IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.8959 of 1994

$EE ¢ ga@an Das, son of Jeevlal Das, resident of village — Madhura
Tola Andauli, P.S. — Sour Bazar, District — Saharsa.
Petitioner
Versus
1. The State of Bihar
2. The Additional Collector, Saharsa
A 3. D,GJ..R. Saharsa
O a 7 Lakshmi Yadav
OFF\
S.~Narayan Yadav
Both sons of Kangali Yadav, resident of village — Chandaur
Tola Mahespur, P.S. — Sour Bazar, District — Saharsa.
6. Hareram Mehta
7. Upendra Mehta
Both sons of Kari Mehta, resident of village - Madhura Tola
Andauli, P.S. — Sour Bazar, District — Saharsa.
.... Respondents

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE NAVANITI PRASAD SINGH

ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 16-04-2015

When the case was called out for hearing, no
one appeared on behalf of the petitioner. Learned counsels
for the Private respondents and the State are present.

The writ petitioner was the applicant before
Deputy Collector Land Reforms (hereinafter referred to as
“D.C.L.R.”) claiming to be a Bataidar of the private
respondents by virtue of the fact that private respondents
had purchased the lands from original landlord. All the

authorities below have specifically ruled on facts as
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against the writ petitioner and that being so, in exercise of
the power under judicial review, there being no procedural
impropriety, this Court not sitting in Appeal, cannot
interfere with those findings.

That being so, there appears no merit in this

writ petition. It is, accordingly, dismissed.

(Navaniti Prasad Singh, J.)
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