
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.4707 of 2016

======================================================
Ganga  Bishun  Gope  Son  of  Late  Hari  Gopei  R/o  village  Muzafara,  P.S.
Islampur, Dist. Nalanda.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar & Ors .

2. District Magistrate, Nalanda. 

3. Superintendent of Police, Nalanda. 

4. Additional Collector, Nalanda. 

5. S.D.O., Hilsa, Nalanda. 

6. Anchal Adhikari, Islampur, Nalanda. 

7. Thanadhyaksh, Islampur, Nalanda. 

8. Mukhia Gram Panchayat Raj Muzafara, P.S. Islampur, Dist. Nalanda. 

9. Jogan Yadav 

10. Kapil  Yadav  Sons  of  Late  Sarjug  Yadav  R/o  Village  -  Muzafara,  P.S.
Islampur, Dist. Nalanda.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Rewti Kant Raman, Advocate
For the State :  Mr. Sanjeet Kumar Singh, AC to AAG-6
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ALOK KUMAR SINHA

ORAL ORDER

5 30-07-2025   Heard learned counsel appearing for the petitioner

and  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the  Respondent-

State.

2. The petitioner has filed this writ application for a

direction to the respondent-authorities to give effect to the order

dated 04.03.2015 passed by the Anchal Adhikari,  Islampur in

Case no. 30 of 2015-15 so that the petitioner may not suffer any

loss and injury and remove the encroachment made over R.S.
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Plot No. 1770 appertaining to R.S. Khata No. 265 of Village

Muzafara, P.S. Islampur, Revenue P.S. No. 23, District Nalanda.

3. During the course of argument, learned counsel for

the petitioner himself has stated that his mutation for Plot No.

1770 appertaining to R.S. Khata No. 265 of Village Muzafara,

P.S. Islampur, Revenue P.S. No. 23, District Nalanda has been

cancelled as against which he is presently contesting a Revision

Case.

4.  In  view of  the aforesaid  development  which has

taken place during the pendency of the present writ application,

the petition has lost the locus to seek the kind of relief which he

has prayed in the present writ application. The relief as claimed

for by the petitioner in light of the above development cannot be

granted. Hence, the present writ application is being dismissed.

5.  Accordingly,  the  present  writ  application  stands

dismissed.
    

Jyoti Kumari/-
(Alok Kumar Sinha, J.)
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