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IN THE HIGH COURT OF MEGHALAYA 
AT SHILLONG 

 
WP(C) No. 326 of 2013 

 

Md. Nasimuddin Ansari, 
S/o Late M.B. Ansari, 
Research and Development Establishment, 
(Border Road Organisation), Nongmynsong, 
Shillong, East Khasi Hills District, 
Meghalaya. 

       ...   Petitioner 

- Versus –  
1. The Union of India  
 represented by the Secretary, 

Ministry of Road Transport and Highway, 
Border Road Development Board, 
New Delhi. 

 
2. The Director General Border Roads, 

Seema Sadak Bhawan, Ring Road, 
Delhi Cantonment – 110010. 
 

3. The Chief Engineer, 
Headquarter: Project Himank, 
C/O 56 APO 

                                                                         ... Respondents 

BEFORE 
HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE V.P. VAISH 

Present 

Mr. R. Jha, Advocate   : Counsel for Petitioner 

Mr. R. Debnath, Advocate  : Counsel for Respondents 

Date of Hearing    : 26.09.2017 

Date of Order    : 26.09.2017 

O R D E R 

 

  By way of the present petition, the petitioner seeks 

quashing of entry of the Interim Confidential Report from 16th 

December, 2005 to 31st March, 2006 and 1st April, 2006 to 22nd 

September, 2006. The petitioner also seeks setting aside and 
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quashing of impugned order dated 22nd September, 2008, Signal 

dated 10th October, 2008 as well as rejection order dated 9th 

January, 2009. 

2.  During the course of arguments, Mr. R. Jha, learned 

counsel for the petitioner submits that the petitioner does not want 

to pursue the present petition and seeks permission to withdraw the 

present petition with liberty to file a fresh petition, if occasion so 

arises. He has also moved an application for withdrawal of the 

present petition with liberty to file a fresh, which is taken on record. 

3.  Mr. R. Debnath, learned counsel for the respondents 

submits that he has no objection to the submissions made by 

learned counsel for the petitioner. 

4.  In view of the facts and circumstances of the case and 

submissions made by learned counsel for the parties as well as the 

application for withdrawal of the writ petition, the present petition is 

dismissed as withdrawn with the liberty aforesaid.  

5.  The writ petition stands disposed of. 

  

Dated: 26th September, 2017                                            JUDGE 

 

 

V. Lyndem 

 


