IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.12398 of 2023

1. Shyam Narayan Prasad son of Late Hari Narayan Prasad, Resident of
Village-Hajipur, P.O. Korari, P.S.-Nagarnausa, District-Nalanda.

2. Manju Kumari, Wife of Sri Narendra Kumar, Resident of Village-Korari,
P.O. Korari, P.S.-Nagarnausa, District-Nalanda.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1.  The State of Bihar through the Additional Chief Secretary, Department of
Revenue and Land Reforms, Govt. of Bihar, New Secretariat, Patna.

The Divisional Commissioner, Patna Division, Patna.
The District Magistrate, Patna.

The Senior Superintendent of Police, Patna

The Sub-Divisional Officer, Patna City, District-Patna.
The Circle Officer, Patna Sadar, Patna.

The Officer-uin-Charge, Alamganj Police Station, P.S.-Alamganj, District-
Patna.

N kWD

8.  Ramashankar Prasad, son of Lalbabu Prasad, Resident of Babuaganj, P.O.-
Gulzarbagh, P.S.-Alamganj, District-Patna.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Bipin Bihari Singh
For the Respondent No. 8 : Mr. Satyabir Bharti
Ms. Kanu Priya
For the Respondent/s : Mr.Rishi Raj Sinha (Sc19)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SANDEEP KUMAR
ORAL ORDER

3 05-12-2023 The present writ petition has been filed for the

following prayer:-

“The present application has been filed for
directing State respondents especially District Magistrate
and Senior Superintendent of Police, Patna for providing
protection to life, personal liberty and property exists in
Thana No. 11, Tauji No. 303, Khata No. 618, Plot No. 1284
area measuring 5.5 dismil purchased for residential

1

house.’
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2. The S.H.O., Alamganj Police Station has appeared.
Learned Advocate for the Respondent No. 8 has also appeared.

3. The Respondents have submitted that the
Respondent No. 8 has not created any disturbance and false
allegations levelled by the petitioner. The Circle Officer had
gone to measure the land in question, but the land could not be
identified because of the wrong boundary-wall erected by the
petitioner and it appeared to the district officials that the land of
the petitioner as has been claimed by him is suspicious.

4. In view of the above, the petitioner may file a title
suit in the court below for the relief which he wants.

5. This application is dismissed.

6. The personal appearance of the S.H.O., Alamgan;j is

dispensed with.

(Sandeep Kumar, J)

Saif/-




