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It is m‘:t from reading of the two provisions
that requireme depwsit of 40% of the amount would arise
only when il be a determination of the liability under
Sectio mAct of 1914. At this stage when the petitioner is

seeking allenge the order passed by the Collector whereby,

\‘% remanded the matter for fresh consideration to the
w' Icate officer, the liability has yet not been determined and
e

refore in the opinion of this Court the revision application
could not have been dismissed on this ground alone.

As a result, this Court would set aside the impugned
order and remit the matter back to the Commissioner, Tirhut
Division, Muzaffarpur for fresh consideration of the Revision
Case No0.22 of 2004. The impugned order dated 22.07.2013 is




accordingly set aside. The Commissioner, Tirhut Division,
Muzaffarpur is directed to pass a fresh reasoned order after
hearing the parties in accordance with law within a period of 90

days from the date of receipt/production of a copy of this order.
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