
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.1309 of 2020

======================================================
1. Gufran Balal Ahmad, Son of Anis Ahmad, Resident of Bhawanipur Dhabiya,

P.S. Srinagar Kujaha, District-West Champaran.

2. Kalim Ahmad, Son of Anis Ahmad, Resident of Bhawanipur Dhabiya, P.S.
Srinagar Kujaha, District-West Champaran.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Land  Reforms
Department, Patna.

2. The District Magistrate, West Champaran, Bettiah.

3. The Deputy Collector Land Reform, West Champaran, Bettiah.

4. The Sub-Divisional Officer, West Champaran, Bettiah.

5. The Circle Officer, Yogapatti, West Champaran, Bettiah.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Surendra Kishore Thakur, Adv.
                                                      Mr. Alok Jha, Adv.
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Fakhruddin Ali Ahmad, AC to AAG-12
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH

ORAL ORDER

2 21-01-2020 The Circle Officer,  Yogapatti  in the district  of West

Champaran has issued notices in February 2019 informing the

petitioners that they have illegally occupied public land which

was settled in favour of others in Settlement Case No. 07 of

1971-72.  The said  notices  have  been put  to  challenge  in  the

present writ application filed in January 2020.

2.  Learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

petitioners has submitted that despite the fact that the petitioners

have  responded  to  the  said  notice  by  submitting  their
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explanations,  no  final  decision  has  been  taken  by  the  Circle

Officer so far.

3.  The notices,  which have  been impugned,  do  not

suffer  from any  legal  infirmity.  The  petitioners  have  already

responded to the notices by submitting their explanations before

the  Circle  Officer.  There  is  no  interference  required  by  this

Court with the impugned notices, in that background.

4.  This  application  is  disposed  of  with  the  only

observation that while taking a final decision, the Circle Officer

will keep in mind the stand of the petitioners in their respective

explanations  submitted  before  him pursuant  to  the  notices  in

question.

Rajesh/-
(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J)
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