IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.9458 of 1994

c @ maghubar Bhagat, son of Ram Das Bhagat.

2. Ram Dahin Bhagat, son of Ram Das Bhagat.
3. Pramod Kumar Singh @ Pramod Bhagat, son of Raghubar Bhagat.
4. Ram Bhadar Singh, son of Raghubar Bhagat.

All are resident of Village- Rupi, P.S. Dinara, District- Rohtas

=
ql?'

Petitioners
Versus
4, 1. Thesgtate of Bihar
r 2 q.o'ih't Director of Consolidation (HQ.) Bihar, Patna.
OFF \SC’ Deputy Director of Consolidation, Rohtas at Sasaram.
4. Consolidation Officer, Dinara, Rohtas at Sasaram.
5. Baijnath Singh, son of Kuber Singh
6. Ramjee Singh, son of Kuber Singh.
Respondent Nos. 5 and 6 are resident of Village- Rupi, P.S. Dinara, District-
Rohtas at Sasaram

........ Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioners Mr. Santosh Kumar, Advocate.
For the Respondents : Mr. Mahesh Prasad No.2

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V.N. SINHA
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 19-05-2015

Heard learned <counsel for the
petitioners and the contesting respondent.

2. Petitioner is aggrieved by order dated
17.05.1994 passed by Joint Director,
Consolidation (Headquarter), Bihar, Patna in
Revision Case No. 1134 of 1987, whereunder
adjustments have been made in the Chak allotted
to the petitioners and the private respondents in

the light of the report received from the
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Consolidation Officer, considering the ground
realities.

ﬁﬂ'&e 3. There does not appear to be any
jurisdictional error in the order impugned, I am
not inclined to interfere with the same.

4, 4. Writ Petition stands dismissed.

(V.N. Sinha, J)

P.K.P.




