IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.231 of 2026

Ramayan Singh S/o- Late Sukhdev Singh, R/o Village and P.O- Dharupur,
P.S- Bikramganj, District- Rohtas.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through its Principal Secretary, Land Reforms
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna

The Divisional Commissioner, Patna Division, Patna
The Collector, Rohtas District- Rohtas.

The Sub Divisional Officer, Bikramganj, District- Rohtas
The Circle Officer, Bikramganj, District- Rohtas.

The Executive Engineer, Son Canal Division, Bikramganj, Rohtas.

A o

The Sub Divisional Officer, Son Canal, Sub Division, Kowath, District-
Rohtas.

8.  Geeta Kuer W/o- Late Prabhu Singh R/o Village and P.O- Dharupur, P.S-
Bikramganj, District-Rohtas.

9.  Manoj Kumar S/o- Late Prabhu Singh R/o Village and P.O- Dharupur, P.S-
Bikramganj, District-Rohtas.

10. Aydhya Singh S/o- Late Brij Bihari Singh R/o Village and P.O- Dharupur,
P.S-Bikramganj, District-Rohtas.

11. Manoranjan Singh S/o- Late Vishwanath Singh R/o Village and P.O-
Dharupur, P.S-Bikramganj, District-Rohtas.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Ashutosh Tripathy, Adv.
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. Kumar Pankaj, AC to SC-5
For resp. nos. 8 & 9 : Mr. Janardan Singh, Adv.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY
ORAL ORDER

4 27-04-2026 Heard the parties.
2. The present application has been preferred for the
following relief(s):

for issuance of an appropriate
writ/order/direction for quashing the order

dated 28.06.2025 passed by Collector
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(Second Appellate Authority) District-Rohtas
in Complaint Case No.
9999901151224523338/2A  whereby  and
where under, the Collector has passed the
order without making the appropriate
enquiry pertaining to the land in question,
without clarifying the actual fact, and
without issuance notice to the petitioner in
the proceeding before him or any authorities.
Although disputed land has already been
measured and demarcated at the request of
respondent no.9, but he is filing petition one
and another just to harass the petitioner.

1/A. That the petitioner further
prays  for issuance an  appropriate
writ/order/direction  for  quashing  the
measurement report dated 29.11.2025 which
has been measured in absence of petitioner
or his family members and the report has
been prepared wrongly under pressure of
Respondent No.ll the Chairman Nagar
Parishad  Bikramganj, violation of the
principal of natural Justice and due process
under the Bihar public Land Encroachment
Act.

1/B. That the petitioners also pray
for issuance an appropriate
writ/order/direction upon the respondents
not to interfere with the possession of the

petitioner over the said land because they
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have got no jurisdiction or authorities under
the law to make measurement of the land of
Son Canal, Although Executive Engineer has
already verified and stated in his letter that
the petitioner has not encroached the land of
canal. But respondent no.9 wants to any how
demolish the house of petitioner.

1/C. That the petitioner also prays
for commanding the official respondents to
suitably compensate the petitioner for the
illegal, arbitrary an unconstitutional action
of the respondents ignoring the law.

1/D. That the petitioner further
prays for issuance of any other appropriate
writ / order / direction to which the petitioner
is found entitled to.

3. The matter relates to an Encroachment Proceeding
No. 02 of 2025-26 (State vs. Ramayan Singh) in which
recording that certain part of the Khesra No. 569 has been
encroached by the petitioner. Accordingly, he was put on notice
on 15.12.2026.

4. The contention of the petitioner is that he duly
appeared and submitted his show cause. Though the said
contention is not part of the writ petition, learned counsel for the
petitioner submits that his statement be recorded that show

cause has already been filed.
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5. The counter affidavit has come on behalf of the
respondent nos. 3 to 5 and learned State Counsel has taken this
Court to the Joint Enquiry Report submitted by the Amins to
show that certain part of the land has been encroached by the
petitioner.

6. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that
notice was issued, he submitted show cause and there is nothing
on record to show that a proper order has been passed
whereafter they can step for the removal of the encroachment.

7. Learned State Counsel took this Court to Annexure-
R/10 to show that an order has been passed.

8. This Court has taken note of the Annexure-R/10
which is an order dated 12.02.2026 and the short order read as

under:

12.02.26 3Ry IURIUG | BRIUAS URIEeR! TR uRvye s Ud sriues
JRITT AT TeR THSe fAHAIS §IRT 3RfIcIeh 3T UeT e T AT 8 9 A H YA IR
g3 fefd o) A1 & SWied @ W @ g W QR dre yfy siiasavr ifdfaE, 1956
% ORI 6(1) @ dgd Ig ofay UIRd fhar <mar § f& fdwwoen i mro Rig
JH+TI0— GRRGR AI—STR/YR AT A—526 AT F&—631 WAI—569 IHEE A9
AR B Y A AT TR UeR, derey s@ne f&1® 19.02.26 T6 WA 8T o,

AT URIRAT §IRT 961 Yddb JATCIshA0T TSN SR ARIshASIT dI [98R At
I srferpavr Iffrad 1956 @ RT—6 @ SUIRT (2) & d'd yuE-11 # Aifew frfa o |
JAeg faie 28.02.26 BT IURRIUT P |

g0,/ —
80,/ —
ST BRY,
SRR,
EER:RS ARSI EER:RISAES IR

9. Having heard the parties, this Court is of the view
that this certainly cannot be considered as a valid and just order

passed by the respondent authority, particularly the Circle
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Officer, Bikramganj, Rohtas. Neither the case number is there
nor the party names are available. Worst, even the show cause
submitted by the petitioner has not been considered and/or the
satisfaction of the Circle Officer, Bikrmaganj is there that he is
satisfied about the encroachment and in that background, is
passing the reasoned order.

10. Having recorded the aforesaid facts as also the
short order of the Circle Officer, Bikramganj, this Court is of the
view that he is duty-bound to pass a reasoned order in
accordance with law to escape adverse order from the Court.

11. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that he
shall once again be submitting a fresh show cause before the
concerned Circle Officer in next once week and further
undertakes that on the next date fixed, he will be appearing
diligently, failing which an appropriate order can be passed.

12. Learned State Counsel submits that if a fresh show
cause 1s filed, it will be considered and a reasoned order will be
passed.

13. In that background, the writ petition is disposed of
allowing the petitioner to act as per the undertaking/ direction
given above and it is expected from the Circle Officer,

Bikramganj to pass a reasoned order within six weeks from the
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date the show cause is filed by the petitioner incorporating the
point that has been taken by the petitioner in his show cause. If
the petitioner fails to appear thereafter, even then the C.O.,
Bikramganj shall be taking the matter to its logical conclusion.

14. Needless to add, till the Circle Officer,
Bikramganj passes an order, the status quo as existing today
shall be maintained.

15. Pending 1.A.(s), if any, stands stands disposed of.

(Rajiv Roy, J)



