
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.17894 of 2013 

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

1. Rajiv Kumar Agrwal son of late Arvind Kumar Agrawal 

2. Anjan Kumar Agrawal minor son of Rajiv Kumar Agrawal, under 

the guardianship of his father Rajiv Kumar Agrawal, all resident of 

Mauza Mokimpur(Mungeriaganj) P.S. and District Begusarai   

 

…….. Plaintiff/   Petitioner/s 

 

Versus 

 

1. Rabindra Narayan Agrawal son of Bishundeo Narayan Agrawal 

2. Jitendra Narayan Agrawal son of Rabindra Narayan Agrawal 

3. Abha Rani wife of Ravindra Narayan Agrawal 

4. Meenaskshi Kumari D/o- Rabindra Narayan Agrawal, All resident 

of Mauza Mokimpur (Mungeriaganj) P.S. and District Begusarai           

…Defendants 1st
 set/respondent 1

st
 set 

5. Smt. Indira Rani D/o- Late Bishundeo Narayan Agrawal and wife of 

Rai Abhay Krishna, resident of Anand Bagh Patna City Patna 

6. Smt. Shobha Rani Agrawal wife of late Arvind Kumar 

7. Dr. Sanjiv Kumar son of late Arvind Narayan Agrawal, both (6) and 

(7) are residents of Mauza Mokimpur (Mungeriaganj) P.S. and 

District Begusarai 

8. Mirdula Rani D/o- Late Arvind Narayan Agrawal, Resident of 

Mauza Mokimpur (Mungeriaganj) P.S. and Distsrict Begusarai 

 

Defendants 3
rd

 set/Respondents 3
rd

 set 

 

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Dhrub Narayan Singh, Adv. 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Mrigank Mauli, Adv.  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 28-09-2016  Heard Mr. Dhrub Narayan, learned Senior counsel for the 

petitioners and Mr. Mrigank Mauli learned counsel for the 

respondents.  

 This is another writ petition in the chain of litigations that 

has ensued between the parties. This time plaintiff-petitioner 

objects to the permission granted by the trial court to the 
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defendants for disposing of a portion of the suit property. The 

discretion in this regard is entirely vested in the trial court and 

since there is no jurisdictional error found in the exercise nor the 

permission reflects perversity,  I am not persuaded to interfere 

with the order passed. 

 The writ petition is disposed of. 

 

 
 

 

Bibhash/- 

                                       (Jyoti Saran, J) 
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