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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurlsdlctlon Case N0.2718 of 2015

h%%y Kumar Gupta s/o- Dr. Indu Bhushan Prasad Gupta.
hasKumari, wife of Vinay Kumar Gupta
Both resident of Mohalla Pathak Toli, P.s.- Jehanabad, District- Jehanabad.

........ Petitioner/s

Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Revenue and Land Reforms
Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.
2 TheDijstrict Magistrate-cum-Collector, District- Jehanabad.
fé~Additional Collector, Jehanabad.

Or
OFF \4{:’ The District Land Acquisition Officer, Jehanabad.

5. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Sub-Division-Jehanabad.

6. The Union of India through the Principal Secretary, Ministry of Road and
Transports and Highway, Government of India.

7. The Principal Secretary, Ministry of Road Transport and Highways,
Government of India, New Delhi.

8. The National Highways Authority of India (NHAI) through Chairman-cum-
Secretary, G.5 and G-6 Sector-10, Dwarika, New Delhi

9. The Project Director, National Highways Authority of India, D-63, Sri
Krishnapuri, Patna.

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Rakesh Kumar
For the Respondent/s : Mr. DINBANDHU SINGH

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE KISHORE KUMAR MANDAL
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 13-02-2015

The only contention of the petitioners is that the
representations (Annexure-6 and 6/1) filed by the petitioners before
the District Land Acquisition Officer for amendment in compensation
amount have not, till date, been considered and disposed of. The rate
at which the valuable land of the petitioners have been acquired does
not commensurate with the actual value of land of the petitioner. The
land is close to N.H-83 near Jehanabad town. They have, in fact,

claimed enhanced compensation amount. The representation
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(Annexure-6) reflects the same.

Having heard the parties, the writ application is disposed
of by directing the respondent District Land Acquisition Officer,
Jehanabad (respondent no. 4) to consider and dispose of the
representation of the petitioners in accordance with law as quickly as
possible preferably within two months from the date of
receipt/production of a copy of this order along with a fresh copy of

the fresh representation before the said respondent.

(Kishore Kumar Mandal, J)
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