Case N0.-97/1990-91
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FORM OF ORDER SHEET

IN THE COURT OF THE DIVISIONAL COMMISSIONER, PURNEA
Land Ceiling Case No.- 97/1990-91

Dilip Kumar Gupta & OrS: cunsusssissssssnsiosisiaisisisosmns Appellants.
Versus
The State of Bihar & Ors..........ccocevevene .Respondents.
Serial | Date of order Office action

Order with signature of the court.

No. |of proceeding. taken with date

1 2 3 4

08.8.2025 SIGE

I§ d1 59 EA@d & Land Ceiling Case No. 97/1990-91 § fjes-
11.11.2006 @47 Miscellaneous Petition No.-15/2006-07 ¥ f&je-07.2.2007
& OIRT SRy & BEx AT S99 ey, 92 # @@ CWIC Case No.-
6020/2007 & feAI-22.7.2016 & WIRA SRY & Iwd & G &
T R | AR il #) gEas @ g | Rwsfror @ iR & Sra afae B
LCR 9T & |

feTies-31.7.2025 &' 39T U& U9 fI&™ AGP & Final Argument &Y
AT T A H TR (A | it & sifrmee ag o= & sifea
% | fqusiRor &1 99 Reply/Rejoinder # sifbq ¥ | frgafmor & oiw &
Written Note of Argument g & |

S9Y 9& & Final 986 & goW qu1 Ao § W wrem-aR O,
Reply/Rejoinder 3¢ @41 LCR & 3radieT ¥ I8 ffe gf@a""lﬁ g f&% Land
Ceiling Case No -68/73-74 &I HIAE & oNMWIH § FIT THN (HISTT-Sreit
FEATR, I S0-52, WMT H0-461, WEU-2870, hAT-0.35 UHS, GEl-
2871, THAT-1.75 '/, THS) BN Ceiling Surplus Land & &7 & Frfergfaa fmar
AT | §9 91 & Petitioner T&T Private Respondent &1 &e«T & % 37 gt
g1 a6-1956 # Sale deed & WA ¥ USTI SN B T YU e
yare e & s SifYeEe a9 & w9 B T 9 qegEr § gRT 9
W @l Ceiling Surplus & TR BT §T S B &l a1 747 | LCR
SUTRATE ST & ST IFAIART T8 T & & @ Land Ceiling Case No
-68/73-74 § w1 Janfaes aftean @1 Sguee wa 3¢ Rty e R
™ B e -t gftfar & erderei emdwr (18.9.1990) #
3ifdr & 6 ““The Petitioners have approached this court to exclude the lands of
plot no-2870 and 2871, Khata no- 461, Total area 4.21 acres of Mouza Kajhi
Hridaynagar from the lands of the landholder. Their contention is that they
purchased these lands from Tribhuwan Pd. Singh through Ambikanand Das,
holder of power of attorney and after that they came in khas cultivating
possession or the lands in question. They have filed the certified copy of the said
kewala and photocopies of rent receipts.

From the perusal of the record of lower court it appears that the
petitioners had appeared before the lower court in the enquiry u/s 5(i) (iii) and
their claim was not accepted by the learned lower court vide order dated-20.12.84.
Once their case has been rejected, it was open to the petitioners to prefer the
appeal which they have failed to do so. The petitioners cannot claim the relief u/s
45B of the Act. Even petitioners have not filed the original kewala. They have
also not got their names mutated in the revenue records and even in 1971-72 the
receipt is in the name of Tribhuwan Pd. Singh. Therefore, there is no merit in the

claim or the petitioners and it is rejected. The stay order passed on 31.7.90 stands
automatically vacated.
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