
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8235 of 2023

======================================================
Shamshad Khan Son of Md. Kaleem Khan Resident of Samanpura Madarsa
Gali Raza Bazar P.S. Shastri Nagar, District- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary Department of Homes.

2. The Inspector General of Police, Patna.

3. The District Magistrate, Patna.

4. The Licencing Authority cum State Durgs Controller, Bihar Patna.

5. The Municipal Commissioner, Patna.

6. The Superintendent of Police, Patna.

7. The Sub Divisional Officer, Sadar, Patna.

8. The In-charge, Hawai Adda Police Station Patna.

9. Shakeel Ahmad, S/o Ekramul Haque Resident of Samanpura Madarsa Gali
Raza Bazar P.S. Shastri Nagar District - Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Anupa Nand Jha, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Md. Nadim Seraj (GP 5)

:  Mr. Shailesh Kumar, AC to GP 5
For P.M.C. :  Mr. Prasoon Sinha, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

3 27-06-2023   The  present  petition  has  been  filed  seeking  the

following reliefs :-  

“(i)  For  stopping  the  illegal  Business  of

Drugs  by  the  Respondent  No  9  in  the

petitioner's Premises bearing Khata No 106.

Khesra  No 1075,  Area 0.4687, Holding No

1249/470 situated in the Mohalla Raja Bazar,

Baily Road, Patna, which was purchased by

the  petitioner  in  the  year  2019  through

registered Sale Deed.
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(ii) To direct the Official Respondents not to

protect the Respondent No 9 (Honour of the

M/s Millat Medical Hall) in illegal business,

in which the drug license of the Respondent

No 9 was cancelled much earlier in the year

of 2021 itself.

(iii)  To  direct  the  respondents  to  initiate  a

proceeding  against  the  respondent  no  9  as

per the law for running illegal business in the

premises, described as by the petitioner.

(iv) To direct the respondent no. 9 to pay the

compensation to the petitioner for the loss of

heavy money, which was invested by him for

their  business  purpose,  in  the  premises,  as

mentioned.”

At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner

seeks  liberty  on  behalf  of  the  petitioner  to  avail  such  other

alternative remedies,  as are otherwise available under the law

for redressal of his grievances. Liberty so sought, is granted.

The writ petition stands disposed off as not pressed.   
    

rinkee/-

(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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