IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.11284 of 2011

Lal Muni Singh S/O Late Ram Lochan Singh R/O Vill.- Jagdishpur, Police
‘E‘—E Co /> Station- Natwar, Dist.- Rohtas
K\ J

........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State Of Bihar
2. The District Magistrate Rohtas at Sasaram
3. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Mohania (Kaimur)
4, 4J’he Anchal Adhikari, Kudra (Kaimur)
O r \ P5..The Superintendent of Police Rohtas at Sasaram
OFF\ Gt 6. The Deputy Superintendent of Police Rohtas at Sasaram
7. The Officer-In-Charge, Kudra Police Station- Kaimur
8. Shambhu Nath Agrahari S/O Gopi Nath Agrahari R/O Vill.- Parsathua,
Police Station- Kochas, Distt.- Rohtas

........ Respondent/s
Appearance:
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Sanjay Kumar
For the Respondent/s  :  Mr. Avnish Nandan Sinha GP-11
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR
MANDAL
ORAL ORDER
3 14-09-2015 Heard Mr. Buxi S.R.P.Sinha for the petitioner and

counsel for the State.

The writ application was filed in 2011 questioning the
action of the respondents in forcible harvesting of the wheat crop
standing on the plot of the petitioner having an area of 2.50 acres
of land purportedly in connection with an order passed by the Sub-
Divisional Officer in a proceeding under sections 144/145 Cr.
P.C.. The order is, however, not on record.

Mr. Sinha has rightly pointed out that the application has

become infructuous. He, however, submits that the order passed
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by the authority on the basis whereof the harvesting of the crops
was made should not affect the case of the petitioner in case a
proceeding for declaration of a title and possession is filed in the
court of competent civil jurisdiction. Prime facie, the submission
appears to be correct and logical.

Be that as it may, considering the fact that the petition

has become infructuous, it is dismissed as such.

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J)




