
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.21149 of 2014 

====================================================== 

 Vijay Kumar Son of Late Ram Vilash Prasad Resident of Village - 

Nauranga, P.O - Tazaniur, P.S - Bind Via Barh, District - Nalanda. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The Magadh University through the Vice Chancellor, Magadh 

University, Bodh Gaya.   

2. The Inspector of College, Science, Magadh University, Bodh Gaya.   

3. The Principal-cum-Dy. Election Officer, Magadh Mahavidyalaya, 

Chandi, District - Nalanda.   

4. The Election Officer, University representative, Magadh University, 

Bodh - Gaya.   

5. Sri Suresh Prasad Son of  Late Ram Swaroop Prasad Resident of Gaurala 

Nagar, P.S- Parwalpur, District - Nalanda. 

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Sachida Nand Kishore Pd. Sinha 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Girijish Kumar 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR 

MANDAL 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4 17-09-2015 Heard Mr. Sinha for the petitioner and Mr. Bipin Kumar 

counsel for the Magadh University. 

A counter affidavit on behalf of the University   has been 

filed.  

Impugned in the present writ application is the action of 

the Principal-cum-Assistant Election Officer in rejecting the 

nomination papers filed by the petitioner to be nominated/elected 

as teachers’ representative of the governing body of the college in 

question which has affiliation from the respondent Magadh 

University. 
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In the counter affidavit, it has been stated that the tenure 

of the governing body for which election was held has already 

expired.  Paragraph 6 of the counter affidavit reads thus:- 

“That the tenure of teacher nominee is 

only for one year which has already expired. 

Now the election for Sessions 2015-16 has been 

conducted and notified as such the writ 

application became infructuous.” 

 

Having regard  to the aforesaid, in my view, the writ 

application has lost its relevance. It is accordingly dismissed as 

having become infructuous.   

 

 
 

 

HR/- 

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J) 
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