
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10838 of 2017

======================================================
Pulendra Singh son of Late Parmeshwar Singh, Resident of Village-  Kajhi
Tola, P.O.- Kojhi, P.S.- Phullidumar, District- Banka.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar 

2. The Commissioner cum Secretary,  Water Resources Department,  Govt. of
Bihar, Patna. 

3. Director  Land  Acquisition  and  Rehabilitation  Department  of  Water
Resources, Bihar, Patna. 

4. Chief Engineer, Water Resources Department, Bhagalpur. 

5. District Magistrate cum Collector, Banka. 

6. Superintending Engineer, Water Resources Circle, Bhagalpur. 

7. Executive Engineer, Irrigation Pramandal to Laxmipur, Banka. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Dinesh Prasad Verma, Adv. 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Sumant Kumar Singh, AC to GA-2
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

2 28-04-2025   Heard the parties. 

2.  The writ petition has been filed :-

“in  the  nature  of  mandamus  for

direction to the informant to pay the quantum of

compensation amount at present prevailing rate

for the land acquired by the respondents for the

Bilasai  Jalasay  Project  in  the  District  of

Banka”

3.  A counter affidavit on behalf of Respondent No. 5

is  on  record.  The  State  counsel  has  taken  this  Court  to
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paragraph-7 to show that despite notice, the petitioner failed to

approach  the  concerned  authority  by  producing  relevant

documents and as such, no payment could be made. 

4.  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that he

shall be approaching the concerned authority in next four weeks.

5.   It  is  for  the  petitioner  to  decide  whether  to

approach or not as the counter affidavit is of the year 2017 and a

copy was served in the year 2018 duly accepted by the learned

counsel for the petitioner. No rejoinder is there.

 6.  However, if the petitioner approaches along with

the  relevant  documents,  the  matter  be  taken  to  its  logical

conclusion. 

7.  The writ petition stands disposed of.      
    

      perwez
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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