
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9546 of 2025

======================================================
M/s Narotam Kumar through its Sole Proprietor Narotam Kumar aged about
31 years, Male S/o Sri Kaushlendra Singh, R/o Village Barah, P.O.- Bhuapur,
District- Patna (Bihar).

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2. The Principal Secretary to the Government of Bihar in the Department of
Minor Water Resources Department, Bihar, Patna.

3. The Special  Secretary  to  the  Government  of  Bihar  in  the Department  of
Minor Water Resources Department, Bihar, Patna.

4. The Chief Engineer to the Government of Bihar in the Department of Minor
Water Resources Department, Bihar, Patna.

5. The Superintending Engineer,  Minor Water Resources Department,  Bihar,
Patna.

6. The Executive Engineer, Minor Irrigation Division, Nalanda.

7. The  Chief  Engineer,  Planning  and  Monitoring,  Minor  Water  Resources
Department, Bihar, Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Nitesh Kumar, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Government Pleader 03
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE)

2 23-06-2025 Several  prayers  have  been  made  in  the  writ

petition,  most  of  which  cannot  be  entertained.  Those

prayers are for a direction to conclude an inquiry against

the Chief Engineer for having cancelled the work allotted
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to the petitioner as also for the concerned Officer having

embezzled the funds.  

2.  We  are  afraid,  this  petition  cannot  be

entertained on half-baked facts.

3.  The  petitioner  would  be  well  advised  to

withdraw this petition and file a concerted plea against the

orders by which he stands prejudiced.

4.  After  some arguments,  the  learned counsel

for  the  petitioner  seeks  permission  to  withdraw  this

petition  in  order  to  approach  this  Court  with  an

appropriate writ petition.

5.  The petition stands  dismissed as withdrawn

with the liberty aforesaid.
    

Sauravkrsinha/
Krishna-

(Ashutosh Kumar, ACJ) 

 (Partha Sarthy, J)
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