
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10865 of 2017

======================================================
Shambhu Singh Son of  Sri  Ram Narayan Singh @ Ram Narayan Mahto,
Resident of Village- Dharmpur, P.S.- Bathnaha, District- Sitamarhi.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar.

2. The District Magistrate, Sitamarhi, District- Sitamarhi. 

3. The District Land Acquisition Officer, Sitamarhi, District- Sitamarhi. 

4. The  Executive  Engineer,  Building  Construction  Division,  Sitamarhi,
District- Sitamarhi. 

5. Arbitrator-cum-Additional Collector, Sitamarhi, District- Sitamarhi. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Sanjay Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Raj Kishore Roy-GP-18
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

2 25-11-2025 Heard Mr. Mahendra Thakur, learned counsel for the

petitioner and the State.

2.  The  present  petition  has  been  preferred  for  the

following relief(s):

“I. for issuance of a writ in the nature of

certiorari for quashing the order dated 10.02.2017

passed by the Arbitrator-Cum-Additional Collector,

Sitamarhi (Respondent  No.5)  in Arbitration Case

No.11/15-16 by which he has rejected the claim of

the petitioner without considering the case of the

petitioner.
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II.  For  direction  to  the  respondent

authority to pay the compensation amount for 22

hectare of land with permissible interest upto the

date of its actual payment from the date of taking

over the land of the petitioner.

III.  For  any  other  appropriate  order/

orders as this Hon'ble Court thinks fit and proper

in the facts and circumstances of this case.”

3. After  some  argument,  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner submits that he shall be moving before the appropriate

authority/Arbitrator for the redressal of the grievance.

4. Granting said liberty and without commenting on

the merit of the case, the writ petition stands disposed of.

5. If any such petition is preferred in next four weeks,

the  concerned  authority  shall  take  into  account  that  the  writ

petition was pending before this Court for eight long years while

dealing with the limitation petition. 
    

Adnan/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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