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10-04-2018

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.954 of 2015

1. Rajeev Kumar. Son of Sachidanand Mandal. Resident of village -
Dhevery, Kakan, P.S. and District - Jamui.

2. Vikash Kumar. Son of Braj Kishore Tanti. Resident of village - Bela,
Post - Nariyana, P.S.- Khaira, District - Jamui.

Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar, through the Principal Secretary, Government of

Bihar, Patna.

The District Magistrate, Jamui.

The District Agriculture Officer, Jamui.

The Director, District Project Aatma, Jamui.

Surendra Pal. Son of Ajay Kumar. Resident of Nemdarganj, P.S.-

Bakharpur, District - Nawada, Pin - 805121.

Rajesh Kumar Pandit. Son of Lakeshwar Pandit. Resident of village -

Belouni, P.O.- Mafo, P.S.- Korma, District - Sekhpura, Pin - 811102.

7. Anuj Kumar. Son of Raindrop Nath Singh. Resident of Maghipur, Post -
Dumrawan, Via Pakribarawan, District - Nawada, Pin - 805124.

8. Rajneet Kumar. Son of Suresh Rawat at and, P.O.- Jit Jhingoi, P.S.-
Khaira, District - Jamui. Pin - 811317.

9. Rituraj. Son of Jairaj. Mohalla - Hayatganj, behind the police chocki,
Post Tanda, District - Ambedkar Nagar, Uttar Pradesh, Pin - 224190.

10. Manoj Kumar. Son of Ramchandra Paswan. Resident of village - Pathia,
P.O. + P.S. + District - Lakhisarai, Pin - 811311.

11. Ranjeet Kumar. Son of Arjun Prasad (Ex-Ward Commissioner)
Chakdiwan (Bari Gali), P.O. & District - Sekhpura, Pin - 811105.

12. Anil Kumar Gautam. Son of Kuldeep Ravidas. Resident of village and
Post - Katauna, Block - Barhat, P.S.- Malaypur, District - Jamui, Pin -
811313.
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.... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : None
For the Respondent/s . Mr. Gautam Bose, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

It is informed by the counsel for the petitioner that
the petitioner has taken away the file from him and he has no
instruction as of today.

This Court finds that on 09.04.2018 none had
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appeared for the petitioner.

In view of the aforesaid submission by the counsel for

the petitioner, the writ petition

prosecution.

is dismissed for want of

(Madhuresh Prasad, J)



