
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10600 of 2015 

====================================================== 

Rajesh Kumar Sharma,  son of late Yogendra Sharma, resident of Kaudihar 

Chowk, Raxaul, P S – Raxaul, District – East Champaran 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar, through Commissioner-cum-Principal Secretary, 

Department of Forest & Environment, Government of Bihar, Patna. 

2. The Principal Chief Conservator of Forest, Department of Forest, and 

Environment, Bihar, Patna. 

3. The District Level Committee constituted under Letter No.2675 dated 

30.08.2010 of the Department of Forest and Environment, through  its 

Chairman-cum-Divisional Commissioner, Tirhut Division, Muzaffarpur. 

4. The Regional Chief Conservator of Forest, Tirhut Forest Division, 

Muzaffarpur. 

5. The Licensing Authority cum Divisional Forest Officer, Motihari 

Forrest Division, District – East Champaran. 

6. The Ranger of Forest, Raxaul, District – East Champaran.   

7. The Forester, Raxaul, District – East Champaran. 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Alok Kumar Agrawal 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Mithilesh Kumar Pathak 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 24-07-2015 Heard counsel for the parties. 

Writ application is disposed of in terms of the order and 

direction passed in LPA No. 1216 of 2015, arising out of CWJC 

No. 8308 of 2015, decided on 7.7.22015. A copy of the said order 

is annexed as Annexure-11. 

The stand of the petitioner is that his case falls within the 

realm of the adjudication made by the Division Bench. Therefore, 

his case should also be considered whitish the parameters of the 

direction given by the Division Bench. 



Patna High Court CWJC No.10600 of 2015 (2) dt.24-07-2015 

 

 2 / 2 

 

2 

Writ application is disposed of.  

The impugned order, contained in Annexue-4, dated 31
st
 

Marc, 2015 is set aside. Let an early decision in this regard be 

taken on the status of the petitioner.  

 

 

 

R.K.Pathak/- 

(Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J) 
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