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   IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 

               WP(C) No.1968 of 2019 

 

Md. Hasan Rizvi, aged about 68 years, son of Late M.A. Haque, resident 

of G4/146, Straight Mile Road Kalimali Golmuri East Singhbhum, P.O. 

& P.S Sakchi., District- East Singhbhum (Jamshedpur)... Petitioner. 

Versus 

1. The State of Jharkhand through the Principal Secretary, Revenue & 

Land Reforms Department, Government of Jharkhand, Ranchi. 

Having Officer Project Building, Dhurwa, P.O. Dhurwa, P.S. 

Jagarnathpur. District- Ranchi. 

2. The Commissioner, Singhbhum (Kolhan), Chaibasa, P.O.+P.S. 

Chaibasa, Dist. West Singhbhum, Jharkhand Pin-833201. 

3. The Deputy Commissioner, East Singhbhum, P.O.+P.S. Sakchi, Dist. 

Jamshedpur, East Sinnghbhum.  

4. Additional Deputy Commissioner, East Singhbhum, P.O.+P.S. Sakchi, 

Dist. Jamshedpur, East Singhbhum.  

5. M/s Tata Steel Ltd. through its Managing Director, /Director in charge 

(Administration), P.O.+P.S. Sakchi, Dist.Jamshedpur, East 

Singhbhum.     … Respondent(s) 

    --------  

CORAM: SRI ANANDA SEN, J. 

 

    ------ 

For the Petitioner (s) : Mr. Bharat Kr. Jha, Advocate 

For the Respondent-State:  Mr. Prashant Kr. Rai, Advocate 

  For the Resp. Tata Steel Ltd.:  Mr. Indrajit Sinha, Advocate 

Mr. Ajay Kumar Sah, Advocate 

------    

11/09.04.2026  Heard learned counsel appearing for the petitioner and learned 

counsel appearing for the Respondents.  

2. The petitioner in this writ petition has prayed for commanding 

upon the Respondents authorities specially Respondents No. 1 to 4 

for settlement of the sub-lease of land for residential purpose in the 

name of ex-MLA from the Jamshedpur West legislative constituency 

in the light of the application to the Deputy Commissioner cum 

President appropriate machinery committee also the Secretary, 

Department of Revenue and Land Reform Government of Jharkhand, 

Ranchi for the plot having following description-situated in the 

Mouza Beldih P.S. No. 1154, Khata No. 2, R.S. Plot No. 1853 Part 
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having total area 0.12 acre according to the 1934-37 R.S. record of 

Survey.  

3. Just because the petitioner is an ex-MLA of the State, 

recommendation has been made by the Deputy Commissioner to 

allot a land for residential purpose in prime area of Jamshedpur. The 

act of the Deputy Commissioner is absolutely against the law. 

Admittedly, the land was leased out to Tata Steel and same is 

pending for renewal in favour of the Tata Steel. Even the Tata Steel, 

also without a proper policy, cannot deal or settle land to any private 

individual or any person. These lands are primarily of the State, 

leased out to the Tata Steel.  

4. Prima facie, I am of the opinion that if these lands are settled in 

such manner, in which the Deputy Commissioner has proposed, it 

will create anarchy. These types of lands, if at all needs to be settled, 

should be by way of auction or by way of lottery and not by the said 

manner, which has been done here, i.e. pick and choose method, 

which has got no space in our Constitution. 

5.  Further, in this writ petition, the petitioner has claimed for 

settlement of the land on the ground that another ex-MLA has been 

settled some land. This cannot be a ground to settle the land in favour 

of the petitioner.  

6. If a wrong has been committed, the same cannot be allowed to 

be perpetuated. Illegality always remains an illegality. The petitioner 

cannot claim any benefit out of the same. Further, a particular ex-

MLA or any person has got no right to get the said settlement of 
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land.   

7. These types of properties / lands, if at all needs to be settled, can 

be settled as per the proper policy, where every person should get an 

opportunity to be considered for settlement. There cannot be pick and 

choose method, which has been prayed in this case. 

8. Thus, I find no ground to give any benefit to this petitioner.  

9. Accordingly, this writ petition is dismissed. 

 

                 (ANANDA SEN, J.) 
09.04.2026       

 R.Kumar 

 


