
 IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Second Appeal No.173 of 2014 

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

1. Maharaja Kumar Mrigendra Pratap Sahi Son of Late Maharaja Gopeshwar 

Prasad Sahi Resident of Village : - Hathwa Palace, P.S. : - Mirganj, Pergana - 

Kuwari, P.O. : - Hathwa, District : - Gopalganj. 

 

....   ....    Appellant/s 

Versus 

1. Lallan Ram Son of Ram Jatan Ram Resident of Village : - Machhagarpatti 

Jagdish, P.S. : - Mirganj, Pergana - Kuwari, P.O. : - Hathwa, District : - Gopalganj. 

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Appellant/s         :      Mr. Mrigendra Kumar, Adv 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr.  

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V. NATH 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 09-11-2016 

 

 Heard Mr. Mrigendra Kumar, learned counsel for 

the appellant. 

The appellant is the plaintiff in the suit and has filed 

the present appeal against the judgment and decree of 

affirmance dismissing the suit. 

The plaintiff filed the suit for declaration of title and 

recovery of possession over the suit land. The defendant 

claimed his title over the suit premises and denied the assertions 

made by the plaintiff.  
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Both the courts below have come to the concurrent 

finding of fact that the plaintiff has failed to establish his case 

by cogent evidence. On perusal of impugned judgment of the 

appellate court below, it transpires that specific finding has 

been recorded that the plaintiff did not produce any evidence in 

support of his title and even the witnesses examined on behalf 

of the plaintiff did not support the case of the plaintiff. The 

appellate court below affirmed the findings of the trial court on 

reappraisal of evidence. During the course of submission no 

perversity or unreasonableness in those findings by the courts 

below have been shown or established on behalf of the 

appellant. 

Ex consequenti, this Court does not find any 

substantial question of law arising for consideration in this 

appeal, which is accordingly, dismissed. 

 

 

Ranjan/- 
                                                        (V. Nath, J) 
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