
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10626 of 2024

======================================================
Meera Mishra @ Meera Krishna Chandra Mishra Wife of  Krishnachandra
Mishra,  Resident  of  Village-  Bhatt  Simar,  P.S.-  Rajnagar,  District-
Madhubani.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The  State  of  Bihar  through  the  Principal  Secretary,  Revenue  and  Land
Reforms Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Principal Secretary, Irrigation Department, Government of Bihar, Patna.

3. The Executive Engineer, Koshi Nagar Project Sakari, District- Madhubani.

4. The Collector Madhubani, District- Madhubani.

5. The Land Acquisition Officer, Madhubani, District- Madhubani.

6. The Circle Officer, Circle Rajnagar, District- Madhubani.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Subhash Kumar Jha, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Alok Ranjan, Advocate 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

2 18-07-2024 Heard Mr. Subhash Kumar Jha, learned Advocate for

the  petitioner  and  Mr.  Alok  Ranjan,  learned  Government

Advocate. 

2. The petitioner by invoking the jurisdiction of this

Court  seeking  a  direction  upon  the  respondent  authorities

especially, Land Acquisition Officer, Madhubani to dispose of

the Case No. 03 of 2006, which is pending since long.  

3. Learned Advocate for the petitioner contended that

the land of the petitioner was acquired during the construction

of  Barhai Tola Nahar. However, on account of a dispute with
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regard to the ownership of the land, the matter has been referred

to  the  Land  Acquisition  Officer,  Madhubani.  Despite  the

appearance of the petitioner in the aforesaid case, the same has

not been disposed of till date and by this way, the petitioner has

been deprived from his rightful claim of compensation.

4. Learned Advocate for the State is not in a position

to apprise this Court as to whether the Case No. 03 of 2006 is

disposed of or not.

5.  Considering  the  aforesaid  facts,  the  writ  petition

stands disposed of with a direction to the respondent no. 5 to

dispose of the Case No. 03 of 2006, preferably within a period

of twelve weeks from today, if the matter is still pending. 
    

shivank/-
(Harish Kumar, J)
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