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SIARKS

~ Heard the learned counsel on the point of
admission. .

The learned counsel strongly .« prayed for
admitting this case as the learned Collector, Siwan has
rejected the restoration petition-without going into merit
of the case. ' ae

Meanwhile, learned G.P. vehemently opposed
the prayer forwarded by the learned counsel for the
appellant and submitted that there is no provision of
consideration of restoration petition by the revisional
Court under the Land Ceiling Act, so this Misc. Petition .
is not maintainable. N j I

In view of the aforesaid position, | do not find
any merit in the instant petition. As such the same is
rejected for want of maintajnability before this Court.

Dictated and_Corrected
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\ . CommisSioner
Commissioner Saran Division, Chapra.




