IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.10232 of 2012
c Q/ﬂ] R, Construction Private Limited, 318 'Sri Soudha', 1st Stage, Indiranagar,
Banglore- 560038, Karnataka, through its Authorized Signatory, Shri Abhishek
Kumar, son'of Late Ajay Kumar Verma, Resident of LBS Nagar, opposite of
Symphony Apartment, Sheopuri, Patna - 23

=
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........ Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, Rural Work Department,
4 Government of Bihar, Patna
Q r 2 TQ&’Principal Secretary, Rural Work Department, Government of Bihar, Patna
OFF IIL:%'c"l'he Secretary-Cum-Empowered Officer, BRRDA, Bihar, Patna
4. The Engineer-in-Chief, Rural Work Department, Government of Bihar, Patna
5. The Chief Engineer, Rural Work Department, Division- 111, Patna
6. The Superintendent Engineer, Rural Work Department, Chapra
7. The Executive Engineer, Rural Work Department, Works Division - 1, Chapra
........ Respondents

Appearance :
For the Petitioner . Mr. Ashish Giri, Advocate
For the Respondents :  Mr. B.S. Pandey, AC to AAG 7

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 16-05-2016

The present writ petition has been filed for quashing the
orders dated 09.05.2012 bearing nos. 907, 908, 909, 910, 911, 912,
914, 915, 916, 917, 918, 919, 920, 939 and 941 issued by the
respondent Executive engineer, Rural Works Department, Work
Division, Chapra-1 wherein the various contracts earlier awarded to
the petitioner have been rescinded in exercise of power under clause
52-2(a) of S.B.D. and further the security deposit has been forfeited
and recommended for blacklisting of the petitioner; and for
connected reliefs.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner at the very outset
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invites attention to the order of this Court dated 19.10.2012, noticing

that the impugned letter dated 09.05.2012 had been withdrawn by the

\_ﬂ{? respondents and the petitioner was permitted time till 31.01.2013 to
complete all the contract works. In that situation, the relevant order of
the respondents dated 28.09.2012 had been stayed by this Court to

O enable the petitioner to complete the work by 31.01.2013.
I 3. Learned counsel for the petitioner states that no further
instructions have been received in the matter.
4. In the above view of the matter, therefore, the writ
petition stands disposed.
(Vikash Jain, J)
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