10-05-2024

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No0.407 of 2023
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.14452 of 2019

Reliable Enterprises Patna through its proprietor Rishu Shree (male, aged
about 32 years, Son of Binod Kumar Sinha, Flat No. - 201, Lalita Nikun;j
Apartment, Bengali Road, P.S.- Phulwarisharif, District- Patna.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar, through the Principal Secretary, Urban Development and
Housing Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

The District Magistrate, Sitamadhi.

The Nagar Panchayat, Nirmali through its Executive Officer, Nirmali,
District- Sitamadhi.

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Shyam Kishore, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Yogendra prasad sinha (AAG-7)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD
and
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PARTHA SARTHY
ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD)

1. This application has been filed seeking
modification in the title portion of the writ petition which has
already been disposed of vide judgment dated 05.12.2022 in
C.W.J.C. No. 14452 of 2019.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
while filing the writ application, a mistake was committed in the
title portion of the writ application. It is submitted that the
matter pertains to the district of Supaul, therefore, the District
Magistrate, Supaul and the Nagar Panchayat, Nirmali through

its Executive Officer, Nirmali, District - Supaul should have
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been made respondent nos. 2 and 3 respectively, but
inadvertently, the District Magistrate, Sitamadhi and the Nagar
Panchayat, Nirmali, through its Executive Officer, Nirmali,
District - Sitamadhi read as respondent nos. 2 and 3.

3. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that it
was an inadvertent mistake and for that reason, it requires
correction.

4. Mr. Yogendra Prasad Sinha, learned A.A.G.-7 is
present. He has no objection to carry out the above correction.

5. Accordingly, we allow this application and direct
that the respondent nos. 2 and 3 shall be read as the District
Magistrate, Supaul and the Nagar Panchayat, Nirmali through
its Executive Officer, Nirmali, District - Supaul.

6. As a result of the aforesaid correction in the body
of the judgment as well as in the reliefs part of the judgment, the
description of respondent nos. 2 and 3 shall be read accordingly.

7. Rest of the judgment shall remain intact.

(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)

(Partha Sarthy, J)



