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15.01.2015

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.12921 of 2011

Krishna Nand Singh S/o Late Rajpati Singh R/O Vill.- Dhobaghat, P..S-
Gidhaur, Distt.- Jamui
Petitioner/s
Versus
1. TheState of Bihar
2. The District Magistrate, Jamui
3. The Block Development Officer, Laxmipur, Distt.- Jamui
4. The Block Development Officer, Sikandara, Distt.- Jamui
. The District Provident Fund Officer, Jamui

6. -The District Magistrate, Banka

7. The Block Development Officer, Belhar, Distt.- Banka

8. The District Provident Fund Officer, Banka

9. The District Magistrate, Bhagalpur

10. The District Provident Fund Officer, Bhagalpur

11. The District Magistrate, Darbhanga

12. The Block Development Officer, Benipur, Distt.- Darbhanga

13. The District Provident Fund Officer, Darbhanga

14. The District Magistrate/Deputy Commissioner, Dumka (Jharkhand)
15. The Block Development Officer, Masaliya, Distt.- Dumka (Jahrkhand)
16. The District Provident Fund Officer, Dumka (Jharkhand)

17. The District Magistrate/Deputy Commissioner, Deoghar(Jharkhand)
18. The Block Development Officer, Karau, Distt.- Deoghar(Jharkhand)
19. The District Provident Fund Officer, Deoghar(Jharkhand)

...._Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr.
For the Respondent/s . Mr.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AHSANUDDIN
AMANULLAH
ORAL ORDER

Nobody appears on behalf of the petitioner.
Learned counsel for the State is present.

On 23.12.2014 also nobody had appeared on
behalf of the petitioner, though learned counsel for the State
was present.

From the record it transpires that in the

counter affidavit filed on behalf of respondents no. 2 and 3, the
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stand is that all admitted dues to the petitioner have been paid
to him.

In view of the fact that neither anybody
appears on behalf of the petitioner today nor rejoinder has
been filed to the counter affidavit, copy of which was served on
learned counsel for the petitioner on 17.10.2012, the Court
can only presume that the grievance of the petitioner stands
redressed.

Accordingly, the application stands disposed

off.

(Ahsanuddin Amanullah, J.)
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