IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.9808 of 2006

1. Janak Kishore Narain
/B 2, Jayant Kishore Narain
. Witendra Kishore Narain
All sons of Late Tej Pratap Narain, residents of Village & P.O. Kerma,
Police Station Kurhani, Anchal Turki, District Muzaffarpur
........ Petitioner/s

e Co
\ﬂﬁ

Versus
1. The State of Bihar
4, Z..V_The Joint Director of Consolidation, Muzaffarpur
O r \ 8./ The Deputy_ D|r_ector of Consolidation, Muzaffarpur
OFF\ G * 4. The Consolidation Officer, Muzaffarpur

5. Ram Janki & Mahavir Mandir through Sheebait of the Mandir

6. Ram Narain Choudhary son of Late Anant Lal Choudhary, resident of
village Karma, Police Station Kurhani, Anchal Turki, District

Muzaffarpur
........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s . Mr. Ashok Kumar Sinha, Advocate

For the Respondent Nos. 1 to 4 : Mr. Mukund Mohan Jha, AC to GP 31
For the Respondent Nos. 5 & 6 : Mr. Bhupendra Nr. Sinha, Advocate
Mr. Satyendra Nr.Singh, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA
ORAL ORDER

5 04-12-2015 Heard the parties

The petitioners are aggrieved by the order dated
21.08.1991 passed in Case No. 121 of 1988/68 of 1991 by the
Consolidation Officer, Kurhani, Muzaffarpur (Annexure-1), the
appellate order dated 10.03.1998 passed in Appeal No. 44 of 1991
by the Deputy Director of Consolidation, Muzaffarpur (Annexure-
2) and the revisional order dated 24.03.2006 passed in Revision
No.70 of 1998 by the Joint Director of Consolidation, Muzaffarpur
(Annexure-4), whereby the claim of the petitioners under the
provisions of The Bihar Consolidation of Holdings and Prevention
of Fragmentation Act, 1956 with respect to the lands under
dispute has been rejected.

In view of the fact that by concurrent findings of fact,
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the claim of the petitioners has been rejected by all the three
authorities, this Court does not find any good ground to interfere
with the impugned orders. The writ petition is devoid of any merit
and is, accordingly, dismissed. However, there shall be no order as

to costs.

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J)




