IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.6092 of 2012

Veda Nand Arya

. Shok Arya @ Ashok Kumar Arya
3. Arun Kumar Arya

All sons of Newajilal Arya @ Nauwat Lal Sah, resident of Village-
Bashithi, P.S.-Baushi Basaithi (Raniganj), District-Araria
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Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar through Principal Secretary, Land Reforms and
Revenue Department, Government of Bihar, Patna
The Sub-Divisional Officer, Araria
The Circle Officer, Raniganj, Araria
Mosmat Johra Khatoon, wife of Late Nijamuddin
Jahangir Ansari
Meraj Ansari
Bibi Akhtari Khatoon
Bibi Anwari Khatoon
Respondent Nos. 5 to 8 sons and daughters of Late Niyaj.
9. Mushlim Ansari, son of Late Mohammad Ansari
10. Mumtaj Ansari, son of Late Taslim Ansari
11. Bibi Noor Jahan, daughter of Late Taslim Ansari
12. Gulam Aansari, son of Late Taslim Ansari
13. Bibi Khaitoon Nishan, daughter of Late Hazi Basir
14. Bibi Jaitoon Nishan, daughter of Late Hazi Basir
15. Bibi Jalsoon Sanshan, daughter of Late Hazi Basir
16. Bibi Sakila daughter of Late Hazi Basir
17. Balal Ansari, son of Late Mauli Ansari
18. Bibi Sairun Nishan, daughter of Late Mauli Ansari
Respondent Nos. 4 to 15, resident of Village-Bashaaithi, P.S.-Bausi-
Bashaithi (Raniganj), District-Araria
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<... ... Respondent-----1*' party
19. Ashok Prasad Bhagat, son of Late Siyaram Bhagat, resident of
Village-Bashaithi, P.S.-Bausi(Raniganj), District-Araria
....... Respondent........2" party
20. Basudeo Prasad Mandal, son of Late Kalaroo Mandal, Secretary
Primary School Education Committee, Basaithi, P.S.-Basaithi,
District-Araria
....... Respondent/Respondent

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
ORAL ORDER

3 09-11-2017 This application has been filed for restoration of
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C.W.J.C. No. 12425 of 2012 which stood dismissed on
24.08.2012.

The matter is pending since more than five years
after it was filed on 27.11.2012. The defects pointed out by the
Office was not removed and when the matter was taken up on
15.09.2017, learned counsel for the State appeared before the
Office but none appeared on behalf of the petitioners to remove
the defects. The office directed for placing upon the matter for
today. Today, when the matter is taken up, none is present to
prosecute the case.

Keeping in view the aforesaid, it seems that
applicants/petitioners are no more interested in the matter.

The application is, accordingly, dismissed.

(Rajendra Menon, CJ)
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