
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4772 of 2025

======================================================
Pramesh Kumar Ray Son of Late Keshav Prasad Ray Resident of Village-
Bidupur  Dih  Naya  Tola  Ward  no-14,  Post  Office-Police  Station-  Bidupur
District-Vaishali.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  Additional  Chief  Secretary,  Department  of
Revenue and Land and Reforms, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The District Magistrate, Vaishali.

3. Sub Divisional Officer, Vaishali.

4. The Circle Officer, Bidupur, Vaishali.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Suraj Narayan Yadav, Adv.

 Mr. Ashok Kumar, Adv.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Viveka Nand Singh, AC to GP-18
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA

ORAL ORDER

5 31-07-2025 1. Heard learned counsel for the petitioner, Mr. Suraj

Narayan Yadav and the learned AC to GP-18 for the State, Mr.

Viveka Nand Singh.

2. The  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

State, at the outset, submits that the grievance of the petitioner

stands redressed. 

3. It is submitted that the instant writ application has

been filed by the petitioner for a direction upon the respondent

nos. 3 and 4 not to proceed with the construction of Panchayat

Raj  Sarkar  Bhawan  over  the  raiyati  land  of  the  petitioner

appertaining  to  Khata  No.  770,  Khesra  No.  1231  and  1224,
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Chakbandi Plot No. 1009, Jamabandi No. 3449, Thana No. 360,

Mauza-Bidupur, District-Vaishali. It is submitted that instruction

was  sought  in  the  case  in  compliance  of  the  order  dated

29.07.2025 that as to whether any Jamabandi cancellation case

case  has been initiated  against  the petitioner  or  not  from the

Circle Officer,  Bidupur, Vaishali.  It  is next submitted that the

Circle  Officer,  Bidupur,  Vaishali  has  instructed  that  the

Panchayat Sarkar Bhawan is not going to be constructed on the

land  in  dispute  in  the  instant  writ  application,  as  such,  it  is

submitted that grievance of the petitioner stands redressed.

4. The  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

petitioner, in view of the submissions made by the learned State

counsel, seeks permission to withdraw the writ application.

5. Permission is accorded.

6. Accordingly,  the  instant  writ  application  is

dismissed as withdrawn. 
    

Rishabh/-
(Satyavrat Verma, J)
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