
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3651 of 2023

In
Letters Patent Appeal No.1814 of 2017

======================================================
1. Surendra Prasad Gupta, Male, aged about 40 years, son of Jainath Prasad,

resident of Village-Bhadwar, P.O.- Bhadwar, District-Bhojpuar at Arrah.

2. Vindhyachal  Prasad,  son of Lal  Mohan Das,  resident  of Village-Kosihan,
P.O.- Khangaon, District-Bhojpuar at Arrah.

...  ...  Petitioners
Versus

1. The State of Bihar.

2. The District Magistrate cum Collector, Bhojpur, Arrah.

3. Deputy Collector, Establishment, Bhojpur Collectorate, Arrah.

...  ...  Opposite Parties
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioners :  Mr. Sanjeev Kumar Mishra, Sr. Advocate, 
                                                       Manini Jaiswal, Advocate, Mr. Shubham Kumar
                                                       Upadhyay, Advocate and Ankita Kumari,
                                                       Advocate
For the Opposite Parties :  Mr. Sanjay Kumar Ghosevway, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR SINHA
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHANDRA PRAKASH 
SINGH

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR SINHA)

5 10-10-2025 Heard  learned  senior  counsel  for  the  appellants-

petitioners and learned counsel for the opposite parties.

2.  The present restoration application has been filed

for  restoration  of  L.P.A.  No.  1814  of  2017  preferred  by  the

appellants-petitioners against the order passed in C.W.J.C. No.

12719 of 2016, which was dismissed for default.

3.  The  appellants-petitioners  had  earlier  moved  an

application for restoration of L.P.A. No. 1814 of 2017. A Co-
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ordinate  Bench  of  this  Court  vide  order  dated  08.09.2023,

dismissed  the  restoration  application  on  the  ground  that  ‘No

good ground has  been ascribed in  the petition for  condoning

such a  long delay  seeking  restoration  of  L.P.A.  No.  1814 of

2017’.

4. Considering the fact that the restoration application

of the appellants-petitioners has already been dismissed by Co-

ordinate Bench of this Court, we are not inclined to allow this

second restoration application which has been filed after a delay

of 1 year 10 months and 27 days.

5. Accordingly, the present restoration application is

dismissed.

   

U.K./-

                  (Anil Kumar Sinha, J) 

                         ( Chandra Prakash Singh, J)
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