
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.640 of 2019

======================================================
Urmila Devi Wife of Nand Kumar Singh, Resident of Village- Jharha, P.S.-
Amba and Distt- Aurangabad.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar and Ors. 

2. The District Magistrate, Aurangabad. 

3. The Additional Collector cum Arbitrator, Aurangabad. 

4. The  Deputy  Collector  Land  Reforms  cum  Competent  Authority,
Aurangabad. 

5. The Chief General Manager National High Way II, Aurangabad. 

6. The Project Director, P.I.U., N.H.A.I, Varanasi. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Anirudh Kumar Verma, Advocate

 Mr. Vyas Kumar Mishra, Advocate
For the N.H.A.I. :  Mr. S.N. Pathak, Advocate

 Mr. Saurabh Kumar, Advocate
For the State :  Mr. Dhurjati Kumar Prasad, APP
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

3 23-04-2024      Heard the parties.

2. This petition is being filed for direction to the

concerned authorities to pay the compensation to the petitioner

for the land acquired for widening of National High Way -2 for

which the Gazette notification has been issued in the year 2010

and  neither  notice  to  this  effect  has  been  issued  nor

compensation  has  been  paid  though  the  land  in  question  is

proposed to be acquired in the year 2010 and new notification

for extra land in the year 2015 with all  statutory benefits by

initiating fresh proceeding under the National High Way Act as
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well as R.T.F.C.A.A.R. Act, 2013.

3. Learned counsel for the State pointed out that the

gazette notification of the year 2010 and the petitioner is now

moving before this Court in the year 2018.

4. Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that

she resides outside the district and as such, the delay occurred.

5. Learned counsel for the State pointed out that no

details relating to said statement as to where the lady reside is

available in the writ petition.

6. In the aforesaid background, learned counsel for

the petitioner submits that he may be given liberty to approach

the appropriate authority.

7.  Granting  said  liberty,  the  writ  petition  stands

disposed of.
    

Guddu/- 

(Rajiv Roy, J)
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