IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.17123 of 2025

M/s Ashutosh Kumar Verma through its Proprietor Ashutosh Kumar Verma
Aged about - 53 years, Male, S/o Baburam Verma, R/o vill.- Dhusurao,
Atkonwa, P.O.- Oel, District- Lakhimpur-Kheri, Office Address- Vill-
Atkonwa, P.O.- Oel, District- Lakhimpur- Kheri.
...... Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Secretary, the Road Construction
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Secretary, the Road Construction Department, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

3. The Engineer-in-Chief, the Road Construction Department, Government of
Bihar, Patna.

4.  The Chief Engineer (North), Road Construction Department, Bihar.

The Executive Engineer, Road Construction Department, Chhapra Division.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Ranjan Kumar Srivastava, Advocate
For the State : Mr. Sunil Kr. Mandal, SC-3

Mr. Arjun Prasad, AC to SC-3

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
and
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH KUMAR VERMA
ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE)

3 20-07-2026 Heard learned counsel for the parties.
2. Following is the relief sought for in the present writ
application:-

“A. For issuance of an appropriate
writ(s), order(s), direction(s) in the nature of
Mandamus, commanding and directing the
Respondents to  consider and decide the
objections/complaints submitted by the Petitioner
dated 02.09.2025 and 19.09.2025 and 19.09.2025 in
accordance with Clause 5.2 of the Technical Bid
Assessment Committees decision dated 01.09.2025;



Patna High Court CWJC No.17123 of 2025(3) dt.20-07-2026
2/2

B. For issuance of an appropriate
writ(s), order(s), or direction(s) in the nature of
Mandamus, commanding and directing the
Respondents to stay the opening of financial bids of
other technically successful bidders until the
Petitioner’s objections are duly considered.

C. Pass such other Order/Orders as
your Lordships may deem fit and proper.”

3. Learned counsel for the respondent submits that the
tender process in question has already been completed as a work
order has already been issued in favour of one successful bidder.

4. In view of the aforesaid submission, this Court is of
the view that the present writ application has become
infructuous and no further order is required to be passed in the
present matter.

5. Accordingly, the present writ application stands
disposed of as having become infructuous.

6. Pending application(s), if any, shall also stand

disposed of.

(Sudhir Singh, ACJ)

(Rajesh Kumar Verma, J)
Sachin/-
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