
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.12524 of 2015

======================================================
Ranjit Singh Son of Shri Sheonandan Singh resident of Village Rahara, Post
Office,  mahuwa,  Police  Station  Narari  kala,  Khurd,  Nabinagar  Anchal
Nabinagar,District Aurangabad.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar.

2. The District magistrate, Aurangabad. 

3. The officer-in-charge, Nabinagar,District Aurangabad. 

4. Rajeshwar Singh Son of Ramnandan Singh 

5. Ranvijaya Singh Son of Ram Nandan Singh 

6. Dhananjaya Singh Son of Ram Nandan Singh No.4 to 6 residents of village
Rahara,  Post  office  Mahuwa,  Police  station  Narari  Kala  Khurd  District
Aurangabad.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Manoj Kr. Sinha AC to EX-GA-9
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

5 25-09-2025 No one appears on behalf of the petitioner though the

State is present.

2.  The  present  petition  has  been  preferred  for  the

following relief(s):

“for  issuance  of  an  appropriate

writ/writs,  order/orders,  direction/directions  for

quashing  the  order  dated  15.7.2014  passed  by

Respondent  No.  2  by  which  the  Encroachment

Case No. 51/14 has been rejected on the ground of

delay without  considering the fact  that  the order
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passed by the Respondent No. 3 was not supplied

to  the  petitioner  and  after  the  knowledge  the

petitioner obtained the and further certified direct

copy the  Respondent  No.  2  to  consider  the  case

afresh on merit of the case and pass appropriate

order  after  considering  the  report  of  the  Anchal

Amin and other materials available on record and

further direct the Respondent Nos. 4, 5 and 6 not to

encroach  the  road  and  further  for  any  other

relief/reliefs as the petitioner is found entitled to in

the facts and circumstances of the case.”

3. On 30.07.2025 also, before the Coordinate Bench,

there was no appearance.

4. Since the petitioner has lost interest in the case, the

writ petition stands dismissed for non prosecution.
    

Adnan/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)

U


