
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.20219 of 2016

======================================================
Arun  Purve  S/o  Late  Ram  Prasad  Purve,  R/o  village  -  Sangram,  P.O.
Julapatganj, P.S. Jhanjharpur, District - Madhubani 

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Union Of India

2. The  Chairman,  National  Highway  Authority  of  India,  Sector  -  10/11,
Dwarik, New Delhi 

3. The Project Director, National Highway Authority of India, H/o Shri S.N.
Mishra, Ward No. 10, Profe 

4. The District Magistrate, Madhubani 

5. The District Land Acquisition officer, District Madhubani 

6. The Circle officer, Jhanjharpur, District - Madhubani 

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

ORAL ORDER

2 25-08-2025   Heard the parties.

2. The  present  petition  has  been  preferred  for  the

grant of following relief(s): 

“(i)  for  a  MANDAMUS commanding

the  respondents  to  make  payment  of

compensation  amount  to  petitioner  for  Mauza

and  Thana  no.-  Sangram  145,  Khata  no.-87,

Khesra no.-2452, 2454, Area 1 Bigha 8 Katha 13

dhur, which has been acquired and the work of

widening  and  strengthening  of  National
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Highway-57  at  the  concerned  process  has

already  been  completed  but  the  compensation

amount of the land of the petitioner has not been

paid.

(ii)  for  declaration  to  respondents  to

hold  inquiry  that  to  whom  and  in  what

circumstances  the  compensation  amount  has

been paid of the abovesaid land of the petitioner

and  take  appropriate  against  action  erring

authorities  and  persons  in  accordance  with

concerned provisions.

(iii) For any other relief or reliefs for

which the petitioner may be found entitled in the

facts and circumstances of the case.”

3. After  some  argument,  Mr.  Prabhu  Narayan

Prabhakar,  learned counsel for the petitioner in the presence of

Mr. GP-18, Raj Kishore Roy submits that liberty be granted to

to approach the competent Civil Court.

4. State has no objection.

5. In  that  background,  the  writ  petition  stands

disposed of allowing the petitioner to approach the competent

Civil Court who while dealing with the limitation petition shall
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see to it that the matter was pending before this Court for nine

years and shall ensure that it is taken to its logical conclusion on

merit at an earliest.

6. The writ petition stands disposed of.
    

vinayak/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)

U


