
Patna High Court SA No.102 of 1987 (4) dt.02-02-2015 

 

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Second Appeal No.102 of 1987 

====================================================== 

1. Laxmina Devi, wife of Ambika Mahto 

2. Kalawati Devi, wife of Bikrama Mahto 

Both daughters of Rajman Mahto (since deceased), residents of Village 

Supauli Pargana Bara, PS & District Siwan, at present Village Bahora 

Tola Pargana Sipah, PS Manjhagarh PO & District Gopalganj 

3. Jarman Singh alias Jokhan Singh, son of Mathura Singh 

4. Ambika Singh, son of Mathura Singh  

5. Terash Singh, son of Mathura Singh 

6. Sukat Singh, son of Mathura Singh 

7. Bikrama Singh, son of Mathura Singh 

          All residents of Village  Supauli Pargana Bara PO & PS & District 

Siwan  …… Defendants …. Respondents                                                                                                          
                                                            ....   ....    Appellants 

Versus 

1. Smt.Atwaria Devi, widow of Rajman Mahto (since dead) 

2. Ramawati Devi, wife of Nayan Singh 

3. Sugandhi Devi, wife of Satyanarayan Singh  

4. Gyatri Kumari (minor daughter of Rajman Mahto through Smt Atwari 

Devi, respondent mother guardian and well wisher of the minor) 

5. Gyanti Kumari (minor daughter of Rajman Mahto through Smt 

Atwaria Devi respondent mother guardian and well wisher of the 

minor) 

All residents of village Bohora Tora Pargana Sipah PS manjhagarh, 

District Gopalganj ….... Plaintiffs …………….. Appellants                               

....   ....  Respondents 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Appellant/s         :      Mr.  Barmeshwar Tiwary 

Mr. Jyoti Sharma 

 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr.  

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V. NATH 

ORAL ORDER 

 

4 02-02-2015 Nobody appears on behalf of the appellants. 

Perused the office notes, from which it transpires that this 

appeal has stood dismissed as against all the respondents for non-

compliance of the earlier peremptory order, as such, there is now no 

respondent left to contest this appeal. This appeal therefore cannot 

proceed is and dismissed as incompetent. 

 
Snkumar/- (V. Nath, J.) 
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