IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 2799 of 2018

1.  Archana Kumari Daughter of Sri Amrendra Prasad Singh Resident of
Village- Moresand, Post Office- Moresand, P.S. Moresand, District-
Samastipur.

2. Sri Krishna Kumar Son of Sri Laxman Singh Resident of Village- Jandaha,
P.O. Jandaha, P.S. Jandaha, District- Vaishali.

3. Saroj Kumar Akela Son of late Ram Chandra Prasad Resident of Jay Prakash
Nagar Near Raja Ram Chaudhary, P.O.- G.P.O. P.S. Jakkanpur, District-
Patna.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Government of Bihar through its Principal Secretary, Science &
Technology Department, State Government of Bihar, Patna

2.  Director, Bhu-Abhileskh Aum Parimap, Revenue and Land Reforms
Department, Bihar, Patna.

3. Circle Officer, Ujiyarpur Samastipur, Anchal- Ujiyarpur, District-
Samastipur, Bihar.

4.  Circle Officer, Patauri, Anchal Patauri Samastipur, District- Samastipur.
Circle Officer, Danapur (Patna), Anchal- Danapur, District- Patna.
6. Managing Director, Beltron, Beltron Bhawan, Shastri Nagar, Patna- 800023

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : NONE
For the Respondent/s  : M s Rashmi Ranjan, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE RAJIV ROY

ORAL ORDER

3 18-09-2023 No one appears on behalf of the petitioners though Ms
Rashmi Ranjan is representing the respondents.
2 Prayer is for the following reliefs:

“That this is an application for
issuance of appropriate writ, order, direction
to the respondents to reappoint the petitioners
as “Data Entry Operator” in their respective
Circle Offices as Respondent No 2 orally
acknowledged to the petitioners on Video
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Conferencing on 02.02.2017 in regard of their
removal/termination from their services but
the respondents have not given any written
notice to the petitioners as yet and the
respondents are still taking their services as
“Data Entry Operator” under District Offices
of Circle Officer of Bihar State Government or
pass any other order for which the petitioners
are entitled to.”

3 In view of the non-appearance of learned counsel
for the petitioners, this writ petition is dismissed for non-
prosecution.

(Rajiv Roy, J)
M.E.H./-




