
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3490 of 2015 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 1928 of 2014  

====================================================== 

Bipin Kumar Agrawal, S/o Shri Vijay Kumar Agrawal, R/o village + 

PO+PS- Harsidhi, District- East Champaran, Motihari. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar.   

2. Shri Atul Prasad, Divisional Commissioner, Tirhut Division, 

Muzaffarpur.   

3. Shri Anupam Kumar, District Magistrate cum Collector, East 

Champaran, Motihari.   

4. Shri Vijay Kumar Pandey, Sub Divisional Officer, Areraj District- 

Motihari.   

5. Shri Lakshman Kumar, Anchaladhikari, Harshidhi, District East 

Champaran, Motihari.   

 

....   ....  Opposite Parties 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s          :     Mr. Sharda Nand Mishra, Advocate 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Dhurjati Kumar Prasad, G.P.14 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 03-08-2016 Heard Mr. Sharda Nand Mishra, learned counsel for 

the petitioner and Mr. Dhurjati Kumar Prasad, learned G.P.14 for 

the State. 

Although, the petitioner complaints of non-

compliance of the order passed by this Court in C.W.J.C. No.1928 

of 2014 whereby on an application filed by the petitioner under 

Section 3 of the Bihar Public Land Encroachment Act (hereinafter 

referred to as ‘the Act’), the respondents were directed to proceed 

with the complaint for its disposal but the application so directed 
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to be filed by the petitioner under Section 3 of the Act has been 

translated in a representation which by itself is not in tune with the 

directions of this Court. This Court has clearly directed for filing 

of an application under Section 3 of the Act i.e. by giving the 

name of the encroachers along with the details of encroachment 

but the petitioner taking a short route has filed a representation, 

which is not in compliance with the order of this Court. No cause 

of indulgence at this stage is made out. The petitioner first should 

comply with the court’s direction. 

Accordingly, this application stands disposed of. 

 
 

 

N.H./- 

(Jyoti Saran, J) 
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