IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.13854 of 2010

1. Meena Devi W/O Late Hari Shankar Dubey Vill.- Nepura, P.S.- Darauli,
5 P.O.- Dumraha, Distt.- Siwan
. Pratiyush Kumar Minor S/O Late Hari Shankar Dubey through Meena
Devi,;Mother Natural Guardian and next friend Vill.- Nepura, P.S.- Darauli,
P.O.- Dumraha, Distt.- Siwan
3. Aditya Kumar Minor S/O Late Hari Shankar Dubey through Meena Devi,
Mother Natural Guardian and next friend Vill.- Nepura, P.S.- Darauli, P.O.-
Dumraha, Distt.- Siwan
¢ . Kumari Mamta Minor D/O Late Hari Shankar Dubey through Meena
r \ Pbevi, Mother Natural Guardian and next friend Vill.- Nepura, P.S.- Darauli,
OFF\ Gt .rPo0- Dumraha, Distt.- Siwan
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Petitioner/s
Versus

1. Leelawati Devi W/O Late Harishankar Dubey R/O Vill.- Nepura, P.S.-
Darauli, P.O. Sumratar, Distt.- Siwan, at Present Vill.- Gothani, P.S.-
Guthani, P.O. Guthani, Distt.- Siwan

....... Respondent Ist Set
2. L.I.C. India through G.M., L.I.C., India, New Delhi
3. General Manager, L.I.C. India, Head Office Delhi, New Delhi

Both residents of New Delhi

4. Manager, Divisional Of Life Insurance Corporation Siwan, P.O. & P.S.-
Siwan, Distt.- Siwan
5. Regional Manager, L.I.C., Regional Office, Muzaffarpur

.... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : None
For the Respondent/s : None

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA
ORAL ORDER

6 09-03-2015 Despite repeated calls, none appears on behalf of the
parties, though their names are printed in the daily cause list.

From perusal of the office note dated 02.03.2015 it
appears that the present writ petition stood rejected as against the
respondent no.1, the main contesting party, on account of non-
compliance of the court’s order dated 03.12.2014.

This matter was listed on 3™ March, 2015 under the
same heading. On that day also, none had appeared on behalf of
the parties, yet by oral order passed by this Court, the matter was



Tahir/-

Patna High Court CWJC No.13854 of 2010 (6) dt.09-03-2015

2/2

simply passed over. As noticed above, today also none is
appearing on behalf of the parties.

In above view of the matter as also in view of the fact
that the writ petition stood dismissed as against the respondent
no.1, the main contesting party, this Court is of the opinion that
the present writ petition appears to have become incompetent and
cannot proceed further.

In the result, the writ petition as a whole has to fail
and is, accordingly, dismissed. The interim order of stay passed on

30.08.2010 by a Bench of this Court stands vacated.

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J)

| U |




