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02-09-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.7158 of 2017

Jitendra Kumar Son of Sri Ram Prasad, resident of Village- Teni Bigha, P.S.
Jehanabad, District- Jehanabad.

...... Petitioner/s

Versus

The State Of Bihar

The Nagar Parishad Jehanabad through Executive Officer, Nagar Parishad,
Jehanabad.

The Chairman, Nagar Parishad, Jehanabad.
The Executive Officer, Nagar Parishad, Jehanabad.

Mohan Yadav, son of Ram Charitar Yadav, resident of Village- Milky, P.S.
Karauna, O.P., P.O. Bhemar Sikaria, District- Jehanabad.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Shailesh Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s Mr. Sajid Salim Khan-SC 25

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY
ORAL ORDER

Heard the parties.
2. This writ petition has been filed for the following
reliefs:-

“(i) For issuance of a writ of mandamus for
direction to the respondents specially respondent
no. 3 and 4 to cancel of the settlement of Bus/Jeep
stand, Jehanabad for financial year 2017-18 by
quashing the letter of settlement dt. 15.03.2017
after its production by the respondents as the letter
of settlement could not be supplied to the petitioner
despite making all possible effort even under Right
to Information Act, which has been settled illegally
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in favour of respondent no. 5 on 15.03.2017
pursuance to notice inviting tender published in
daily news paper "Prabhat Khabar" dt. 05.03.2017
without any notice/information of opening of bid to
the other five bidders/aspirants including the
petitioner.

(ii) For issuance of a writ of mandamus
commanding the respondent no. 4 to produce the
record of settlement of Bus/Jeep stand, Jehanabad
(2017-18) which has illegally been settled in
favour of respondent no. 5 on 15.03.2017 in
connivance with respondents authorities pursuance
to defective notice inviting tender published in
daily news paper "Prabhat Khabar dt. 05.03.2017
and the said record of opening bid could not be
given to the petitioner despite all possible effort
even under Right to Information Act.

(iii) For issuance of a writ of mandamus for
direction to the respondents that after cancelling
the entire tender process a fresh NIT be published
for settlement of Bus/Jeep stand, Jehanabad which
has illegally been settled in favour of respondent
no. 5 on 15.03.2017 without any notice/information
to the other bidders likewise the petitioner.

(iv) For issuance of a writ of mandamus for
direction to the respondents that respondent no. 5
be restrained from realizing the toll from the
bus/Jeep owners till final adjudication of the
present writ application as the settlement in his

favour dt. 15,03.2017 is based upon illegal
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foundation of law.

(v) For issuance of any other relief / reliefs which
may deem fit and proper of the facts and

circumstances of the case and for which the

b

petitioner may entitle.’

3. It has been candidly accepted by the learned
counsel for the petitioner that with the passage of time the writ
application has become infructuous and, as such, he may be

permitted to withdraw the writ application.

4. The same is disposed of as infructuous.

(Rajiv Roy, J)

K.C.Jha/-




