
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 986 of 2012

======================================================
Prem Kumar  Sinha,  S/o  Late  Yugal  Kishore  Prasad Sinha,  R/o  Mohalla  -
Ashok Nagar, Kankarbagh Colony, District - Patna

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Welfare  Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna

2. The Administrator, Bihar State Scheduled Caste Co-Operative Development
Corporation Ltd, Malyanil Bhawan, Budha Colony, Patna

3. The  Secretary,  Bihar  State  Schedule  Caste  Co-Operative  Development
Corporation Ltd, Malyanil Bhawan, Budha Marg, Patna

4. District  Executive  Officer,  Divisional  Office,  Bihar  State  Schedule  Caste
Development Corporation Ltd, Munger

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  N O N E
For the Corporation :  Mr Ranjeet Kr Pandey, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

4 21-10-2019 It  is  submitted  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the

respondent-Corporation  that  in  view  of  Annexure  A  to  the

counter affidavit that is Communication dated 21.02.2012 sent

by the petitioner to the Administrator to the effect that he has

instructed his lawyer not to pursue his proceedings arising out of

CWJC No 986 of 2012, the writ petition should be dismissed.

This Court would finds that such communication of

the petitioner has been enclosed in the counter affidavit and was

served on the petitioner’s counsel way back on 15th March, 2012

itself.  The order sheet further reveals that lastly when the matter
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was taken up on 23.05.2017, none had appeared on behalf of the

petitioner.  Today also, when the matter is called out, there is

none to represent the petitioner nor any prayer has been made

for adjournment.

Without going into the merits of the submission of the

learned counsel for the respondent-Corporation, writ petition is

dismissed for want of prosecution.  
    

M.E.H./-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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