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19/06.05.2026 Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the appellant submits that 

Execution Case No.29 of 2024 is pending before the court of Additional Civil 

Judge (Jr. Division),  Ranchi arising out of the judgment and decree. He 

submits that the matter was taken up on 02.12.2025 and the court has 

been pleased to stay the execution case and the matter was posted for final 

hearing on 09.12.2025. 

   The prayer made for framing additional substantial question of law 

was rejected on 09.12.2025 and appellant was intend to challenge the said 

order before the Hon’ble Supreme Court and in view of that the co-ordinate 

Bench of this court granted leave to the appellant to challenge the said 

order and further continued the stay by order dated 20.01.2026. He submits 

that now SLP filed by the appellant has been dismissed and now the learned 

executing court is proceeding and even Executive Magistrate has been 

appointed and deployment of force has also been made and further, the 

Pleader Commissioner’s cost has been deposited. He submits that this is an 

admitted second appeal and in view of that the second appeal may kindly 

be disposed of at the earliest and the appellant may kindly be protected in 

the meantime, otherwise, second appeal will become infructuous.  

    Mr. Rohitashya Roy, learned counsel for the respondent no.1 

submits that respondent no.1 is aged about 84 years and in view of that she 

will put to unnecessary harassment further. He submits that in view of that 

the second appeal may kindly be disposed of.  

   There is ensuing summer vacation in the High Court and the 



appellant is already protected by the co-ordinate Bench of this court. This is 

an admitted second appeal with substantial question of law. There is no 

doubt that the execution case is pending and that is required to be disposed 

of at the earliest in view of the direction issued by the Hon’ble Supreme 

Court in some of the cases and as such, it is desirable that the second 

appeal be disposed of at the earliest.  

   Let this matter be placed on 17th June, 2026 under the heading of 

High on Board.  

   Till next date, further proceeding in Execution Case No.05 of 2006, 

renumbered as Execution Case No.126 of 2023 and again renumbered as 

Execution Case No.29 of 2024 pending before the court of learned 

Additional Civil Judge (Jr. Division), Ranchi shall remain stayed.  

   I.A. No.14047 of 2025 is disposed of.  

 

    

        (Sanjay Kumar Dwivedi, J.) 

 
Anit  
 
 


