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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.12473 of 2014
With
Interlocutory Application No. 12473 of 2014

1. Shashi Kumar Mandal son of Nand Lal Mandal resident of village
Mohanpur, P.S. Mansahi, District Katihar.

Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Panchayat Raj
Department, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.
2. The Chief Engineer, Local Area Engineering Organization, Planning and
Development Deptt. Bihar, Patna.
"f"‘The Commissioner, Purnea Division, Purnea.

O \ urnea Divis .
r OFF\ (- * 4 The Collector-cum-District Magistrate, Katihar.
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5. The Deputy Development Commissioner, Katihar.

6. The District Panchayat Raj Officer, Katihar.

7. The Deputy Collector, Land Reforms cum Assistant Director, Social
Society Cell, Katihar.

8. The Block Development Officer, Mansahi, Katihar.

9. The Circle Officer, Mansahi, District - Katihar.

10. The Executive Engineer, Area Engineering Organization, Work
Division, Katihar.

.... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Mukesh Kumar Jha, Adv.
For the Respondent/s : Mr. R.R. K Pandey, Adv.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE JYOTI SARAN
ORAL ORDER

Although this matter is listed under the heading ‘For Order
on Petition’ but considering the nature of grievance raised, the writ
petition itself is taken up for final disposal at this stage.

The petitioner is aggrieved by the location of the Panchayat
Bhawan. According to the petitioner the situs of the proposed
Panchayat Bhawan to be constructed in the Mohanpur Gram
Panchayat in the District of Katihar is on a plot different from the
plots approved by the Gram Sabha. He submits that he had invited

the attention of the District Magistrate, Katihar by filing a
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representation on 30.9.2013 again on 11.5.2014, copies of which
is placed at Annexures- 4 and 7 respectively.

Learned counsel in support of his submission has also relied
upon a report of the Deputy Development Commissioner placed at
Annexure-6 to the writ petition.

The grievance of the petitioner is that the representations
have remained pending and in the meanwhile work orders have
been issued.

Having heard learned counsel for the parties and
considering the fact that the petitioner has already raised his
grievance before the District Magistrate, Katihar objecting to the
location of the Panchayat Bhawan, this writ petition is disposed of
with a direction to the District Magistrate, Katihar to consider and
dispose of the representation filed by the petitioner which remains
pending before him since 30.9.2013 and has been renewed
thereafter on 11.5.2014 within four weeks of receipt/production of

a copy of this order.

(Jyoti Saran, J)
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