
  IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI  
        Cont. Case (Civil) No. 88 of 2023    
Yogendra Kumar      …..  Petitioner           
          Versus 
The State of Jharkhand & Others     …..  Opposite Parties        
            ----- 
         CORAM    
         HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJESH SHANKAR 
            ----- 
For the Petitioner:      Mr. Nilendu Kumar, Advocate   
For the O.Ps:   Mr. Gaurav Raj, A.C to A.A.G-II 
            -----  

  

20/26.09.2025 Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that he has filed a 

supplementary affidavit today, paragraphs 4, 5 & 6 of which read as under:  

 “4. That the petitioner states and submits that Hon’ble Court 

clearly mentioned in the order dated 25.03.2022 that “The 

respondent/State is directed to issue rent receipt in favour of the 

petitioner within 30 days from the date of the production of this 

order”. 

  “The State shall not put any hindrance in the peaceful 

possession of the petitioner or his successor in future, unless and 

until the State obtains a decree with respect to aforesaid land from 

the competent court of civil jurisdiction.” 

 5. That Mrigendra Kumar (pairavikar and brother of Yogendra 

Kumar/petitioner) both are own brothers, who purchased the land 

by different deeds, mutation is also separate. Mrigendra Kumar 

purchased Khata No. 383, Plot No. 496A, area 40 Decimals, 

Mouza-Pundag and back side of Mrigendra Kumar, Yogendra 

Kumar purchased the land i.e. also Khata No. 383, Plot No. 496B, 

area 40 Decimals, Mouza-Pundag, both lands within one boundary, 

middle of land one small bifurcation is there. The petitioner is not 

residing in Ranchi.   

 6. That the petitioner states and submits that on 28.08.2025, 

officer-in-charge, Pundag called my son, Nilendu Kumar in P.S and 

wanted to hand over one letter issued by the Ld. S.D.M, Ranchi to 

the petitioner (Yogendra Kumar) where by show-cause has been 

issued to him. My son Nilendu Kumar refused to receive the letter 

because that letter was issued to the petitioner and he was not in 

Ranchi.”    



 2. Mr. Gaurav Raj, learned A.C to A.A.G-II appearing on behalf of the 

opposite parties, prays for and is allowed two weeks’ time to respond to the said 

supplementary affidavit.  

 3. Put up this case on 17.10.2025 under the same heading.   

  

Satish/-         (RAJESH SHANKAR, J) 

 

 


