
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.6491 of 2019

======================================================
Dharmendra  Kumar  Nirala  S/o  Shivnandan  Kumar  Singh  R/o  Village-
Katalpura, P.O.- Bairika, P.S. Atri, District- Gaya.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The Principal, Rural Works Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. The Commissioner Magadah Pramandal Gaya.

4. The District Magistrate Gaya.

5. The Executive Engineer, Rural Works Department, Gaya.

6. The Engineer, Rural Works Department, Neemchak Bathani, Gaya.

7. The Union of India, through its Secretary, Road Construction Department,
Govt. of India, New Delhi.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Anshay Bahadur Mathur, CGC 

 Mr. Manish Kumar, A.C. to AAG-6 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR
ORAL JUDGMENT
(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE)

Date : 13-02-2024 

None appeared for the petitioner when the matter was

called in the list and then kept aside and called for hearing. On

the last hearing date also none appeared for the petitioner. 

2.  Learned  Government  Advocate  who  appears

submits that the grievance of the petitioner has been redressed. 

3.  The  writ  petition  was  filed  on  public  interest

requiring an inquiry to be conducted by a committee into the
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road  construction  between  Gangati  to  Narawat  Villages  and

Upthu to Piar Villages under Pradhanmantri  Sadak Yojana by

the Rural Works Department Neemchak Bathani in Atari Block,

District- Gaya. 

4. The learned Government Advocate submits that an

inquiry was conducted and it was found that there is no defect in

the construction work carried out. Paragraphs 9 and 11 of the

counter affidavit is specifically referred to. 

5.  We find  that  there  is  no  cause  to  keep  the  writ

petition pending. The writ petition would stand dismissed.  
    

P.K.P./-

                 (K. Vinod Chandran, CJ) 

                 (Harish Kumar, J)
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