IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Review No0.312 of 2011
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 15970 of 2007
E- E E 1:&.E::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::
\.ﬂ 1. M&nju Devi wife of Manoj Kumar Mandal
2. Nutan Devi wife of Pradip Kumar Mandal
both residents of village Giddha, P.S.Rupauli, District Purnea

Versus
1. The State of Bihar
A 2. The Additional Member, Board of Revenue, Bihar, Patna
O 3. gl’p- dditional Collector, Land Ceiling, District Purnea
T O F F 4% The'Deputy Collector, Land Reforms, Dhamdaha, District Purnea
57" Ram Mani Devi D/0 Late Bikho Bhagat
6. Arjun Jayaswal
7. Ram Pratap Jayaswal
8. Manoj Jayaswal
9. Sanjay Kumar Jayaswal
All are sons of Bhikho Bhagat alias Bikho Jayaswal, Opposite Party Nos. 5 to 9
are residents of village Rampur Parihat, Tola Dumariya, District Purnea
10. Bindeshwari Sah son of Late Bhukhal Sah, resident of village Giddha,
P.S.Rupauli, District Purnea

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Kumar Onkar Nath, Advocate
For the Opp.Party Nos. 1to4 :  Mr. Rajesh Kumar AC to GP 10

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 29-01-2015

Heard.

2. The petitioners of CWJC N0.15970 of 2007 have filed
the present Civil Review application seeking review of the order dated
06.03.2009 passed in the aforesaid CWJC No0.15970 of 2007 by a
Bench of this Court (Coram: S.K.Katriar, J. since superannuated)
whereby the writ petition filed on behalf of the petitioners was
dismissed.

3. While seeking review of the impugned order, learned
counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioners has attempted to

address the Court on merits of the case without pointing out any error
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apparent on the face of the record in the aforesaid order dated
06.03.2009 passed by the learned writ Court.

4. From plain examination of the order dated 06.03.2009,
this Court finds that the claim of the petitioners with respect to lands
under dispute were rejected by the learned revisional court below. The
petitioners, being aggrieved by the aforesaid order, preferred the
aforesaid CWJC No. 15970 of 2007. The learned writ Court after
considering the entire materials has refused to interfere with the order
passed by the learned revisional court below and has dismissed the
aforesaid writ petition by reasoned order.

5. In above view of the matter, this Court does not find
any good ground to review the aforesaid order dated 06.03.2009
passed in CWJC No. 15970 of 2007. Consequently, the present civil
review application has to fail and is, accordingly, dismissed, but

without costs.

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J)




