner by pressing the present application,

seeking  initiation  of  a  contempt  proceedings  against  the

Opposite Parties for alleged willful defiance of the order of this

Court dated 21.03.2018 passed in C.W.J.C. No. 3624 of 2017,

whereby the writ petition was disposed of with a direction upon

the concerned authorities under the University to examine the
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case of the petitioner and if it is found that the case of petitioner

is covered by a decision of this Court in C.W.J.C. No. 8532 of

2008,  similar  treatment  be  given  to  the  petitioner.  A

supplementary show cause affidavit has been filed on behalf of

the Opposite Party nos. 2 & 3. It is submitted that in pursuance

of the order of this Court, the claim of the petitioner was duly

considered and the same has been negated by a reasoned and

speaking order dated 11.04.2019, the copy of which has been

brought on record by way of Annexure-A to the supplementary

show cause.

3. Considering the materials available on record and

the submissions advanced, the present contempt petition stands

disposed of. It is needless to observe that if the petitioner is still

aggrieved  by  the  aforesaid  order,  he  has  a  remedy  available

under the law.
    

shoaib/-
(Harish Kumar, J)
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