
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9324 of 2024

======================================================
Jitendra  Kumar  Pandey  @ Jitendra  Kumar  S/o  Late  Tarni  Prasad  Pandey
Resident  of village  and P.O.  and P.S.  -  Thakurganj,  District  -  Kishanganj-
855115. Currently residing at  House No. - 150, Village and P.O. - Harpur
Rewari, P.S. - Angarghat, District - Samastipur, Bihar-848134.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through the Principal Secretary, Department of Revenue
and Land Reforms, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

2. The Director, Directorate of Land Acquisition, Govt. of Bihar, Patna.

3. The  Presiding  Officer,  Land  Acquisition  Rehabilitation  and  Resettlement
Authority, Purnea.

4. The District Magistrate, Kishanganj, Bihar-855107.

5. The Land Acquisition Officer, Kishanganj, Bihar.

6. The Additional Chief Engineer/Construction, North Frontier Railway, New
Jalpaiguri, West Bengal - 734004.

7. The  General  Manager,  North  Frontier  Railway,  Maali  Gaaon,  Assam-
787011.

8. The Divisional Railway Manager, North Frontier Railway, Katihar Division,
Katihar.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Jay Karan
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Standing Counsel (19)
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA

ORAL ORDER

3 23-06-2025 1.  Heard  learned counsel  for  the  petitioner,  learned

AC to SC-19 and the learned CGC appearing on behalf of the

Union of India.

2. The writ application has been filed for a direction

upon the Presiding Officer,  Land Acquisition Rehabilitation and

Acquisition  Resettlement Authority, Purnia to allow payment of

Rs.82,48,208/- of the total compensation allowed by the court of
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Presiding  Officer,  Land  Acquisition  Rehabilitation  and

Acquisition  Resettlement  Authority,  Purnia  vide  order  dated

20.09.2022 and Award dated 22.09.2022 issued in reference to

the aforementioned order which has been sent  by the District

Magistrate,  Kishanganj,  Bihar  with  the  statutory  interest  so

applicable in the facts and circumstances. 

3.  The  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

State submits that a counter affidavit on behalf of respondent

no.4  and  5  have  been  filed,  wherein  at  Para-10,  it  has  been

specifically  pleaded  that  against  the  order  dated  20.09.2022

passed by the Land Acquisition Rehabilitation and Acquisition

Resettlement Authority, Purnea in Land Acquisition Reference

Case  No.74/2015-1610,  as  per  Section  74(1)  of  RFCTLARR

Act,  2013,  respondent  no.4  i.e.  the  District  Magistrate,

Kishanganj  has  filed  an  appeal  bearing  M.A.  No.455/2025

(Government  of  Bihar  vs  Jitendra  Kumar  Pandey @ Jitendra

Kumar). The learned State counsel thus submits that since M.A.

No.455/2025  has  been  preferred  by  the  District  Magistrate,

Kishanganj  against  the order  dated 20.09.2022 passed by the

Land Acquisition Rehabilitation and Acquisition  Resettlement

Authority,  Purnea  in  Land  Acquisition  Reference  Case

No.74/2015-1610, in that event, for the present, the relief sought
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in the instant writ application cannot be granted for the reason

that if M.A. No.455/2025 is allowed, the order dated 20.09.2022

passed by the Land Acquisition Rehabilitation and Acquisition

Resettlement Authority, Purnea  in Land Acquisition Reference

Case No.74/2015-1610 shall be set aside.

4.  The  learned  counsel  appearing  on  behalf  of  the

petitioner submits that petitioner was not aware of the pendency

of M.A. No.455/2025 and by way of counter affidavit only the

petitioner has come to know that M.A. No.455/2025 has been

filed  on  behalf  of  the  District  Magistrate,  Kishanganj.  It  is

submitted that the petitioner has also been informed about the

same.

5. After hearing the learned counsel for the parties, for

the  present  the  Court  is  not  inclined  to  entertain  the  writ

application, as such the writ application is disposed of with a

liberty to the petitioner to file a  fresh writ  application in the

event  M.A.  No.455/2025  is  dismissed,  seeking  the  relief  as

sought in the instant writ application.  
    

amit/-
(Satyavrat Verma, J)

U


