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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.3169 of 2026

Ranjan Saw Son of Vilakhan Saw, Resident of Village- Sisawar, Beldari,
Police Station- Khijarsarai, District- Gaya.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State of Bihar through the Additional Chief Secretary, Energy
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

The Additional Chief Secretary, Energy Department, Government of Bihar,
Patna.

The Managing Director, South Bihar Power Distribution Company Limited,
Vidyut Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna.

The Electrical Executive Engineer, South Bihar Power Distribution
Company Limited, Vidyut Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna.

The Assistant Electrical Engineer, Power Supply Lower Division,
Khijarsarai, Gaya.

The Station House Officer, Khijarsarai, Gaya.

Suchit Das, Son of Late Shivbalak Das, at presently residing at Village-
Sisawar, Beldari, Police Station-Khijarsarai, District- Gaya. Permanent
Resident of Village- Lohraith, Post Office- Musepur, Police Station-
Khijarsarai, District Gaya, Pin code 824233

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Madhu Mala Kumari, Adv.
For the Respondent/s Mr. Government Pleader (25)
For the State : Mr. Ramadhar Singh, Adv.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A. ABHISHEK REDDY
ORAL ORDER

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
petitioner submits that the Respondent No. 7 herein was a tenant
of the petitioner and he has consumed the electricity and not
paid the charges. Learned counsel submits that though the
Respondent No. 7 has agreed to pay 50 per cent of the
outstanding due amount, he did not pay the same as per the

terms and conditions of the agreement entered between the
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petitioner and the Respondent No. 7 dated 18.12.2025. Further
in the prayer portion, the petitioner is seeking extension of the
time for paying the installments as directed by the Special
Judge, Electricity Magadh Area, Gaya dated 09.01.2026. In case
the petitioner is seeking any direction for granting of time, he
has to approach the court which has granted the said concession
to him.

2. This Court under Article 226 of the Constitution of
India cannot adjudicate the issue involved and cannot grant the
relief sought for by the petitioner. In so far as the second prayer
is concerned whereas a direction is sought against the
Respondent No. 7 to pay the 50 per cent of the outstanding due
amount as agreed between the petitioner and the Respondent
No. 7 vide agreement dated 18.12.2025, the petitioner has to
approach the Civil Court for redressal of his grievance and not
this Court under Article 226 of the Constitution of India.

3. Having regard to the same, the present writ petition

stands disposed of.

(A. Abhishek Reddy , J)



