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1. The affidavit-of-service as filed in Court today is taken 

on record.  

2. At the very outset, learned advocate for the writ 

petitioner draws attention of this Court to Page No. 19 

of the instant writ petition being a copy of the letter 

dated 27.01.2025 as written by the writ petitioner 

addressed to the respondents/authorities.  

3. It is the grievance of the writ petitioner that a huge 

quantum of land belonging to the writ petitioner was 

utilized for the purpose of Bhatar-Samanti Road and 

Chatni Link Road without initiating any acquisition 

proceeding in accordance with law and for such 

unlawful utilization, the writ petitioner was also not 

given adequate compensation.  

4. It is the case of the writ petitioner that despite receipt of 

the said letter dated 27.01.2025, the 

respondents/authorities, more specifically, the 

respondent nos. 2, 4 and 6 sat tight over the matter and 

practically did nothing.  
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5. Learned advocate for the State opposes the prayer as 

made on behalf of the writ petitioner stating, inter alia, 

that the writ petitioner has got no locus standi to file 

the instant writ petition.  

6. Such contention is opposed on behalf of the writ 

petitioner stating that the present writ petitioner is the 

legal heir of the recorded owner of the land in question. 

7. On perusal of the entire materials as placed before this 

Court and after hearing the learned advocates for the 

contending parties, this Court while disposing the 

instant writ petition directs the respondent no. 6 to 

consider the letter dated 27.01.2025 as written by the 

writ petitioner as a representation of the writ petitioner 

and after giving an opportunity of hearing to the writ 

petitioner and/or his authorized representative shall 

pass a reasoned order in writing and forthwith 

communicate the same to the writ petitioner preferably 

by mail, if the mail details of the writ petitioner is 

furnished to the respondent no. 6 at the time of 

hearing.  

8. It is made clear that the entire process as indicated in 

the foregoing paragraph is to be completed within 90 

working days from the date of communication of the 

server copy of this order.  

9. Liberty is given to the learned advocate on record to the 

writ petitioner to communicate the server copy of this 

order to the respondent no. 6.  
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10. The respondent no. 6 is hereby directed to act on the 

server copy of this order.  

11. It is further directed that in the event, the respondent 

no. 6 finds that there is sufficient merit in the 

representation dated 27.01.2025 of the writ petitioner, 

the respondent no. 6 is further directed to take 

appropriate steps in accordance with law.  

12. With the aforementioned observations, the instant writ 

petition being WPA 7362 of 2025 is disposed of.  

13. Urgent photostat certified copies of this order, if 

applied for, be supplied to the parties upon compliance 

with all the necessary formalities. 

 

   

         (Partha Sarathi Sen, J.) 


