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1. Affidavit-of-service filed on behalf of the petitioner is taken

on record.

2. Matter is heard in presence of the learned advocates
representing the petitioner, State respondents and

respondent nos.4 to 6.

3. The petitioner by instituting this writ petition, inter alia,
has prayed for direction which would protect petitioner’s
share in the movable and immovable properties of Late
Pawan Sikaria and in Sikaria Infrastructures Pvt. Ltd.

and to restrain those shares from being alienated.

4. In addition thereto it is also submitted on behalf of the
petitioner that previously a writ petition being WPA 16739
of 2025 was preferred by the petitioner which was
dismissed on the ground of non-prosecution vide order

dated 4™ February, 2026,

5. According to the petitioner, though order dated 4%
February, 2026 was passed based on the submission made
on behalf of the State respondents on the premise that

petitioner filed a naraji petition before the court below, no
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such naraji petition was filed requiring dismissal of the

writ petition.

Thereafter petitioner filed a recalling application being
CAN 1 of 2026 in connection with WPA 16739 of 2025
seeking recall of the order dated 4™ February, 2026.

Co-ordinate Bench while dismissing the application being
CAN 1 of 2026 held that recalling of the order dated 4™

February, 2026 is not warranted.

In view of the order passed by the co-ordinate Bench on
the application being CAN 1 of 2026 on 21* April, 2026,
today in connection with the present writ petition, this
Court is required to rely upon order dated 4™ February,
2026 of the co-ordinate Bench passed on the previous writ

petition being WPA 16739 of 2025.

Therefore, there is no other option but to infer that
previous writ petition being WPA 16739 of 2025 was

dismissed on the ground of non-prosecution.

In addition thereto police authority has no role to play in
protecting petitioner’s share in movable and immovable
properties of Late Pawan Sikaria and in Sikaria
Infrastructures Pvt. Ltd and to take steps for preventing

those shares from being alienated.

Therefore, no relief can be granted in this writ petition and

same stands dismissed.

However, this order shall not preclude the petitioner to
approach the appropriate forum for protecting his share in
aforesaid movable and immovable properties, in

accordance with law.

Urgent photostat certified copy of the order, if applied for,

be given to the parties, upon usual undertakings.

(SAUGATA BHATTACHARYYA, J.)
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