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20-09-2016

J.I_Daktola (ward no. 1), P.S. - Dumara, P.S.- Sitamarhi.

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.4704 of 2015

Ashok Kumar Singh son of Sri Ram Chandra Singh, resident of village-

........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, Revenue Department,
Govt. of Bihar, Patna.
2. The District Magistrate, Sitamarhi.
3. The Director, Consolidation, Bihar, Patna.
4..V_The Deputy Director, Consolidation, Sitamarhi.

6./ The S.D.M. Sitamarhi, Sadar Sitamarhi.

6. The Circle Officer Dumara, Sitamarhi.

7. Sri Jhula Bihari Ji (Sri Ram Janki Ji, Sri Laxman Ji, Sri Hanuman Ji)
through Sri Ram Mohan Das, resident of village- Paktola (ward no. 1),
P.S. - Dumara, P.S.- Sitamarhi.

........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : None.
For the Respondent Nos. 1 to 6 :Mr. Virendra Kumar, AC to SC-13
For the Respondent No. 7 : Mr. Yogendra Mishra, Adv.

Mr. Arvind Kr. Jha, Adv.

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 name
of the learned counsel appearing on his behalf is printed in the
daily cause list.

The learned AC to SC-13 appearing on behalf of the
respondent nos. 1 to 6 and the learned counsel appearing on behalf
of the respondent no.7 are unanimous in their submissions that the
grievances raised on behalf of the petitioner in the present writ
petition have already been redressed and pending appeal has
already been disposed of by order dated 17.8.2016 passed by the
respondent Deputy Director of Consolidation, Sitamarhi. A copy
of the aforesaid order has been brought on record by way of a

supplementary counter-affidavit filed on behalf of the respondent
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no.7, which has been marked as Annexure-I.

In view of the assertions made in the aforesaid
supplementary counter-affidavit, this Court is of the opinion that
the present writ petition has become infructuous as the appeal filed
on behalf of the petitioner has already been disposed of.

Accordingly, the writ petition stands dismissed as

infructuous.
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(Birendra Prasad Verma, J)
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