IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No0.2995 of 2023
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.11877 of 2023

Genna Lal Das @ Gena Das S/o Saryug Das, Resident of Village- Siswaniya,
P.S and Anchal- Ramgarhwa, District- East Champaran.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, Revenue and Land
Department, Govt. of Bihar at Patna.

2. The Collector, East Champaran at Motihari.

3. The Deputy Collector of Land Reforms Department, Raxaul, East
Champaran.

4.  The Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Raxaul, East Champaran.
The Circle Officer at Ramgarhwa, District- East Champaran.

6. The Officer-in-Charge of Ramgarhwa Police Station, District- East
Champaran.

7.  Prabhat Prasad, Son of Late Bhola Sah, Resident of Village- Ramgarhwa,
Sabji Bazar, P.S- Ramgarhwa, District- East Champaran.

8.  Madan Gopal Prasad, Son of Late Bhola Sah, Resident of Village-
Ramgarhwa, Sabji Bazar, P.S- Ramgarhwa, District- East Champaran.

9. Ravi Prasad, Son of Late Sheojee Prasad, Resident of Village- Ramgarhwa,
Sabji Bazar, P.S- Ramgarhwa, District- East Champaran.

10. Bhagwan Lal Prasad, Son of Late Narayan Sah, Resident of Village-
Ramgarhwa, Sabji Bazar, P.S- Ramgarhwa, District- East Champaran.

11. Paspati Prasad, Son of Late Ram Narayan Sah, Resident of Village-
Ramgarhwa, Sabji Bazar, P.S- Ramgarhwa, District- East Champaran.

...... Opposite Party/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Rakesh Kumar No.1, Advocate
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr.Rishi Raj Sinha (Sc19)

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MOHIT KUMAR SHAH
ORAL ORDER

2 01-03-2024 The present petition has been filed for modifying the
order dated 14.09.2023, passed in CWJC No.11877 of 2023, to

the extent , the area of the concerned plot has been mentioned as



kanchan/-

U
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0.75 decimal in first paragraph thereof instead of 75 decimals.

2. The Ilearned counsel for the petitioner
submits that on account of typographical error, the area of the
concerned plot was wrongly mentioned as 0.75 decimals instead
of 75 decimals in the prayer portion of the writ petition leading
to the aforesaid typographical error having crept in the order
dated 14.09.2023 as well, however, the actual area of the land in
question is 75 decimals as has been categorically stated in
paragraph no.3 and 4 of the present petition.

3. Having regard to the submissions made by
the learned counsel for the petitioner coupled with the specific
assertion made in paragraph nos. 3 and 4 of the present petition,
I deem it fit and proper to direct that the area of plot mentioned
in paragraph no. 1 of the order dated 14.09.2023 be read as 75
decimals.

4, The present petition stands disposed off with
the aforesaid modification in the order dated 14.09.2023, passed

in CWJC No.11877 of 2023.

(Mohit Kumar Shah, J)



