
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.15967 of 2017

======================================================
Ajay Kumar Sinha Son of Late Upendra Narayan Lal, Resident of Mohalla-
Ram Krishna Nagar, P.S.- Ram Krishna Nagar, District- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar

2. The Chief Engineer Bihar Public Works Department, Patna. 

3. The Superintending Engineer Bihar Public Works Department, Patna. 

4. The Executive Engineer Bihar Public Works Department, Patna. 

5. The Assistant Engineer Bihar Public Works Department, Patna. 
...  ...  Respondent/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Sheo Kumar Prasad, Adv. 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Syed Iqbalahmad – Sc-20

 Mr. Mahtab Alam, AC to SC-20
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. G. ANUPAMA CHAKRAVARTHY

ORAL ORDER

3 24-06-2025 1.  The  Writ  petition  is  filed  seeking  a

direction  for  payment  to  the  petitioner,  who  has

completed the work of Quarter No. 11, Road No. 3

at Kajipur, Patna for the year 2015-16, as per the

agreement No. 378 of 2016-17, and for grant of any

other consequential or incidental relief. 

2.  The  brief  facts  of  the  Writ  petition

disclose that the petitioner completed the work as

per  the  agreement,  and  a  total  amount  of  Rs.

96,900/-  is  payable  to  him.  However,  the

respondent  authority  have  not  made  the  said

payment,  therefore,  the present  Writ  petition  has

been filed. 

3.  A detailed counter affidavit has been
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filed by the respondent,  contending that  the Writ

petition  is  not  maintainable  in  view  of  the  Bihar

Public Works Contracts Disputes Arbitration Tribunal

Act, 2008. If at all the petitioner has any grievance,

he has to file a reference case before the Disputes

Arbitration Tribunal, Patna, which is fully functional. 

4.  At this  juncture,  the Learned counsel

for  the petitioner  contended that  he has made a

representation before the respondent No. 4, as per

Annexure 3, and seeks a relief for a direction to the

authority to dispose of his representation. 

5. Considering that the representation of

the petitioner is pending before the authority, the

concerned  authority  is  directed  to  dispose  of  the

representation within three months from the date of

receipt of this order. 

6.  With  the  aforesaid  observations,  the

Writ petition stands dispose of. 
    

AMANDEEP/-
              (G. Anupama Chakravarthy, J)
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