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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI
W.P.(C) No. 1551 of 2026
Sandeep Pradhan, aged about 38 years, S/o Late Sushanto Pradhan,
R/o Vill. Asangi, PO-Adityapur, PS-RIT, Dist-Seraikela Kharsawan.
...... Petitioner(s)
Versus

=

The State of Jharkhand.

2. Managing Director, Jharkhand Industrial Area Development
Authority (JIADA), having Office at 3™ Floor, JIADA Building,
Namkum Industrial Area, Namkum, Dist-Ranchi.

3. Regional Director, Adityapur Industrial Area Development
Authority  (AIADA), now Jharkhand Industrial Area
Development Authority (JIADA), having its registered office at
Vikash Bhawan, PO & PS-Adityapur, Dist-Seraikella-Kharsawan.

4. Director, National Institute of Technology, Jamshedpur, having
registered office at Adityapur, PO-NIT Jamshedpur, PS-RIT,
Dist-Seraikela-Kharsawan.

5. National Institute of Technology (Then Regional Institute of

Technology), Jamshedpur, through its Registrar, having

registered office at Adityapur, PO-NIT Jamshedpur, PO-RIT,

Dist-Seraikela-Kharsawan. ... ... Respondent(s)

For the Petitioner(s) :  Mr. Harsh Tiwari, Advocate
Mr. Shubham Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent(s) : Mr. Ashutosh Anand, AAG-III

Mr. Anoop Kr. Mehta, Advocate
Mr. Shubham Malwiya, Advocate
Mr. R.C.P. Sah, Advocate

Mr. C.A. Bardhan, Advocate

02/ 17" March, 2026

1. Heard the parties.

2. The Khatiyani Raiyat and grandfather had applied for job
in lieu of acquisition of land. As there was no statutory provision or
any obligation to provide job, the same was rejected. The father
initially also applied for the same but it was also not considered. Now
this petitioner who is the grandson of the Khatiyani Raiyat, has
approached this Court, seeking appointment in lieu of land
acquisition.

3. Admittedly, the petitioner was also not born when the
land was acquired sometime in the year 1969. In an exactly the
similar matter, the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of “Sanjeev
Kumar Vs. State of Haryana & Ors.” order passed in Special Leave
to Appeal(C) No0s.30798/2025 at paragraph No.3 has held as
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follows:-

"3. Under the provisions of the Act, on the land being
acquired, the petitioner or his family is entitled only to
the compensation which has already been paid. There is
no provision for grant of job in lieu of the acquired land.
The policy decision, if any, of giving job in lieu of the
acquired land cannot prevail over the statutory
provisions and as such, we find no error or illegality on
the part of the authorities and the High Court in
dismissing the claim of the petition for job, which was
filed after more than 18 years of the framing of the
policy.”

4, The case in hand is much on a better footing on facts
as there is no policy on the respondent-State or AIADA /JIADA to
give employment. When there is no policy, the petitioner does not
have any right to seek employment in lieu of acquisition of land
when compensation has already been granted to the grandfather

i.e., the original land looser. Thus, this writ petition is dismissed.

(ANANDA SEN, J.)
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