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Arvind/-

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8599 of 2014

Ramautar Mahto, Son of Late Puna Mahto, Resident of Village- Kanhaipur,
P.S- Mokama, District- Patna.
........ Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar
2. The Union of India through the Secretary, Energy Department, New
Delhi.
3. The Secretary, Directorate of Land Acquisition, Patna ( Bihar)
4. The Collector, Patna District- Patna.
5. The District Land Acquisition Officer, Patna.
6. The Chief General Manager, East Zone, N.T.P.C., Patna.
7. The General Manager, N.T.P.C. Barh.

Appearance :

For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Prakash Mahto, Adv.
Mr.Bhim Sen Prasad, Adv.

For the Respondent nos.1&3to5:  Mr. Krishna Chandra, AC to AG

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA
ORAL ORDER

The learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
petitioner has fairly submitted that all the relevant
facts/notifications/orders relating to the land acquisition case in
question have not been brought on the record. He further submits
that the reliefs sought for on behalf of the petitioner have not been
properly enumerated in paragraph 1 of the writ petition. Therefore,
after some argument, he seeks leave of this Court 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 facts/notifications/orders relating to the land acquisition
case in question, as also by crystallizing the reliefs in paragraph 1
of the writ petition.

Leave is granted.

The writ petition stands disposed of as withdrawn

with the liberty aforesaid.

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J)
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