
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.1015 of 2025

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.17800 of 2024

======================================================
Umesh Purbey Son of Late Kamal Purbey, Resident of Maharajganj,  Ward
No. 13, Circle- Rahika, P.S. and District- Madhubani.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  Sri  Deepak  Kumar  Singh  the  Principal
Secretary/Additional  Chief  Secretary,  Department  of  Revenue  and  Land
Reform, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. Sri  Arvind  Kumar  Verma,  the  District  Magistrate-cum-Collector,
Madhubani.

3. Sri Shailendra Kumar, the Additional Collector, Land Reforms, Madhubani.

4. Sri Upendra Thakur, The Deputy Collector, Land Reforms, Madhubani.

5. Sri Abhay Kumar, the Circle Officer, Circle- Rahika, District- Madhubani.
...  ...  Opposite Party/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Bishwa Nath Chaudhary, Advocate 
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Dhurjati Kumar Prasad, GP-14
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA

ORAL ORDER

5 05-12-2025 1. Heard  learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  and  learned

GP-14 for the State. 

2. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner

submits  that  the  instant  contempt  application  has  been  filed  for

initiating a proceeding of contempt against the contemnor/opposite

parties  for their  deliberate and  willful violation of the order dated

27.11.2024  passed  in  C.W.J.C.  No.  17800  of  2024.  It  is  further

submitted that C.W.J.C. No. 17800 of 2024 was filed for a direction

upon  the  Circle  Officer,  Rahika  to  get  the  land  of  the  petitioner

measured in view of Annexure-P/6 of the writ application, i.e., the

order contained in memo no. 1371 dated 23.07.2024 issued by the
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Circle Officer,  Rahika whereby the Circle Officer had directed his

subordinates to get the land of the petitioner measured but then the

same till date has not been done. 

3. At this stage, learned counsel appearing on behalf of

the State submits that the order dated 27.11.2024 passed in C.W.J.C.

No.  17800  of  2024  stands  complied  with  and  the  land  of  the

petitioner has been measured. 

4. Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner

does not dispute the said submission of the learned counsel appearing

on  behalf  of  the  State  but  then  submits  that  the  land  has  been

wrongly measured on which learned State Counsel submits that if the

petitioner is aggrieved by the measurement of the land then he has

remedy  of  assailing  the  same  before  an  appropriate  forum  in

accordance with law. 

5. After hearing the learned counsel for the parties,  the

Court  is  satisfied  with  the  stand taken  by  the  State,  as  such,  the

contempt application is dismissed. 

6. However,  the same would not preclude the petitioner

from assailing the measurement report in accordance with law before

an appropriate forum.  
    

Kundan/-

(Satyavrat Verma, J)
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