
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11357 of 2016

======================================================
Kapildeo Mahto Son of Sri Mahadeo Mahto Resident of Village- Araria, P.s.-
Kanhauli, District- Sitamarhi.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar

2. The District Magistrate, Sitamarhi 

3. The Deputy Collector Land Reforms, Sitamarhi. 

4. The Circle Officer, Sonbarsa, Dist- Sitamarhi. 

5. The Deputy Director Consolidation, Sitamarhi. 

6. The Assistant Consolidation Officer, Sonbarsa, Dist- Sitamarhi. 

7. The District Land Acquisition Officer, Sitamarhi. 

8. The Engineer-in-Chief, National Highway Authority, Bihar, Patna. 

9. The Protect Director, PLU, National Highway ,Darbhanga.
...  ...  Respondent/s

======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Surendra Kishore Thakur, Advocate
For the State :  Mr. Sanjay Kumar, AC to GP-23
For the NHAI :  Dr. Maurya Vijay Chandra, Advocate

:  Mr. Gaurav Govinda, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

5 21-07-2025   Heard the parties.

2. The  present  petition  has  been  preferred  for  the

grant of following relief(s): 

“(i) For issuance of writ in the nature

of  certiorari  for  quashing  of  the  letter  dated

19.11.2013  whereby  and  where  under  the

respondents authority has rejected the claim of

the petitioner for compensation holding that the

petitioner  is  not  raiyat  rather  he  was

Sikmidar/Bataidar.

(ii)  For  further  direction  to  the
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respondents  authority  to  pay the compensation

amount  to  the petitioner  for the land acquired

for widening of NH-77.

(iii)  For  further  direction  to  the

respondents  authority  to  dispose  of  the

representation of the petitioner by reasoned and

speaking order within time framed.

(iv)  For  further  direction  to  the

respondents authority to hold enquiry as to why

the compensation of the petitioner has not been

paid till now.

(v) And for any other relief/reliefs for

which the petitioner is found to be entitled in the

eye of law.”

3. After  some  argument,  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioner submits that he shall be approaching the appropriate

authority/court for the redressal of grievance.

4. Granting said liberty and without commenting the

merit fo the case, the writ petitions stands disposed of.
    

vinayak/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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