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                               THE GAUHATI HIGH COURT 
(HIGH COURT OF ASSAM, NAGALAND, MIZORAM AND ARUNACHAL PRADESH) 

Case No. : WP(C)/2401/2020 

DHRUBAJYOTI GOGOI 
S/O. LT. BHABEN GOGOI, R/O. WARD NO.1, CHAWREKIA GAON, P.O. AND 
P.S. DHAKUAKHANA, DIST. LAKHIMPUR, ASSAM, PIN-787055.

VERSUS 

THE STATE OF ASSAM AND 5 ORS. 
REP. BY THE COMM. AND SECY., TO THE GOVT. OF ASSAM, DEPTT. OF 
MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT, DISPUR, 
GUWAHATI-06, ASSAM.

2:THE DIRECTOR

 MUNICIPAL ADMINISTRATION
 ASSAM DISPUR
 GUWAHATI-06
 ASSAM.

3:THE DY. COMMISSIONER

 LAKHIMPUR
 DIST. LAKHIMPUR
 ASSAM.

4:THE CHAIRPERSON

 DHAKUAKHANA MUNICIPAL BOARD
 DHAKUAKHANA
 ASSAM.

5:THE SUB-DIVISIONAL OFFICER (CIVIL)
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 DHAKUAKHANA SUB DIVISION
 DHAKUAKHANA MUNICIPAL BOARD
 DHAKUAKHANA
 LAKHIMPUR
 ASSAM.

6:THE EXECUTIVE OFFICER

 DHAKUAKHANA MUNICIPAL BOARD
 DHAKUAKHANA
 LAKHIMPUR
 ASSAM 

Advocate for the Petitioner     : MR. P K MAZUMDAR, MR. R K MAZUMDAR 

Advocate for the Respondent : GA, ASSAM,  

                                                                                      

BEFORE
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE N. UNNI KRISHNAN NAIR

ORDER 
Date :  18.09.2024
 

Heard Mr. P. K. Majumdar, learned counsel for the petitioner.

This matter was taken up in the first round and the Court had raised a query

to the learned counsel for the petitioner as to why Mr. Banashyam Gogoi was not

impleaded as respondent no. 7 in terms of the directions passed by this Court vide

order dated 05.02.2021.

Further, on perusal of the materials available on record, Mr. Majumdar was

given time by this  Court  to  reflect  on the same and to  make his  submission.

However,  when  the  matter  was  called  up  in  the  second  half,  there  was  no

representation on behalf of the petitioner.

Having  noticed  that  the  petitioner  had  not  complied  with  the  directions

passed by this Court vide the order dated 05.02.2021 and today, when the matter
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was directed again to be taken up in the second half, there is no representation on

behalf of the petitioner, herein, this Court is left with no alternative but to hold that

the present proceeding would be required to be dismissed for non-prosecution.

Accordingly, the writ petition stands dismissed for non-prosecution.

 

                                                                                                                         JUDGE

Comparing Assistant


