
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.18172 of 2018

======================================================
Md. Suleman S/o Late Seikh Sarfuddin @ Late Tobar Ali, Resident of village-
Baisa, P.S.- Rautahat, District- Purnia.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Of Bihar

2. The Commissioner-cum-Secretary, Department of Revenue, Government of
Bihar, Patna. 

3. The Director Land Acquisition, Government of Bihar, Patna. 

4. The District Magistrate-cum-Collector, District- Purnia. 

5. The District Land Acquisition Officer, Purnia. 

6. The Bihar State Pool Nirman Nigam Ltd through its Secretary, Bihar, Patna. 

7. The Secretary, Pool Nirman Nigam Ltd, Bihar, Patna. 

8. The Senior  Pariyogina Planning Engineer,  Bihar Rajya Pool Nigam Ltd.,
Karya Pramandal, Saharsha. 

9. The Deputy Chief Engineer, North Bihar Rajya Pool Nigam Ltd, Patna. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  None
For the State :  Mr. Raj Kishore Roy, GP-18
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

4 16-09-2025   No one appears on behalf of the petitioner though

learned State counsel as also learned counsel representing the

Bihar Pool Nirman Nigam Limited is present.

2. The  present  petition  has  been  preferred  for  the

grant of following relief(s): 

“for  issuance  of  Mandamus

commanding the respondent authorities to make

payment of the cost of land of the petitioner as

estimated by the Govt. alongwith interest at the
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rate  of  15%  per  annum  since  the  day  of

acquisition which has been acquired in the year

2007 for the purpose of construction of bridge

and for guide wall with respect to the said bridge

situated at 9 miles Baisa Bridge and approach

road of Amau Bahadurganj Road in the District

of Purnea and since long it has not been paid to

the  petitioner  reason  known  to  the  authorities

respondents.”

3. For  want  of  prosecution,  the  writ  petition  stands

dismissed for non-prosecution.
    

vinayak/-
(Rajiv Roy, J)
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