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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN 
BENCH AT JAIPUR

S.B. Civil Writ Petition No. 5643/2025

1. Ummedsingh  son  of  Hanumansingh  (Since  Deceased),

through his Legal Representatives-

1/1. Smt. Brijbalasingh, Wife Of Ummedsingh

1/2. Prashant Singh, Son Of Ummed Singh

1/3. Abhishek Singh Son Of Ummed Singh, 

All  Residents  Of  Village  Narshingpura,  Tehsil  Sanganer,

Presently Residents Of 48, Kings Road, Vrindawan Vihar,

Nirman Nagar, Jaipur.

----Petitioners

(Appellants before Additional District Magistrate-1 Jaipur) 

Versus

1. Vimla Wife Of Mangej Singh, 

2. Ms. Sheetal Daughter Of Mangej Singh, 

3. Abhimanyu Son Of Mangej Singh, 

All  Residents Of Village Narshinghpura, Tehsil Sanganer,

Jaipur.

4. Gyarsilal Mali Son Of Moolchand Mali, Resident Of Village

Gohandi, District Jaipur.

5. Gaurishankar  Son  Of  Bholuram,  Resident  Of  Jato  Ka

Mohalla,  Village  Gadauti,  Tehsil  Maujmabad,  District

Dudu.

6. Dinesh  Kumar  Choudhary  Son  Of  Hanuman  Sahay

Choudhary, Resident Of Amarpura, Post Gohandi, District

Jaipur.

7. Ramchandra  Choudhary  Son  Of  Chhitmal  Choudhary,

Resident Of Mohalla, Karwo Ka Bas, District Jaipur.

8. State Of Rajasthan, Through Tehsildar Sanganer, District

Jaipur.

9. Nayab Tehsildar, Sub-Tehsil Bagru, District Jaipur.

10. Sub Registrar, Sub-Tehsil Bagru, District Jaipur.

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Bhawani Shanker for
Mr. Alok Chaturvedi

For Respondent(s) : Mr. Govind Gupta
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HON'BLE DR. JUSTICE NUPUR BHATI

Order

25/03/2026

1. Learned  counsel  for  the  respondents  submits  that  in

compliance  of  the  order  dated  24.03.2026,  the  order  dated

16.03.2026 has been placed on record,  wherein,  the Additional

District Collector-1, Jaipur, itself has decided the appeal filed by

the petitioners vide order dated 16.03.2026. He also submits that

in view of the above, as the appeal has already been decided,

therefore, the writ petition has become infructuous.

2. Learned counsel  for  the petitioners is  not in a  position to

refute  the  submission  made  by  the  learned  counsel  for  the

respondents.

3. The  instant  writ  petition  is  dismissed  as  having  become

infructuous.

4. All pending application(s), if any, shall also stand disposed of.

(DR.NUPUR BHATI),J
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