
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.14440 of 2016

======================================================
Sandeep Anand Son of Late Shyam Sunder Prasad, Resident of VillageP.O.-
Champapura, P.S.- Baligaon, District-Vaishali.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar and Ors 

2. The  Principal  Secretary,  Human  Resource  Development  Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna. 

3. The Director, Higher Education, Government of Bihar, Patna. 

4. Magadh University, Bodh Gaya through its Registrar, District- Gaya. 

5. The Vice- Chancellor, Magadh University, Bodh Gaya, District- Gaya. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Subhash Chandra Mishra-Sc16

:  Mr. Pramod Kumar Singh (Ac to Sc16)
For the Magadh 
University :  Mr. Pankaj Kumar Singh
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

7 23-07-2024 1. No one appears for the petitioner.

2. The present writ application has been filed for a direction

to the respondents to make payment of arrear of salary

from  June,  2009  till  date  and  also  make  payment  of

current salary to the petitioner on month to month basis. 

3. Learned counsel for the Magadh University submits that

for similar relief, the petitioner had approached this Court

in C.W.J.C. No. 1205 of 2013 and this Court, by its order

dated  18.02.2014,  dismissed  the  writ  application  as

withdrawn  with  clear  direction  that  now  the  petitioner
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will have no liberty to move this Court again for the same

cause  of  action.  Despite  the  fact  that  writ  petition,  for

similar relief, has been dismissed in 2014, the petitioner

again filed the present writ application for the same relief

in 2016.

4. In view of the submission made by the learned counsel

for the University and finding that the same relief which

was prayed in the earlier writ petition has been sought by

the petitioner, this writ application is dismissed as having

been filed in abuse of the process of Court. 

5. Accordingly,  the  present  writ  application  stands

dismissed.
    

HarshPandey/-
(Anil Kumar Sinha, J)
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