IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.7339 of 2014

c Praveen Kumar, A Sainik in Indian Army, Son of Ram Bilash Prasad
\_ﬂ {;,FE O D JBesident of Village - Tikar, P.O. - Jhuri, P.S. - Bagirganj, District - Gaya.
........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, the Revenue and Land
Reforms Land Acquisition Department, Old Secretariat, P.S. - Sachiwalay,
District - Patna.
4, ZJ' he District Magistrate, Gaya.
O r \ 8..The Sub Divisional Magistrate, Gaya.
O E F |\ © 4 The Anchal Adhikari, Gaya.
5. The Union of India, through Secretary National Rural Road Development
Authority, New Delhi.
6. The Additional General Manager IRCON International Ltd, 1st Floor
Sone Bhawan, Daroga Prasad Ray Path, Patna.

........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Sudhir Kumar Sinha, Adv.
For the Respondent nos.1to4  : Mr. S. Rahman, AC to GP-24
For the Respondent no.5 : Mr.S.N.Pathak, Adv.
For the Respondent no.6 . Mr.Siddhartha Prasad, Adv.
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA
ORAL ORDER
2 23-11-2016 After having heard the parties for sometime, this

Court finds that the present writ petition is very sketchy one. All
the relevant facts regarding the land acquisition proceeding in
question and details of the lands belonging to the petitioner have
not been disclosed in the present writ petition.

The learned AC to GP-24, appearing on behalf of the
respondent nos.1 to 4 and the learned counsel appearing on behalf
of the respondent no.6 have rightly raised their objections that the
relevant facts have not been properly stated and relevant
materials/notifications have not been brought on the record on
behalf of the petitioner in the present writ petition; therefore, they

are not in a position to file effective counter affidavits.
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In above view of the matter, the learned counsel
appearing on behalf of the petitioner seeks permission to withdraw
the present writ petition with a liberty to file a fresh writ petition
in the same subject matter, after bringing on the record all the
relevant orders passed and notifications issued in the land
acquisition case in question as also the details of the lands claimed
by the petitioner and further after bringing on the record all the
subsequent developments, which might have taken place during
the interregnum period.

Permission is accorded.

The writ petition stands disposed of as withdrawn

with the liberty aforesaid.

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J)
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