
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1264 of 2023

======================================================
Rajendra Prasad Gupta @ Rajendra Gupta Son of Late RamEkbal Gupta @
Late  Ram  Ekbal  Bhagat,  Resident  of  Village-  Harda  Bazar  P.S.-  K.Hat
Maranga, District- Purnea.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the District Collector, Purnea.

2. The Deputy Collector, Land Reform, Sadar, Purnea.

3. The Sub-Divisional Officer (S.D.O.), Purnea.

4. The  Assistant  Consolidation  Officer  (Sahayak  Chakbandi  Padadhikari),
Purnea, East, Purnea.

5. The Circle Officer, Purnea, East, Purnea.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Vijay Shankar Shrivastava, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Rishi Raj Sinha ( Sc 19 )
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

4 12-11-2024 1. Though the present writ petition has been filed for

quashing the proceedings of the Encroachment Case No.16 of

2022-23, initiated by the Circle Officer,  Purnea East, Purnea,

however, at the outset, the learned counsel for the respondent-

State has submitted by referring to paragraph no.7 of the counter

affidavit  filed  on behalf  of  the  District  Magistrate,  Purnea  on

11.11.2024  that  the  aforesaid  encroachment  proceedings  have

been dropped qua the petitioner, inasmuch as, during the course

of verification conducted by the joint committee, it has transpired

that  earlier  also  encroachment  proceeding  was  initiated  vide

Encroachment  Case  No.20  of  1995-96  and  vide  order  dated
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13.07.1995,  the  said  proceeding  was  dropped,  finding  the

petitioner to be the owner of the land/property in question.

2. In view of the aforesaid stand taken in paragraph

no.7  of  the  counter  affidavit,  the  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner  submits  that  if  it  be  so,  the  petitioner  is  now not

having any subsisting grievance.

3.  Accordingly,  the  present  writ  petition  stands

disposed off.
    

Saurav/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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