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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Letters Patent Appeal N0.1475 of 2013
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 19497 of 2011
With
Interlocutory Application No. 8148 of 2013

Jitu Chaudhary Son Of Late Bechan Chaudhary Resident Of Lodipur,
Punpun, District- Patna

Appellant/s
Versus

1. Moradhvaj Kishore Singh Son Of Late Rama Shish Singh Resident Of
R.K. Puram, Khagaul Road, Mainpura, P.S. Danapur, District- Patna

2. Neelu Kumari Wife Of Vimleshwar Prasad Singh Resident Of R.K.
Puram, Khagaul Road, Mainpura, P.S. Danapur, District- Patna

3. Rajkali Devi Wife Of Raj Mandal Panjiyar Resident Of R.K. Puram,
Khagaul Road, Mainpura, P.S. Danapur, District- Patna

4. Srikant Pal Son Of Late Gangafal Pal Resident Of R.K. Puram, Khagaul

Road, Mainpura, P.S. Danapur, District- Patna

The State Of Bihar

The Deputy Collector Land Reforms, Danapur

The Circle Officer, Danapur, District- Patna

Phagu Chaudhary @ Jitu Choudhary Son Of Mauzi Chaudhary Resident

Of Naya Tola, Saguna, P.S. Danapur, District- Patna

9. Mostt. Mangari Devi Daughter Of Late Chuha Chaudhary @ Late
Sahdev Chaudhary Resident Of Akaluchak, P.S.- Sahpur, P.O.- Jamasot,
District- Patna, Presently Resident Of Anisabad, Ragunath Tola, P.O.-
Anisabad, P.S.- Gardanibag, District- Patna

10. Laxman Chaudhary Son Of Late Sahdev Chaudhary Resident Of
Akaluchak, P.S.- Sahpur, P.O.- Jamasot, District- Patna, Presently
Resident Of Anisabad, Ragunath Tola, P.O.- Anisabad, P.S.-
Gardanibag, District- Patna

N O

...._Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s : Mr. Gopesh Kumar
For the Respondent/s  :  Mr. Amar Nath Deo

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR
TRIPATHI

and

HONOURABLE JUSTICE SMT. NILU AGRAWAL
ORAL ORDER
(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI)

C.W.J.C. No. 19497 of 2011 is still pending. The status

quo order was passed by the learned Single Judge on 20" March,
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2012. That order is under challenge and that too after a delay of
more than one year, four months and ten days.

It would be in the interest of things that the parties co-
operate and get the writ application itself decided, instead of this
frivolous litigation at a tangent. The limitation petition which is

I.A. No. 8148 of 2013 is dismissed, so is the appeal.

(Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J)

(Nilu Agrawal, J)
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