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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.16676 of 2013

Smt. Dhanarajia Devi Wife Of Sri Moti Lal Singh Resident Of House
No.- 3, Kailash Enclave, Shivpuri, Police Station- Shashtri Nagar,
District- Patna

Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State Of Bihar
2. The Principal Secretary, Nagar Vikas Awam Bibhag, Government Of
Bihar, Patna

\ 3./ The Executive Officer, Danapur Nagar Parishad, Danapur, Bihar

4. Sri Bijay Kumar, Architect, C.A. No. 84/8525, Empanalment No. 09/09-
10, Nagar Parishad, Danapur Nizamat, Danapur, Patna

5. Sri Shailesh Ranjan, Architect, Nagar Parishad, Danapur Nizamat,
Danapur, Patna

6. M/S Nissa Realtors Pvt. Ltd. Having Corporate Identity no. “u 70102 dl
Ptc 160221', Pan No." AACCN 4833 B' And It’s Registered Office
C-1/218, New Kundali, New Delhi- 110096, Head Office at B-11, Jop
Plaza, Sector- 18, Noida Gautambudh Nagar, U.P. Presently its Branch
Office at Second Floor, Sarkar Market Boring Road Crossing, Patna-
800001, Bihar through its Managing Director Sri Prabhat Kumar Verma
S/O Ashok Kumar Verma R/O Village Banni, Post Nagra, District
Chhapra, Bihar.

.... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Anil Kumar Sinha
For the Respondent/s : Mr. Devendra Kr Sinha
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR
MANDAL
ORAL ORDER

Heard.

On going through the writ petition, it appears that the
petitioner initially created document in favour of the respondent
no. 6 for developing the plot by constructing multi-storied
building. Subsequently, a dispute arose between them and the

petitioner unilaterally revoked/cancelled the Power of Attorney.



rohit/-

Patna High Court CWJC No.16676 of 2013 (3) dt.01-04-2016

2/2

The present application seeks a direction upon the respondents
particularly Nagar Parishad, Danapur to cancel the project map
of the respondent no. 6.

The counsel for the respondent-State as well as the
Nagar Parishad, Danapur have rightly submitted that a dispute of
such nature, which 1s between two individuals, cannot be
resolved in writ jurisdiction. The remedy lies elsewhere.

Agreeing with the submission of the respondents, the
writ application is dismissed. Dismissal of this application shall,
however, not preclude the petitioner from ventilating his
grievance before appropriate Forum/Authority in accordance

with law.

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J)




