
              

        [2025:JHHC:26220] 
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHAND AT RANCHI 
          C. M. P. No.492 of 2025 

       ------ 
Rihand Super Thermal Power Project NTPC Limited through its 
Authorized Representative, Deputy General Manager (Law), namely 
Pradeep Kumar, Son of Satish Kumar, Resident of F-1 Hill View 
Apartment, NTPC Rihand Nagar, P.O. & P.S. Bijpur, Dist.-Sonebhadra, 
PIN:-231208      .... .... …. Petitioner 

                              Versus 
1. Union of India, through Secretary Ministry of Railways New Delhi 
2. Director, Traffic Commercial (Claims) Railway Board, Ministry of 

Railways, P.O.-Rail Bhawan SO, P.S.Chanakyapur, New Delhi  
3. Coal Area Manager, East Central Railways, P.O., P.S. & Dist.-

Dhanbad, Dhanbad         
      .... .... ....  Opposite Parties 

         ------ 
 CORAM : HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE ANIL KUMAR CHOUDHARY 

       ------    
  For the Petitioner : Mr. Abhishek Abhi, Advocate 
        Mr. Sameer Ranjan, Advocate    
  For the UOI  : Mr. Anil Kumar, Addl. SGI 
   
   
       ------        

Order No.02  Dated- 29-08-2025 

  Heard the parties. 

  This Civil Miscellaneous Petition has been filed by the petitioner 

with a prayer for restoration of W.P.(C) No.5616 of 2018 to its original file 

which stood dismissed on 04.07.2024 due to the non-appearance of the 

petitioner’s counsel. 

  Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that the W.P.(C) No.5616 

of 2018 stood dismissed due to non-appearance of the petitioner’s counsel. 

It is submitted by the learned counsel for the petitioner that subsequently 

in the year 2022, the erstwhile counsel for the petitioner was designated as 

Assistant Solicitor General of India and represented the Union of India 

and its departments in various matter before this Hon’ble Court. It is next 

submitted that the dismissal of the said W.P(C) No.5616 of 2018 for non-

appearance of the petitioner was neither deliberate nor intentional. It is 

also submitted that the petitioner has very good grounds to agitate in the 

said W.P(C) No.5616 of 2018 and unless the same is restored to its original 

file, the petitioner will be highly prejudiced. Hence, it is submitted that the 



W.P(C) No.5616 of 2018 be restored to its original file. 

  Learned counsel for the opposite party has not raised any serious 

objection. 

  Considering the aforesaid submission of the learned counsel for the 

petitioner, W.P(C) No.5616 of 2018 is directed to be restored to its original 

file at the same at which it was before its dismissal. 

  Registry is directed to list W.P(C) No.5616 of 2018 before the 

concerned Bench after two weeks. 

  This Civil Miscellaneous Petition is disposed of accordingly.    

                           

             

      (Anil Kumar Choudhary, J.) 

Rohit/ 


