
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.2402 of 2025

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11794 of 2024

======================================================
Kamendra Mani Tripathi S/o Late Virendra Mani Tripathi Resident of village-
Nagdaha, P.O.- Nagdaha, P.S.- Malahi, District- East Champaran.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Sri Dharmendra Singh Principal Secretary, Co-
operative Department Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

2. Sri Anshul Agarwal, The Registrar, Co-operative Society, Bihar, Patna.

3. The Commissioner, Tirhut Divison, Motihari, East Champaran.

4. Sri  Saurabh  Jorwal  the  District  Magistrate,  Motihari,  East  Champaran,
Motihari.

5. Nutan Kumari, The District Fishery Officer cum Chief Executive Officer,
East Champaran, Motihari.

6. Sri Arun Kumar, The Sub-Divisional Officer, Areraj, East Champaran.

7. Sri Uday Pratap Singh, The Circle Officer, Areraj, East Champaran.

8. Sri Karan Singh, The S.H.O., Malahi, East Champaran.

9. Areraj Block Fishermen Co-operative Society, through its Minister Poonam
Devi.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sunil Kumar No. III, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s :  Mr. Pratik Kumar, AC to GA-11
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

2 03-07-2026 Learned  Advocate  for  the  respective  parties  are

present.

2.  The  present  application  has  been  filed  seeking

initiation of a contempt proceeding against the opposite parties

for  their  willful  and  deliberate  violation  of  the  order  of  this

Court dated 08.08.2024 passed by this Court in C.W.J.C. No.

11794 of 2024.

3.  A show  cause  affidavit  has  been  filed  and  it  is
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submitted that in compliance of the order of this Court, all the

answering  opposite  parties  have  given  proper  opportunity

adhering  to  all  the  concerned  stakeholders,  including  the

petitioner, and thereafter a detailed reasoned and speaking order

has been passed on 25.09.2025 under Memo No. 2129.

4. Learned Advocate for the petitioner submitted that

besides the fact that the detailed reasoned and speaking order

has been passed belatedly, however, till date the petitioner has

not been allowed the fishing right. 

5.  Learned Advocate  for  the  State,  at  this  juncture,

submitted that  the contention of  the petitioner,  if  accepted,  it

gives another cause of action and for which, the petitioner may

file appropriate application before this Court or the authorities

concerned.

6. Having considered the submissions and statement

made in  the show cause affidavit  filed on behalf  of  opposite

party no. 5, this Court does not find any reason to continue with

the present proceeding. Accordingly the same stands closed.

7.  However,  the  petitioner  shall  be  at  liberty  to

approach  before  the  authorities  concerned  or  the  competent

Court for redressal of his grievance.
    

siddharth/-
(Harish Kumar, J)
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