IN THE SUPREME COURT OF BANGLADESH
HIGH COURT DIVISION
(CIVIL REVISIONAL JURISDICTION)

Present:

Mr. Justice Zafar Ahmed

Civil Miscellaneous Case No. 15 of 2019

In the matter of:

Nazrul Islam Morol and others
...Plaintiff-petitioners
-Versus-
Monindra Nath Kar and others
...Defendant-opposite parties

None.
...For the petitioners

Mr. Md. Matiar Rahman, Advocate
......... For the opposite party Nos. 1-3

Heard on: 12.01.2026
Judgment on: 18.01.2026

In the instant revisional application filed under Section 24(1) of
the Code of Civil Procedure (CPC) at the instance of the plaintiff
petitioners, this Court on 15.07.2019 issued a Rule calling upon the
plaintiff-opposite party Nos. 1-4 to show cause as to why the Title
Suit No. 22 of 2015 should not be transferred to any other district
preferably to Dhaka having similar jurisdiction from the Court of

Assistant Judge, Fakirhat, Bagerhat.

The present petitioners as plaintiff filed Title Suit No. 22 of

2015 in the Court of Assistant Judge, Fakirhat, Bagerhat impleading



present opposite party Nos. 1-4 as principal-defendants for a decree
for setting aside the judgment and decree dated 13.11.1994 (decree
signed on 19.11.1994) passed by the learned Assistant Judge,
Fakirhat, Bagerhat in Title Suit No. 343 of 1983 decreeing the suit.
Defendant Nos. 2-3 entered appearance in the suit. 24.06.2019 was

fixed for pre-emptory hearing of the suit.

It is stated in the instant application that on 09.06.2019 the
plaintiff No. 2 Md. Azizul Islam lodged a G.D. with Officer-in-

Charge, Fakirhat Police Station, Bagerhat stating as follows:
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Thereafter, the plaintiff-petitioners moved this Court and
obtained the Rule and order of stay on 15.07.2019. None appeared for
the petitioners when the Rule was taken up for hearing. Mr. Md.
Matiar Rahman learned Advocate has entered appearance on behalf of

opposite party Nos. 1-3.

Heard the learned Advocate of the opposite parties and perused
the materials on record. The G.D. was lodged on 09.06.2019. This
Court has not been informed whether the circumstances mentioned in
the said G.D. exist now. The matter has been appearing in the daily
cause list for long time. It appears to me that the petitioners have lost

interest in the Rule. Accordingly, the Rule fails.

In the result, the Rule is discharged.

Mazhar, BO



