IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.12803 of 2014

1.  Wasiur Rahman son of late Ataur Rahman Resident of 70 New Karimganj,
P.S. Kotwali district Gaya

2. Tara Khatoon wife of Moizur Rahman son of late Ataur Rahman Resident of
211 A, Near Choti Masjid, Road No.20, Haroon Nagar Sector 2,
Phulwarisharif, P.S. Phulwarisharif, town and District Patna - 801505

3. Fasiur Rahman son of late Ataur Rahman Resident of Bikopur, P.O. Kothi,
Via Imamganj, District - Gaya

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

The State Of Bihar
The Joint Director of Consolidation, Magadh Division, Gaya

The Consolidation Officer, Immamganj, District Gaya

AW O

Syed Zeyaur Rahman son of late Ataur Rahman Resident of Near Sudha
Milk Dairy, Behind Forest office, Shanti Bagh, District - Gaya 823001

5. Syed Ayazur Rahman son of late Ataur Rahman Resident of Enayat Colony,
Opposite Masjid, District Gaya - 823001

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Syed Qaisar Hasan, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr.R.R. K Pandey, SC-29

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV ROY
ORAL ORDER

3 30-06-2025 Heard the parties.
2.The present petition has been preferred for the
following relief/s:
(i) a writ in the nature of certiorari or any
other writ order or orders for quashing the
order dated 24-06-2014 passed by the
Hon'ble Chairman Bihar land Tribunal

(hereinafter referred to as BLT for the sake
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of brevity) in BLT Case No. 5 of 2014,
whereby the Hon'ble Chairman, BLT has
rejected the claim of the petitioner on the
ground that the Joint Director, Consolidation
had issued notice to the petitioner but that
opportunity was not availed by him as he
refused to accept the notice,

(i) a writ in the nature of certiorari or any
other writ order or orders for quashing the
order dated 26-06-2009 passed by the Joint
Director Consolidation, Magadh Division
Gaya in Revision Case No. 202 of 2008
under section 35 of the Bihar Consolidation
of  Holdings and  Prevention of
Fragmentation Act 1956  (hereinafter
referred to as Consolidation Act for the sake
of brevity),

(iii) a writ in the nature of mandamus or any
other writ order or orders or direction to the
respondents to decide the case in accordance
with law, after due service of notice to the

parties concerned;
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(iv) any other writ order or direction to
which the petitioner is legally entitled.

3. Learned counsel representing the petitioners as
also the respondent nos. 4 and 5 in the presence of learned State
Counsel jointly submit that since all of them belong to the same
family being sons of late Attaul Rahman, good sense prevailed
upon them and now they have come to an amicable settlement,
in that background, they submit that the file be consigned and
the writ petition disposed of.

4. Appreciating the learned counsel for the petitioners
as also the learned counsel for the respondents for coming to an
amicable settlement for their own betterment as also for the

families, the writ petition is disposed of.

(Rajiv Roy, J)
Ravi/-




