7

11-09-2023

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.23378 of 2018

Mamta Kumari Wife of Kirpa Shankar Jha C/o Vijay Kumar Sinha, resident
of Road No. 1 Extension Rajbanshi Nagar, Police Station- Shastri Nagar,
District- Patna

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State Of Bihar through the Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar, Patna.

The Chairman, Lalit Narayan Mishra Institute of Economic Development
and Social Change-1, Jawaharlal Nehru Marg-Patna-1.

The Director, Lalit Narayan Mishra Institute of Economic Development and
Social Change-1, Jawaharlal Nehru Marg-Patna-1.

The Registrar, Lalit Narayan Mishra Institute of Economic Development and
Social Change-1, Jawaharlal Nehru Marg-Patna-1.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Amit Shrivastava, Sr. Advocate
Mr.Sanjeev Nikesh, Advocate
For the LN.M.I. : Mr. R. K. Shukla, Advocate

Mr. Ritu Raj, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned senior counsel for the petitioner and
learned counsel for the Lalit Narayan Mishra Institute of
Economic Development and Social Change, Patna (hereinafter
referred to as the ‘Institute’).

2. It is an admitted position that the petitioner is still
continuing as Adjunct Faculty Member and is being paid on
class to class basis.

3. Learned counsel for the Institute submits that very
soon an advertisement is coming for regular appointment of the

teachers and in case the petitioner fulfills the -eligibility
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conditions, she may also be considered along with others.

4. Having regard to the aforesaid submission made on
behalf of the learned counsel for the Institute, learned senior
counsel for the petitioner submits that in such circumstance
nothing remains for adjudication at present stage.

5. This writ application is being disposed of taking
note of the submission of learned counsel for the Institute that in
terms of advertisement which is likely to come if the petitioner
is found eligible, she would also be considered.

6. Learned senior counsel for the petitioner has
submitted that, in the meantime, the petitioner should not be
replaced by any other adhoc engagement.

7. This Court is of the considered opinion that unless
there is any other plausible reason the petitioner need not be
disturbed/disengaged only to replace her with any other adhoc
engagement.

8. This writ application stands disposed of

accordingly.

(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)



