
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3312 of 2011

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.13415 of 2010

======================================================
SATYENDRA CHANDRA SINHA S/O Late Yugal Kishore Prasad Resident
Of Mohalla Rampur Bhikhan, Opposite Sevayan Neelam Cinema Road P.O.
P.S. District Munger.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. THE T.M.BHAGALPUR UNIVERSITY, 

2. The  Vice  Chancellor,  T.M.Bhagalpur  University,  Bhagalpur  Through  Its
Registrar, Namely Dr. K. N. Du 

3. The Registrar, T.M.Bhagalpur University, Bhagalpur Through Its Registrar,
Namely Mr. C.M. Das. 

4. The  Finance  Officer,  T.M.Bhagalpur  University,  Bhagalpur  Through  Its
Registrar, Namely Mr. Ashutosh 

5. The  State  Of  Bihar  Through  The  Principal  Secretary,  Human  Resources
Development Department, Governm 

6. The Director, Human Resources Development Department, Government Of
Bihar, Patna, Namely Dr. Sita R 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Purushottam Kumar Jha, Advocate

 Mr. Vishwash Vijeta, Advocate
 Mr. Ram Naresh Jha, Advocate

For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Anil Singh, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NANI TAGIA

ORAL ORDER

16 30-07-2025 This  contempt  petition  has  been  filed  alleging

violation of order dated 01.10.2010 passed in CWJC No. 13415

of 2010, wherein, interim order was passed as hereunder:-

“Till  further  orders  of  this  Court,  all

orders  of  Universities  shifting  the  date  of

appointment/shifting  the  date  of  promotions,  the

consequence whereof is demand of refund of excess

payment  or  reversion,  shall  remain  in  abeyance.
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Petitioners would be treated as they were for all

purposes before the date of impugned orders.”

2.  The  writ  petition  was  finally  disposed  off  on

05.10.2018 by holding that due to the subsequent development,

the writ petition has lost its utility and the same is disposed off

as infructuous.

3. In that view of the matter, no case of contempt has

been made out since the writ petition itself stands disposed off

and the same accordingly stands closed and disposed off.  
    

Siddharth 
Sagar/-

(Nani Tagia, J)
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