
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3622 of 2017

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8858 of 2017

======================================================
Rajeshwar  Choudhary  son  of  Late  Radha  Krishna  Chaudhary,  resident  of
Mohalla- Shardanagar, P.S.- Rosera, District- Samastipur.

...  ...  Petitioner
Versus

1. The  State  Of  Bihar  Through  The  Principal  Secretary,  Department  Of
Education, Government Of Bihar, P 

2. R.K. Mahajan, the Principal Secretary, Department of Education, Govt. of
Bihar, Patna. 

3. S.K. Singh, the Vice- Chancellor, L.N. Mithila University, Darbhanga. 

4. Mustafa  Kamal  Ansari,  the  Registrar,  Lalit  Narayan  Mithila  University,
Darbhanga. 

...  ...  Opposite Partys
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Hemant Kumar Jha, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Ms. Abhanjalli, AC to GA12
For the L.N.M.U :  Mr. Alka Verma, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH

ORAL ORDER
3 11-01-2023 The petitioner has alleged disobedience of this Court’s

order dated 03.08.2017 in CWJC No. 8858 of 2017,  whereby

the  said  writ  petition  was  disposed  of  with  the  following

directions:

“6. In view thereof,  the writ  petition

stands disposed off with a direction to

the respondent  no.  3  to  consider  the

representation  filed by the petitioner,

copy of which is Annexure-1 series to

the  present  writ  application,

expeditiously  and within  a  maximum

period of two months from the date of

production  of  the  copy  of  the  order

before him.
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7.  If  any  consequential  benefits,

including payment of money to him is

required, the same shall also be given

within the next one months.”

A supplementary show cause reply has been filed on

behalf  of  the University bringing on record a communication

dated  18.08.2019  addressed  to  the  petitioner  whereby  the

petitioner’s representation was disposed of with an observation

that in future his claim shall again be placed in the upcoming

screening committee and the decision shall be taken thereafter

without any delay.

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner

has submitted that subsequently the matter was placed before

the  screening  committee  on  19.07.2017  and  the  screening

committee has recommended the petitioner’s case but his case

was again rejected. 

In  my  considered  view,  no  case  is  made  out  for

initiation of contempt proceeding as order of this Court stands

complied with. This contempt application stands dismissed.

anand/-
(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J)
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