
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4497 of 2014 

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

1. Kanta Devi Agrawal W/o Late Ratan Lal Agrawal  

2. Ashok Kumar Agrawal   

3. Mahesh Kumar Agrawal  

Both Sons Of Late Ratan Lal Agrawal  

All Residents Of Village & P.O. - Tehta, P.S. - Makhdumpur, District 

Jehanabad 

 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar Through I.G. Registration, Bihar, Patna   

2. The Collector, Jehanabad   

3. The Deputy Collector Land Reforms, Jehanabad   

4. The Secretary-Cum-Registration I.G., Bihar, Patna   

5. The District Sub-Registrar, Jehanabad   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. K.D. Chatterjee, Sr. Advocate   

                                               Mr. Ray Saurabh Nath 

For the Respondent/s       :     AC to  SC-6  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

11 18-04-2016 The present writ petition was listed under the heading 

“For Orders On Petition” since in this case an interlocutory 

application was filed vide I.A. No. 2540 of 2016 with a prayer to  

allow the petitioners to  amend prayer in the writ petition.  Along 

with the interlocutory application the petitioner has also filed a 

supplementary affidavit  on 29
th
  March 2016.  

Sri K.D. Chatterjee, learned senior counsel,  assisted by 

Sri Rai Saurabh Nath, learned counsel for the petitioners, in 

presence of learned AC to SC No. 6 submits that in view of the 

statement made in paragraph no. 6 of the supplementary affidavit  
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no purpose would be served in passing  any order on the 

interlocutory application  or on the merit of the writ petition. He 

submits that during the pendency of the present writ petition 

petitioners have already filed an appeal under Section 72 of the 

Registration Act before the Collector , Jehanabad. 

With the consent of the parties, the writ petition is being 

disposed of   even under the heading “For Orders On Petition” 

with an observation that the learned Collector may examine the  

appeal of the petitioners in accordance with law expeditiously. 

The writ petition stands disposed of. 

 

 

 
 

 

Praful/- 

(Rakesh Kumar, J) 
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