
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9871 of 2017

======================================================
Bibha  Devi  Wife  of  Subash  Singh,  Resident  of  Village-  Panwari,  P.O.-
Panwari, Block- Tarari, P.S.- Sikarahata Distt.- Bhojpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar

2. The District Magistrate cum Collector Bhojpur, Ara. 

3. The Deputy Collector Land Reforms, Piro, Bhojpur. 

4. The Sub Divisional Officer, Piro, Bhojpur. 

5. The Circle Officer, Tarari Block, Bhojpur. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Gopal Govind Mishra, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Birendra Prasad Singh, AC to SC-19
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

2 22-04-2025 Heard Mr. Gopal Govind Mishra and the State.

2. The present writ petition has been preferred for the

following relief(s):

“for  issuance  of  writ  in  the  nature  of

mandamus and/or any other appropriate writ/writs,

direction/directions  for  order/orders,  commanding

the respondent authorities /  The Collector, Bhojpur

for disposal of the land settlement case number 01 of

2016-17  which  was  pending  for  final  order  of

settlement  of  the  land  bearing  khata  no.  495,

Kheshara no. 969, Mauja- Panwari, Thana no. 410

area about 05 decimals in the name of the petitioner
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in accordance with law.”

3.  Land  Settlement  Case  No.  01  of  2016-17  is/was

pending before the respondent no. 2, the District Magistrate-cum-

Collector, Bhojpur at Ara and the writ petitioner simply wants its

disposal.

4.  Upon  query,  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner

submits that he has been informed that the same is still pending for

final hearing.

5.  Learned  State  counsel  submits  that  if  the  same  is

pending, it will be taken to its logical conclusion immediately.

6.  If  the  contention  of  the  petitioner  is  correct,  it  is

unfortunate that for disposal of a case (Land Settlement Case No.

01 of 2016-17), the petitioner invoked the writ jurisdiction in the

year 2017 and eight years later, it is still pending.

7.  In  that  background,  the  concerned  respondent

(District Magistrate-cum-Collector, Bhojpur at Ara) is directed to

immediately take up the matter, if it is still pending and dispose it

of in next three months to avoid any adverse comment thereafter.

8. The present writ petition stands disposed of.
    

Adnan/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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