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1. Learned counsel for the appellant has drawn attention of this
Court to Paragraph Nos.4 to 6 of the impugned order. The order

reads as under:-
"I.LA.No0.01/2025:-
1. Mr. Gharsana, learned counsel for the applicant - respondent No.2
submitted that the writ petition has been rendered infructuous.
2. For the reasons stated, the application seeking early listing of the
matter is allowed.

3. The matter is taken up for consideration today itself.

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 9715/2023:-

4. Mr. Gharsana, learned counsel for the respondent No.2 submitted
that the present writ petition petition lays challenge to the order
passed by the Board of Revenue, whereby the Board of Revenue has

rejected petitioner’s revision petition, holding it to be non-
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maintainable on the ground that the petitioner herein was supposed to
prefer an appeal before the Revenue Appellate Authority.

5. While informing that the petitioner had thereafter filed an appeal
before the Revenue Appellate Authority and the same too has been
disposed of, learned counsel contended that the present writ petition
has therefore been rendered infructuous.

6. In view of the submissions so made, the present writ petition is
dismissed as having become infructuous.

7. The stay application also stands dismissed, accordingly.”

2. In light of the fact that the appeal preferred by the Revenue
Appellate Authority has already been disposed of, then,
maintaining this appeal as well as challenging the order passed by
the Board of Revenue cannot be permissible.

3. Accordingly, the present appeal is dismissed.
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