
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 11756 of 2011 

===================================================== 

1. Umesh Kumar Singh @ Umesh Prasad Singh  

2. Arun Kumar Singh  

3. Mithilesh Kumar Singh  

4. Pramod Kumar Singh  

 

All sons of late Ashok Singh resident of At & P.O.- Tintanga Karai, 

P.S.- Gopalpur, Distt.- Bhagalpur At Present Residing At Vill.- Rahja 

P.O.- Bhagwanpur, P.S.- Bahgwanpur, Distt.- Vaishali. 

  .... .... Petitioners 

 Versus 

 1. The State of Bihar.  

 2. The Additional Collector, Bahgalpur.  

 3. Deputy Collector, Land Reform, Nawgachhiya, Bahgalpru. 

 4. Anchaladhikari, Gopalpur, Distt.- Bhagalpur. 

 5. Ramraj Singh son of late Slok Singh  

 6. Akhilesh Kumar son of late Surendra Mohan Das, 

    Both resident of Village- Tintanga, P.S.- Gopalpur, Distt.- Bhagalpur. 

 .... .... Respondents  

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Bindhya Keshri Kumar, Sr.Adv. 

          Mr. Neeraj Kumar Alias Sanidh, Adv. 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Krishna Kant, AC to AG 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4. 03-07-2015 Heard Sri Bindhya Keshri Kumar, learned senior 

counsel, who was assisted by Sri Neeraj Kumar @ Sanidh and 

learned A.C. to learned Advocate General. 

In the present writ petition, the order of Additional 

Collector was assailed on the ground that the Additional Collector 

was not authorized under Section 16 of the Bihar Tenants’ 

Holdings (Maintenance of Records) Act, 1973 to exercise power 

of revision.  This matter has already been set at rest by a Division 
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Bench of this Court, reported in 2011 (3) PLJR 422 (Amarendra 

Kumar Singh vs. The State of Bihar & Ors.) and same has been 

reiterated in the present writ petition by the Division Bench on the 

question, which was referred by earlier Single Bench of this Court. 

Since issue has already been set at rest, there is no 

reason to pass any favourable order. 

The writ petition stands disposed of. 

 

 
 

 

Anay 

(Rakesh Kumar, J.) 
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