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 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 

                W.P.(S) No. 7686 of 2026 

Kumud Munda, aged about 31 years, son of Late Ratan Surika Puli, 

Resident of Vill-Nunhu, P.O: + P.S: Chanhor, Dist: Ranchi, Jharkhand.

                                                        ... Petitioner(s) 

     Versus 

1. The State of Jharkhand. 

2. Ranchi University, through its Registrar, Ranchi University, Ranchi, 

Jharkhand, P.O.- Ranchi University & P.S.: Kotwali, District: Ranchi. 

3. The Vice-Chancellor, Ranchi University, Ranchi, Jharkhand, P.O.- 

Ranchi University, P.S.: Kotwali, District: Ranchi. 

4. The Principal, Mandar College, Mandar, P.O. & P.S.: Mandar, District: 

Ranchi. 

5. The State of Jharkhand, through the Secretary, Department of Higher 

and Technical Education, Ranchi P.O. & P.S.: Dhurwa, District: Ranchi.

             ...Respondent(s) 

       

CORAM: HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE DEEPAK ROSHAN 

For the Petitioner(s)         : M/s Shipra Sonam, Priyanshu Nilesh, Advocate 

For the State                     : Mrs. Nirupama, AC to Sr. SC-II 

For the Ranchi University: Mr. Amit Kumar Sinha, Advocate 

               -------- 
 Order No. 2/Dated: 5th October 2026 

   Heard learned counsel for the parties.  

2.    The instant writ application has been preferred by the 

petitioner for the following reliefs: 

“1.a) For issuance of an appropriate writ(s) /order(s)/direction(s) in 

the nature of 'Mandamus commanding upon Respondents to consider 

the case of the Petitioner for appointment on compassionate ground 

and along with other consequential benefits he is entitled for and 

further interest to be paid for delaying the process of compassionate 

appointment; 

     And/Or 

b) Pass any other order / writ / direction as your Lordship may deem 

fit & proper in the facts and circumstances of the case and in 

accordance with law.” 

 

3.   At the outset, learned counsel for the petitioner submits that 

suffice it would be if this writ petition is treated as representation of the 

petitioner and a direction be given to the respondents to pass a reasoned 
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order within a stipulated period. 

 4.  Learned counsel for the respondents submits that since no 

counter affidavit has been filed as such the petitioner may approach the 

concerned respondent for redressal of his grievance.  

5.  Having regard to the above, without going into merit of the 

case, the instant writ application is disposed of by directing the respondent 

no.2 to treat this writ application as representation and after verification 

of the record of the case, pass a reasoned and speaking order with regard 

to the claim made in this writ application in accordance with law and 

applicable rules and regulations and also the affidavit filed by the sister 

of the petitioner.  The entire exercise shall be completed within a period 

of 8 weeks from the date of receipt of copy of this order.  

6.   It goes without saying that if the claim of the petitioner is 

found to be genuine, necessary consequential order be issued within a 

further period of 2 weeks.  

 7.  Learned counsel for the petitioner is directed to serve a 

copy of the writ application to the respondent no.2 at the earliest so that 

his grievance can be redressed.  

8.   Pending I.As, if any, also stand disposed of.  

 

          

                                         (Deepak Roshan, J.) 
5th October 2026 
Amit 
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