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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.5053 of 2017  

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

Sanjay Kumar Singh, Son of Late Sanjiwan Sharma, Resident of A-57, 
Sachiwalaya Colony, P.S.- Kankarbag, District- Patna. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Rural Works Department, 

Government of Bihar, Patna.   

2. The Principal Secretary, Rural Works Department, Government of Bihar, 

Patna.   
3. The Engineer-in-Chief, Rural Works Department, Government of Bihar, 

Patna.   

4. The Chief Engineer, Rural Works Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.   

5. The Executive Engineer, Rural Works Department, Work Divisin-  
     Muzaffarpur, East-2.   

 

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner             :     None 

For the Respondents       :     Mr. Mritunjay Kumar, AC to AAG-6 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 
ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 09-02-2018 

 

 The present writ petition has been filed for quashing of 

letter contained in Memo No. 9 dated 04.01.2016 issued by Engineer-

in-Chief, Rural Works Department, so far as it relates to petitioner is 

concerned, by which petitioner has been declared defaulter a nd he has 

been debarred from participating in future tender. 

2.  None appears on behalf of the petitioner.  It 

transpires that the petitioner has not represented on a number of dates 

when the matter was called namely, 16.01.2018, 18.01.2018, 

23.01.2018, 06.02.2018 and 08.02.2018 and therefore it appears that 

the petitioner is not interested in prosecuting the matter.  
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3.  Learned counsel for the respondents points out that 

the petitioner had only completed 35% of the work and in view of    

non-completion of the work despite reminders, the petitioner did not 

complete the work, leaving the respondent with little choice but to 

debar the petitioner from participating in the next tender.  

4.  Having regard to the stand of the respondents, this 

Court is not inclined to interfere in the matter. The writ petition stands 

dismissed.  

 

 

 

 

 
Md. Ibrarul/- 

(Vikash Jain, J) 

 
AFR/NAFR NAFR 

CAV DATE N.A. 

Uploading 

Date 

12.02.2018 

Transmission 
Date 

N.A. 

 


