\ﬂﬁ‘a Cop

1

4 19-01-2016

Arvind/-

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.8192 of 2012

Bhola Prasad Singh son of Late Ganga Dayal Singh, Resident of Village &
P.O. Nisarpura, P.S. Parsa Bazar, Dist.-Patna
........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1, The State of Bihar
Jo.“The State Information Commissioner, Soochna Bhawan, Bailey Road,
Bihar, Patna
3. Joint Secretary-Cum-Additional Registrar, Soochna Bhawan, Bailey
Road, Bihar, Patna
4. Sub-Divisional Officer, Sadar Patna
5. Public Information Officer-cum-Anchaladhikari, Phulwarisharif, Patna
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Appearance :

For the Petitioner/s . None

For the Respondent/s : Mr. Ashok Kumar Pathak AC to GP-11

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA
ORAL ORDER

Despite repeated calls, none appears on behalf of the
petitioner in support of the present writ petition, though the names
of the learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner are
printed in the daily cause list.

The learned State counsel appearing on behalf of the
respondents, on the other hand, submits that the present writ
petition is misconceived at this stage, and the petitioner ought to
have approached the prescribed authority for redressal of his valid
grievances and for mutation of lands in question, but, without
doing that, he has straightaway come to this Court in the present
proceeding, which is not maintainable at this stage.

Be that as it may, since none is appearing on behalf of the
petitioner, the writ petition stands dismissed for want of

prosecution.

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J)
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