
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9317 of 2016

======================================================
M/s S. K. P. Enterprises Son of Shri Tarachand Poddar resident of Sheonagar,
South Dariyapur, Police Station Parsa Bazar, District - Patna

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  Bihar  Police  Building  Construction  Corporation,  through  its  Chief
Managing Director, Kautilya Nagar, Patna.

2. The  Chief  Managing  Director,  Bihar  Police  Building  Construction
Corporation, Kautilya Nagar, Patna. 

3. The  Superintending  Engineer,  Circle  No.  2,  Bihar  Police  Building
Construction Corporation, Kautilya Nagar, Patna.

4. The Executive Engineer,  Bihar Police Building Construction Corporation,
Rajgir Division, Rajgir, District- Nalanda. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Ranjit Kumar Singh, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Prasoon Sinha, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI
                                                          and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A. ABHISHEK REDDY 

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE P. B. BAJANTHRI)

4 15-05-2023  Learned counsel for the State/Corporation submitted

that even if the petitioner is prepared to install  the remaining

Solar Lights, the corporation would permit. In this regard, the

State/Corporation  is  hereby  directed  to  communicate  to  the

petitioner for installation of balance remaining solar lights while

assigning sufficient and reasonable time to install. The petitioner

is  also  hereby  directed  to  give  his  consent  to  concerned

authority.  Since matter  is  of  the year 2016, Corporation shall

consider to extend escalation price. 



Patna High Court CWJC No.9317 of 2016(4) dt.15-05-2023
2/2 

2.  The  above  exercise  shall  be  completed  by

Corporation and petitioner within a period of two months from

the date of receipt of this order.

3. Accordingly, the present petition stand disposed of.

4.  In  the  event  of  inaction  on  behalf  of  the

Corporation,  the  petitioner  is  permitted  to  file  interlocutory

application to revive the present order.
    

shoaib/Ayush

(P. B. Bajanthri, J) 

 (A. Abhishek Reddy , J)
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