
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.1476 of 2014

Arising out of
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9391 of 2011

======================================================
Most. Sawari Devi, wife of Late Anand Lal, resident of village- Jalalpur, P.O.-
Jalalpur, P.S.-Kuchaikot, District- Gopalganj, presently resident and allottee
of  M.I.G.  House  No.-181,  Hanuman  Nagar,  P.S.-Patrakar  Nagar,  District-
Patna. 

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State  of Bihar  through the Principal  Secretary,  Housing Department,
Govt. of Bihar, Nirman Bhawan, Patna. 

2. Sri  Anupam  Kumar  Suman,  I.R.S.,  the  Managing  Director,  Bihar  State
Housing  Board,  6  Sardar  Patel  Road,  P.S.-Sachiwalay,  in  the  Town and
District- Patna. 

3. The  Secretary,  Bihar  State  Housing  Board,  6  Sardar  Patel  Road,  P.S.-
Sachiwalay, in the Town and District- Patna. 

4. The  Manager  Estate-cum-Addl.  Secretary,  Bihar  State  Housing  Board,  6
Sardar Patel Road, P.S.-Sachiwalay, in the Town and District- Patna. 

5. The  Executive  Engineer,  Bihar  State  Housing  Board,  Patna  Division-1,
Kankarbagh, P.S.-Patrakar Nagar, District- Patna.

6. The  Hon'ble  Minister,  Housing  Department,  Govt.  of  Bihar,  Nirman
Bhawan, Patna. 

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None
For the BSHB :  Mr. Pawan Kumar, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN AMANULLAH

ORAL JUDGMENT
Date : 16-10-2019

Nobody appears on behalf of the petitioner. 

2. Learned counsel for the Bihar State Housing Board

(hereinafter referred to as the ‘Board’) has assisted the Court. 

3. 3rd supplementary  show  cause  has  been  filed  on

behalf of the Board from which it transpires that the order dated
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17.05.2013 passed in CWJC No.9391 of 2011 has been complied

with.

4. On  18.07.2018,  the  Court  had  recorded  that  on

previous  day  also  nobody  had  appeared  to  prosecute  the  case.

Thus, it was dismissed for want of prosecution. However, later on,

it  was  restored.  Thereafter,  on  30.09.2019  also,  nobody  had

appeared on behalf of the petitioner and the matter was adjourned. 

5. In the aforesaid background and taking note of the

materials brought on record in the 3rd supplementary show cause

filed on behalf of the Board, the Court finds nothing remains in the

present application. 

6. Accordingly, the same stands disposed off. 

J. Alam/-

(Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J)
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