
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.17179 of 2016

======================================================
Bimal Kumar Son of Raksha Yadav resident  of Village  and P.O. Kiranpur
Circle Surajgarha, P.S. Medni Chauki, District- Lakhisarai.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar.

2. The Divisional Commissioner, Munger. 

3. The Collector, Munger. 

4. The Deputy Collector Land Reforms, Lakhisarai. 

5. The Circle Officer, Surajgarha 

6. Satya Narayan Yadav @ Sato Yadav 

7. Indradeo  Yadav  Both  are  Sons  of  Late  Parmeshwar  Yadav,  Resident  of
Village and P.O. Kiranpur, P.S. Medani Chauki Circle, Surajgarha District-
Lakhisarai.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Dhurjati Kumar Prasad, GP-14
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

2 18-08-2025 No one  appears  on  behalf  of  the  petitioner  though

learned State counsel is present.

2.  The  present  petition  has  been  preferred  for  the

following relief(s):

“for  setting  aside  the  order  dated

20/8/2015 passed in B.L.T in case no. 645 of 2013

whereby  and  where  under  the  order  dated

29/5/2013 passed by the learned court of divisional

commissioner  Munger in land dispute  Appeal no

101 of 2012 has been set aside in the light of the
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order passed by the Hon'ble division Bench of this

court reported in P.L.J.R 2014 [3] in the case of

Maheshwar Mandal versus the state of Bihar but

on the  other  hand  the  order  of  learned  D.C.L.R

passed on the same score has been left untouched.”

3.  A counter-affidavit  has  come  on  behalf  of  the

respondent nos. 3 to 5 after due service of a copy to the learned

counsel  for  the  petitioner  on  13.12.2023  and  learned  State

counsel with the help of paragraph – 9 to the counter-affidavit

submits that the dispute that the petitioner is having can be very

well adjudicated before the Gram Kachahari, Kiranpur.

4.  There  is  no  rebuttal  to  the  petition  nor  any

appearance on call.

5. Be that  as  it  may, since no one has appeared on

behalf of the petitioner, the writ  petition stands dismissed for

non-prosecution.
    

Adnan/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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