
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.19478 of 2015

======================================================
Sumitra Devi wife of Late Chandrika Singh, resident of Mohalla- Murlichak,
P.S.- Hawaiadda, District- Patna.                                          ...  ...  Petitioner/s

Versus
1. The State Of Bihar 

2. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Patna Sadar, Patna. 

3. The Deputy Collector Land Reforms, Patna Sadar, Patna. 

4. The Cirlce Officer, Patna Sadar, Patna. 

5. Ramji Singh son of Late Babu Lal Singh, resident of Mohalla- Murlichak,
P.S.- Hawaiadda, District- Patna.

6. Dharmendra  Kumar  son  of  Late  Bhola  Singh,  resident  of  Mohalla-
Murlichak, P.S.- Hawaiadda, District- Patna.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Sc5- Satya Deo Kumar
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

3 14-07-2025   Heard the parties. 

2.  The  present  petition  has  been  preferred  for  the

following relief/s:

(i)   for issuance of  a writ  in the nature of

Mandamus  directing  the  respondent  no.4-

Circle Officer, Patna Sadar, Patna to dispose

of  the  representation  dated  6.3.2013

(Annexure-4) filed by the petitioner in terms

of  the  order  dated  7.2.2013  (Annexure-3)

passed by this Hon'ble Court in CWJC No.

13331  of  2012  in  the  facts  and

circumstances of the case;
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(ii)  for  issuance  of  a  writ  in  the nature of

Mandamus  directing  the  respondents  to

mutate the land with regard the share of the

petitioner i.e. Khata No.296, Khesra No. 88

measuring  an  area  10  Katha  and  Khata

No.291, Khesra No. 92 measuring an area 5

Katha  situated  at  Khajpura,  Thana  No  11

District-Patna  in  the  facts  and

circumstances of the case;

(iii)  for  issuance  of  such  other  writ(s),

order(s), direction(s) as your Lordships may

deem fit and proper.

3. No one appears on behalf of the petitioner though

the State is present.

4.  Learned  counsel  for  the  State  submits  that  the

matter with the passage of time has become infructuous.

5. Be that as it may, since there is no appearance, the

writ petition is dismissed for non-prosecution. 
   

Ravi/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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