
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1201 of 2025

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

Mahavir  Construction,  Maner,  Bikram through its  Proprietor  Amit  Kumar,

Male, aged about 41 Years, Son of Late Siyaram Singh, Resident of Village-

Maner Telpa, P.S. Bikram, District Patna

...  ...  Petitioner/s

Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Chief Secretary, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The  Additional  Chief  Secretary,  Minor  Water  Resources  Department,

Government of Bihar, Patna.

3. The principal Secretary, Minor Water Resources Department, Government of

Bihar, Patna.

4. The Chief Engineer,  Minor Water Resources Department,  Government  of

Bihar, Patna.

5. The  Superintending  Engineer  Cum  Technical  Secretary,  Minor  Water

Resources Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

6. The Superintending Engineer, Minor Irrigation Circle, Patna.

7. The Executive Engineer, Minor Irrigation Division, Patna.

8. Shubham Raj Son of Jairam Sharma Resident of Village-Mirjapur, P.O. Ratti

Bazar, District Jehanabad, 804425.

...  ...  Respondent/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Prabhat Ranjan, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Advocate General

 Mr. Vikash Kumar, AC to AG
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE)

2 01-05-2025 The  petitioner  has  sought  quashing  of  the

decision of the Technical Bid Evaluation Committee dated
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16.11.2022,  whereby  the  work  was  allotted  to  L-1,

whereas the petitioner was wrongly adjudged as L-2.

2. However, the learned counsel for the parties

have  informed  this  Court  that  the  work,  which  was

allotted to the L-1 bidder, is already complete.

3. In that view of the matter,  it  would  not  be

appropriate  for  us  to  look  into  the  procedure  for

adjudging the case of the petitioner in the short tender

which had been floated.

4.  The  writ  petition  has,  otherwise,  become

infructuous.

5. Dismissed as having become infructuous. 
    

Sauravkrsinha/
Praveen-II-

(Ashutosh Kumar, ACJ) 

 (Partha Sarthy, J)
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