IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.12989 of 2025

Shiv Kumar Singh son of Ramnagina Singh, Resident of Village-Tetua, Police
Station-Atri, District-Gaya.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1.  The State of Bihar through the Additional Secretary, Department of Revenue
and Land Reforms, Government of Bihar, Secretariat, Patna.

2. The Additional Secretary, Department of Revenue and Land Reforms,
Government of Bihar, Secretariat, Patna.

The Divisional Commissioner, Magadh Division, Gaya, Bihar.
The District Magistrate cum District Collector, Gaya, Bihar.
The Additional Collector, Gaya, Bihar.

The Deputy Collector Land Reforms, Neemchal Bathani, Gaya.
The Circle Officer, Atri Block, District-Gaya, Bihar.
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...... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Manish Kumar-2, Adv.

Mr. Gajendra Kumar Singh, Adv.
For the Respondent/s Mr. Government Advocate (7)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY
ORAL ORDER

2 18-08-2025 Heard Mr. Manish Kumar, learned counsel for the
petitioner and the State.
2. The present writ petition has been preferred for the
following relief(s):

(i) For setting aside the order
dated 10.06.2024 passed in Mutation Case
No. 1488 R27 of 2023 2024/Atri by the
respondent no. 7 whereby and where under
the petition filed by the petitioner for
transfer of name and mutation of the land

appertaining to Khata No. 582, Kheshra No.
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1383 admeasuring an area of 12 decimal
has been dismissed.

(ii) For directing the Circle
Officer to mutate the land in favour of the
petitioner as he is bonafide purchaser of the
land appertaining to Khata No. 582,
Kheshra No. 1383 admeasuring an area of
12 decimal.

(iii) For any other relief / reliefs to
which the petitioner is found entitled in the
facts and circumstances of the case.

3. The grievance of the petitioner is that despite the
positive order passed by the Additional Collector vide memo no.
660 dated 13.02.2024 (Annexure-P/3 to the petition), the Circle
Officer, Atri, Gaya again rejected his claim.

4. Learned State Counsel submits that in that
background, the petitioner should have approached the
Additional Collector, Gaya (respondent no. 5). The further
submission is that Seema Devi, who is an important player in
the matter is not even partied in the present writ petition.

5. At this stage, learned counsel for the petitioner
submits that he shall be approaching the respondent no. 5, The
Additional Collector, Gaya, Bihar in next four weeks.

6. If such petition is preferred, the concerned

respondent, Additional Collector, Gaya shall be taking up the
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matter after noticing the parties pass a final order by
31.12.2025.
7. The writ petition is disposed of with aforesaid

observation.

(Rajiv Roy, J)
Vijay Singh/-
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