
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4695 of 2014 

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

1. Most. Chandrawati Kunwar W/O Late Vishwanath Singh R/O Village - 

Panwari, P.S. Sikrahata, District - Bhojpur 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 

1. The State Of Bihar Through The Secretary, Revenue And Land Reforms 

Department, Govt. Of Bihar, Patna   

2. The Additional Secretary, Revenue And Land Reforms Department, 

Govt. Of Bihar, Patna   

3. The Collector, District Bhojpur At Ara   

4. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Piro, District - Bhojpur   

5. The Deputy Collector, Land Reforms, Piro, District - Bhojpur   

6. The Circle Officer Of Tarari Under Piro Sub-Division, District - Bhojpur   

7. The Superintendent Of Police, Bhojpur At Ara   

8. The Officer Incharge, Sikrahata Police Station, Piro Sub-Division, 

District - Bhojpur   

9. Bibha Devi Wife Of Subesh Singh Resident Of Village - Panwari, P.S. 

Sikrahata, District - Bhojpur 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      None 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Sc10- Sheo Shankar Prasad 

====================================================== 
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR MANDAL 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4 30-09-2016 Heard. 

A counter affidavit is filed on behalf of the respondent no. 

4. There is no rejoinder thereto. 

In this writ petition filed under Article 226 of the 

Constitution of India, the legality of the order dated 27.12.2013 

(Annexure-6) passed by the respondent Sub-Divisional Officer has 

been challenged. By the said order, the Sub-Divisional Officer 

directed for unlocking the door of the room so that the same would 

handed over to applicant-respondent no. 9. 
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Counsel for the State has pointed out with reference to the 

statement made in the counter affidavit that the petitioner has 

already filed a title suit in respect to the subject matter of the 

present case. 

Counsel for the respondent no. 9 has also taken the similar 

stand. 

In view of the aforesaid, this Court is not inclined to invoke 

its extraordinary and discretionary writ jurisdiction. 

The writ application is dismissed. 

 

 
 

Pankaj/- 
(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J) 
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