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Heard. The learned counsel for the Petitioner fails

to convince the court as to how this case is maintainable
before this court in view of the fact that the impugned
order has been passed by Collector in Encroachment case
No. 35/07-08, acting as an appellate authority. Section -11
of Bihar Public Land Encroachment Act- 1956 clearly
provides that from every order passed under sections -6, 7
or 8 by any authority other than the Collector of the district,
the appeal lies with the Collector of the district; it is only in
Cases where order is Passed by Collector of the district in
his original jurisdiction that an appeal lies before the
Commissioner of the Division. However, in the instant
case the impugned order has been passed by Collector
Siwan in his appellate jurisdiction in a case in which the
original encroachment * proceeding was initiated by C.O.
Andar Circle.

Thus, in view of the jurisdictional error in filing this
case before this court, the same is not maintainable here
and is dismissed accordingly.
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