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ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 09-11-2016

Heard parties.

Petitioner claims that respondent no. 5 has encroached
upon public land of Khesra No. 1816 appertaining to Khata No. 594
of village Kathara, Police Station Sultanganj, District Bhagalpur.

It is urged that construction has been made upon a
public Rasta which is causing much inconvenience to the petitioner
and all the villagers. Petitioner submits that he has approached the
District Magistrate, Bhagalpur vide Annexure 3 and though a notice

has been issued by the Anchala Adhikari on 3.6.2016 for stopping the
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construction but the same is going on and no proceeding has been
Initiated against the private respondent.

Having regard to the aforementioned facts and
circumstances, this writ application is disposed of, without going into
the merit of the case, with a liberty to the petitioner to approach the
Anchala Adhikari concerned by filing proper application under the
Bihar Public Land Encroachment Act, 1956 for removal of
encroachment. Thereafter, the Anchala Adhikari would examine the
matter and if it is found that there is encroachment on public land then
he would take steps for removal of the same following the procedure
laid down under the Act and the Rules and conclude the proceeding
preferably within a period of six months. However, it is made clear
that before doing that he would have to grant reasonable opportunity
to all the concerned including the respondent no. 5. In case he decides
otherwise and he does not find any encroachment on a public road or
land then he would pass an order and communicate the same to the

petitioner expeditiously.

(Dr. Ravi Ranjan, J)
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