
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8821 of 2016

======================================================
Shiv Nath Prasad Rai Son of Late Ratan Rai Resident of village - Babhnauli,
P.S. Mainatand, District - West Champaran 

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar through Principal Secretary, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Director General of Police, Patna, Bihar 

3. The Deputy Inspector General of Police, Trihut Division, Muzaffarpur 

4. The District Magistrate, West Champaran, Bettiah 

5. The Superintendent of Police, West Champaran, Bettiah 

6. The Sub - Divisional officer, Narkatiyaganj, District West Champaran 

7. The  Deputy  Superintendent  of  Police,  Narkatiyaganj,  District  West
Champaran 

8. The Officer - in - Charge, Mainatand, District West Champaran 

9. Ram Chandra Patel Son of Late Munshi Patel 

10. Om Prakash Patel 

11. Pannalal Patel 

12. Gyan Prakash Patel Sons of Ram Chandra Patel 

13. Brij Kishore Patel Son of Brichha Patel 

14. Bijay Patel Son of Brij Kishore Patel 

15. Paras Patel Son of Late Ramnand Patel 

16. Bhagirith Patel Son of Paras Patel 

17. Jawahar Patel Son of Paras Patel 

18. Lal Babu Patel Son of Late Indrashan Patel 

19. Sunil Patel Son of Lal Babu Patel 

20. Mukesh Patel Son of Late Mahanth Patel All 9 to 20 are residents of village
- Babhnauli, P.S. Mainatand, District - West Champaran 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Shivjee Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Sanjeev Kumar, Advocate

 Mr.Sitesh Kashyap, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH

ORAL ORDER

3 03-10-2024 1. The present writ petition has been filed seeking the

following relief(s):-
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“1(i) To issue an appropriate writ in the nature of

mandamus or any other writ/writs, order/orders,

or  direction/directions  for  commanding  the

Respondents  to  provide  protection  to  the

Petitioner,  qua  his  life  and  properties  and  to

prohibit  and  oust  the  unlawful  elements,  who

have forcibly grabbed and occupied the land of

the Petitioner.”  

2. At the outset, the learned counsel for the petitioner

seeks  not  to  press  the  present  writ  petition,  however,  seeks

liberty on behalf of the petitioner to avail such other alternative

remedies as are otherwise available under the law, for redressal

of his aforesaid grievances. Liberty so sought is granted.

3. The writ petition stands dismissed.   
    

Saurav/-
(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)
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