IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.18506 of 2015

Chandeshwar Ram son of Late Chandrika Ram, resident of Mobhalla-
Maulabag, Post- Pakari Nawada, P.s.- Nawada, District- Bhojpur

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1.  Madhya Bihar Gramin Bank Through Its General Manager and Ors

2. The General Manager, Head Office situated at Meena Plaza, South of
Museum, Patna 800001

3.  Enquiry Officer cum Senior Manager Scale- III, Madhya Bihar Gramin
Bank, Regional Office at and Po

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Surendra Kumar Choubey, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr.Mahesh Narayan Parbat, Advocate
For PNB : Mr. Suresh Pd. Singh No.1, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH
ORAL ORDER

2 27-09-2023 1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the
following reliefs:-

“(i)lssuance of a writ in the nature of writ of
certiorari quashing the enquiry report dated
8.10.2015 issued and submitted by Enquiry
Officer-cum-Senior Manager which is addressed to
the General Manager/Disciplinary Officer Madhya
Bihar Gramin Bank (contained in Annexure 6)
wherein and whereunder the charges leveled
against the petitioner have been found proved.

(ii) Issuance of a writ in the nature of writ of
mandamus directing the respondents to conduct the
enquiry against the petitioner afresh in a fair
manner giving him full opportunity for his defence

and providing him all the documents sought by him
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so that the truth may come out.

(iii) Issuance of a writ in the nature of writ of
mandamus commanding the respondents not to
take any action against the petitioner on the basis

of enquiry report dated 8.10.2015 contained in

)

Annexure-6 and not to harass him.’

2. At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that the file has been taken away by the petitioner,
hence he is not in a position to assist this Court.

3. The learned counsel for the respondent-Madhya
Bihar Gramin Bank submits that during the interregnum period,
the departmental proceeding in question has already been
concluded and the petitioner has been inflicted with punishment,
hence the present writ petition has been rendered infructuous.

4. Accordingly, the present writ petition stands

dismissed.

(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
kanchan/-
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