
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.8614 of 2016

======================================================
1. Ramashray Singh son of Horari Singh 

2. Baleshwar Singh son of late Radha Singh 

3. Raj Nandan Singh son of Late Sukhdeo Singh 

4. Hari Nand Singh son of Mukhdeo Singh 

5. Kedar Singh son of Late Tapeshwar Singh
All residents of village - Bhaluni, P.S. Dinara, District Rohtas.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar  

2. The Joint Director, Consolidation, Bihar, Patna. 

3. The Deputy Director, Consolidation, Rohtas at Sasaram. 

4. The Consolidation Officer, Dinara, Rohtas. 

5. Gupteshwar Singh son of Late Bhaini Singh 

6. Bijay Singh 

7. Sanjay Singh both sons of Late Gaya Singh 

8. Kamta Singh son of Late Raja Singh 

9. Gobardhan Singh 

10. Baliram Singh both sons of Late Sashu Sharan Singh 
All 5 to 10 residents of Village - Bhaluni, P.S. - Dinara, District - Rohtas.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Dronacharya
For the Respondent/s :  Mrs.Kumari Amrita- Gp10
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR SINGH

ORAL ORDER

2 06-02-2024 This writ petition has been filed for quashing of order

dated  03.03.2016  passed  by  learned  Member  Administrative,

Bihar Land Tribunal Patna in B.L.T. No 1068/2015, by which

the  learned  Member  confirmed  the  order  dated  22.10.2008

passed  by  the  Joint  Director  Consolidation,  Bihar,  Patna  in

Consolidation  Revision  Case  No.  106/2001  and  directed  the



Patna High Court CWJC No.8614 of 2016(2) dt.06-02-2024
2/2 

petitioners  to  move  before  the  competent  Civil  Court  for

redressal of their grievances.

2.  After  some  argument,  learned  counsel  for  the

petitioners requests for disposal of the writ petition with liberty

to the petitioner to move before the competent Civil Court for

redressal of their grievances.

3. Permission is accorded.

4. The writ petition stands disposed of with liberty, as

indicated above.

5.  It  goes  without  saying  that  if  any  question  of

limitation arises before the authority concerned, the same shall

be  considered  taking  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the

petitioner was pursuing the issue before this Court under Article

226 of the Constitution of India.
    

anay/-
                           (Prabhat Kumar Singh, J)

U


