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BEFORE THE HON'BLE COURT OF BOARD OF REVENUE
(am1 ~ > 20”7 ¢

CAMP BHOPAL, (M.P.)

In RE Revision No.............. J2015-16
(&

(Arising out of impugned order dated 07.01.2013 in Review B
: Application)
IN THE MATTER OF : /Qﬂ o;? U%' : € %/ﬂé/b
' §72T i 430 3) 21 3

Chhavi Ram S/o Gokul aged 60 year€ /
ged 60 years i ) |
Ram Gopal S/o Gokul Prasad aged 35 years /%% [~

3. Vijaya Singh S/o Gokul Prasad aged 58 years S
_ wraterT HIAER
Caste of all Kushawaha, All residents of )EIJEJWW -
Village - Kokalpur, Tehsil- Begamganj
Distt. Raisen (M.P. . Revisionists
VERSUS
Ramesh Kumar S/o Bhanwar Lal
aged 58 years, R/o Begamgan], Raisen  ...... Non Revisionists

T

B_gvlslon' u/s 50 of the Land Revenue Code-1959

' The Revisionists Respectfully Showeth :

MAIN POINT NO. 1

- (1) Cause of action of the revision pollowed by the order dated
{ TOAZ-3
07.05.2015 as AZ|Series & RD on 12.12.2015 of the Hon'ble

High Court in WP No. 18168/14 allowing withdrawal with liberty (
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to challenge impugned order dated 07.01.2013 in revision
preceded by the following orders A, B, C, D hence this instant

revision u/s 50 of LRC 1959.

(A) Impugned Order/Judgement dated 23.06.201( in the case

No. 4/Appeal/2008-09.

(B) Passed by the authority Shri Urmil Mishra, Upper Aayukt
(Commissioner) Bhopal Division, Bhopal. Dated

07.032013 & RD on 03.02.2014 (Annex. No. B 1A).

(C) Order of dismissal passed by Board of revenue dated
24.04.2014 in Appeal No. 1225/PBR-14 leading to filing
W.P. No. 18168/14 ul/article 227 constitution of India
where in this revision has been directed to file before this

Hon'ble Board.

(D) Against the appellants who were aggrieved by the earlier

order dated 22.07.2008 of the Court of Sub Divisional
Officer (Anuvibhagiya Aadhikary) Revenue Begamganj in

the appeal No. 5/Appeal/A-6/A/6A/2007-08 (Annex. No.
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MAIN POINT NO. 2

The Revisionists having been arrgieved by the impugned order
mentioned UTSUPRA IN Point - 1 (A & B) hapy; preferred the review
application on the following grounds but was arbitrarily un appreciably

oL ON DIRECTION OF WaN'BLE WG -
& callously rejected. Hence[preferred this revision on the same point.
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