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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CIVIL MISCELLANEOUS JURISDICTION No.355 of 2017

1. Vinita Sinha, W/o Ravish Ranjan, Resident House No.25, SBI Officers
Colony No.3, Ambedkar Path, P.S.- Rukunpura District- Patna. At present
Daughter of Sri Diwakar Prasad Resident of Vill+PO- Badara, P.S. & Dist-
Nalanda.

........ Appellant/s
Versus
1. Ravish Ranjan, S/o Sri Ram Naresh Prasad, Resident House No.25 SBI
Officers Colony No.3, Ambedkar Path, P.S.- Rukunpura, District- Patna.

........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Appellant/s : Mr. Sudhir Kumar Raj
For the Respondent/s : Mr.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE PRABHAT KUMAR
JHA
ORAL ORDER

Nobody appears on behalf of the petitioner.

The petitioner has questioned the legality of the order
passed by the Principal Judge, Family Court, Patna by which the
Principal Judge, Family Court, Patna allowed the petition of the
respondent for amendment.

No one appears on 28.02.2017 on behalf of the
petitioner and consequently this civil miscellaneous case was
dismissed on 28.02.2017 for non-prosecution. The petitioner-wife
filed restoration petition being M.J.C. No0.706 of 2017 and the
same was allowed vide order dated 13.12.2017. Consequently, the
present civil miscellaneous case was restored to its original file

and ordered to be placed under the heading for orders but no one



Saurabh/-

Patna High Court C.Misc. No.355 of 2017 (4) dt.16-02-2018

2

appears on behalf of the petitioner on 12.02.2018 and even today,
no one appears.

From perusal of the impugned order itself it is evident
that the learned Principal Judge allowed the amendment petition
with regard to the facts subsequent to the filing of the matrimonial
case.

Therefore, |1 do not find any illegality or apparent
jurisdictional error in the order impugned. Accordingly, this civil

miscellaneous petition is dismissed.

(Prabhat Kumar Jha, J)




