
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10880 of 2016

======================================================
Bishwanath Paswan S/o Late Jivachh Paswan resident of village and P.O.-
Maheshwara, P.S.- Babubarhi, District-Madhubani

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar and Ors 

2. The Collector, Madhubani 

3. The Sub-Divisional Officer, Sadar, Madhubani 

4. The Deputy Development Officer, Madhubani 

5. The  Executive  Engineer,  Rural  Engineering  Organization,  District-
Madhubani 

6. The Assistant Engineer, Block Babubarhi District-Madhubani 

7. The Block Development Officer, Block Babubarhi, District-Madhubani 

8. The Circle Officer, Block- Babubarhi, District-Madhubani 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Kumar Priya Ranjan, Sc23
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

2 21-07-2025   No one appears on behalf of the petitioner though

learned State Counsel is present.

2. The present writ petition has been preferred for the

following relief(s):

for issuance of writ/s commanding

the  order/s,  direction/s  respondents  for

making payment of amount of Compensation

under  the  Land  Acquisition  Act,  2013  and

loss  suffered  by  the  petitioner  on  the

Respondents  have forcibly  made road over

the  land  of  petition  and  destroyed  the
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standing cross  and in alternative  removing

the encroachment (Road) made over the land

of petitioner or settlement of similarly area

of question land and for any other reliefs for

which the petitioner found entitled to in the

facts and circumstances of the case.

3.  The counter  affidavit  was filed in  the year  2016

after service of copy to the petitioner and learned State Counsel

has taken this Court to paragraph 14 to submit that the aforesaid

land was never settled to the petitioner and he has construed a

recommendation as settlement.

4.  Be  that  as  it  may,  since  there  is  no  appearance,

dismissed for non-prosecution. 
    

Vijay Singh/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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