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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11621 of 2015

1. Dr. Md. Nabi Hassan, son of Late Md. Hanif, resident of village- Milki
(Kajichak), Nagar Panchayat, Sahibganj, Police Station- Sahebganj, in
the district of Muzaffarpur

........ Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Urban Development
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna
. The Commissioner, Tirhut Pramandal, Muzaffarpur

\ 8..The District Magistrate, Muzaffarpur

4. The Nagar Panchayat, Sahebganj through its Executive Officer
5. The Executive Officer, Nagar Panchayat, Sahebganj in the district of
Muzaffarpur

........ Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Nagendra Pd. Yadav
For the Respondent/s  :  Mr. Roy Shivaji Nath, AAG-3
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
and
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SAMARENDRA PRATAP
SINGH
ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE)

Heard Mr. Nagendra Prasad Yadav, learned counsel for
the petitioner, and Mr. Roy Shivaji Nath, learned Additional
Advocate General No. 3, appearing for the State respondents.

After some arguments, learned counsel for the petitioner
seeks permission to withdraw this writ application with liberty to
the petitioner to make representation to respondent No.4, namely,
Nagar Panchayat, Sahebganj through its Executive Officer,
Muzaffarpur, in writing, along with a certified copy of the this

order and a copy of the present writ petition with annexures



A.ll-

Patna High Court CWJC No.11621 of 2015 (3) dt.02-02-2016

thereto, who shall, upon receiving the representation as directed
hereinabove, dispose of the same, in accordance with law, by
making a speaking order within a period of one month from the
date of receipt of the representation.

If the petitioner is aggrieved by the order/orders, which
may be passed by the respondent No.4, namely, Nagar Panchayat,
Sahebganj through its Executive Officer, Muzaffarpur, and/or by
the decision or decisions, which may be arrived at by respondent
4, aforementioned, the petitioner shall remain at liberty to take
recourse to such provisions of law as may be permissible.

With the above observations and directions, this writ

application shall stand disposed of as withdrawn.

(1.A. Ansari, ACJ)

(Samarendra Pratap Singh, J)



