
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.9234 of 1997

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

1. NAWAL  KISHORE  PRASAD,  son  of  late  Deo  Nandan  Prasad,
resident of village, Adharpur, P.S. Taghara, District, Begusarai

2. Pramod Mishra, son of Kashi Mishra, resident of village Pahsara, P.S.
Naow Chothi District, Begusarai

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. THE STATE OF BIHAR
2. The Inspector General of Registration, Bihar, Patna
3. The  Secretary,  Registration  Department,  Govt.  of  Bihar,  New

Secretariat, Baily Road, Patna
4. The District Registrar, Begusarai
5. The Sub-Registrar, Taghara, District, Begusarai
6. The Sub-Registrar, Bakhari Bazar, District, Begusarai 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Madhav Ray, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. S. S.P. Yadav, SC 14

 Mr. Vikash Kumar SC 11
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE S. KUMAR
ORAL JUDGMENT
(Per:  HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE S. KUMAR)
(The proceedings of the Court are being conducted through Video 
Conferencing and the Advocates joined the proceedings through 
Video Conferencing from their residence.) 

Date : 19-08-2020
                   Heard the parties. 

                   Petitioner has prayed for following relief:-

          “This application is being filed on behalf of the

petitioners  for  quashing  the  Rules  framed  under

Sections  69  of  the  Indian  Registration  Act  duly

published in the Extra- ordinary Bihar Gazette dated 19th

March, 1997. The petitioner also challenges the validity

of the Sections 5 and 6 of the Amending Act by which

Section   68  A,  68  B  have  been  introduced  and  the

petitioners further pray that after quashing of the order
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dated  26.8.1997  (Annexure  6)  and  27.8.1997  and

30.8.97  (Annexure  8  series)  respondents  4,  5,  6  they

may be mandated to renew their lices since 1.1.1997.”

            It has been submitted on behalf of learned counsel for

the respondents that the issue raised in this writ petition stands

decided by a Division Bench of this Court in C.W.J.C. No.762

and 886 of 1992 and 493 of 1994 vide order dated 16.09.1998

(Parikh Engineering and Body Building Co. Ltd. and ors. Vs.

Union of India (UOI) and Ors,  accordingly, the writ petition is

disposed of in same terms. 
    

Sanjay/-

(Sanjay Karol, CJ) 

 ( S. Kumar, J)
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