Patna High Court CWJC N0.8586 of 2011 (5) dt.30-09-2015

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.8586 of 2011

C M/S PNS Construction, Sonmanki Road, Khagaria, P.S. And District-
{;,FE O /5 Khagaria through its Proprietor Sri Hare Ram Singh, S/O Priyabart Narayan
\.ﬂ J‘Singh of Village- Bachhauta, P.S.- Mauryakahi, Distt.- Khagaria
Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary Rural Works
Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna
A . The Engineer-In-Chief, Rural Works Department (Harding Road, Barak
O r \ PNo:2, Patna)
OFF\ G * 3. The Chief Engineer-2, Bhagalpur, at Bhagalpur (Head Quarters at Patna)
4. The Superintending Engineer, Saharsa Works Circle, At Saharsa, Distt.-
Saharsa
5. The Executive Engineer, Rural Works Department, R.W.D. Division,
Khagaria, District- Khagaria
6. The Asstt. Engineer, Rural Works Department, R.W.D. Sub-Division
Khagaria, District - Khagaria
7. The D.M., Khagaria, District- Khagaria
8. The District Project Officer, Khagaria

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Suresh Pd Singh No.1
For the Respondent/s  :  Mr. Rajesh Kumar Gp21

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN
ORAL ORDER

5 30-09-2015 The present writ petition has been filed for a
direction to the respondents to permit the petitioner to
conclude the execution of work assigned to the petitioner
under the heading 4515 MMGSY Scheme vide order dated
17.05.2010 and agreement dated 20.05.2010, by which the
construction of the Khagaria Bakhari PWD Road to Ramunia
village after Kathoura, Railway Station crossing was ordered
to be constructed by the petitioner and for connected reliefs.

2. At the very outset, learned counsel for the



Md. Ibrarul/-
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Respondent No. 7 invites attention to paragraph nos. 7 to 9
of the counter affidavit filed on behalf of the Respondent No.
5 according to which the grievance of the petitioner has
already been redressed as he has been allowed to continue
the work in question and hence the writ petition has become
infructuous.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner does not
dispute the above position.

4., In the above view of the matter, the writ

petition stands disposed.

(Vikash Jain, J)
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