IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.22377 of 2014

Md. Sheikh Jahangir Son of Sekh Nanhey Resident of Village- Islamnagar,
P.O.- Islamnagar, P.S.- Chandradeep, District- Jamui.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Human Resources
Development Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Director, D.R.D.A., Nawada.

3. The District Magistrate, Nawada.

4.  The District Education Officer, Nawada.

5. The District Programme Officer, Nawada.

6. The District Panchayat Raj Officer, Nawada.

7. The Selection Committee of Zila Parishad, Nawada through its Chairman.

8.  Upendra Kumar Son of Ram Briksha Prasad Resident of Village- Beldhar,
P.O.- Sonsihari, P.S.- Muffasil, District- Nawada, at present residing at
Ambika Bigha, P.O.- Adhanpur, P.S.- Muftfasil, District- Nawada and at
present working as Chief Co-ordinator, Literate Bharat Programme,
Nawada.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Rajeev Ranjan Sinha, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr.
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH
ORAL ORDER
2 16-08-2023 1. The present petition has been filed seeking the

following relief :-

“(i) For directing the respondent state to
produce the selection/ appointment letter of
the respondent no.-8 namely Upendra Kumar
and be further pleased to quash the same as
the petitioner got the first position in
interview but the respondent state appointed
Upendra Kumar on the post of Chief-

Co-ordinator from the merit list of five
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candidates out of 24 candidates who
appeared in the interview including the
petitioner at serial no. 38 inspite of the facts
that the petitioner has more academic
qualification as well as experience than the
respondent no.-8.

(ii) For directing the respondent to appoint
the petitioner on the post of Chief
Coordinator after quashing the selection/

appointment letter of respondent no.-8. “

2. At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that the present writ petition has been rendered
infructuous with the efflux of time, hence, the same be disposed
off.

3. Accordingly, the present writ petition stands

disposed off.

(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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