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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Review No.166 of 2014
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 10095 of 2010

—j'Sanjay Navin, son of Late Surendra Yadav, resident of village - Surmaha,

Kishanpur, P.S. Paterghat, District - Saharsa

Petitioner/s
Versus
1. The State of Bihar

. Secretary, Department of Public Health and Engineering, Government of

\ PBihar, Patna

3. Joint Secretary, Department of Public Health and Engineering,
Government of Bihar, Patna

4. Engineer in Chief cum Additional Secretary, Department of Public
Health and Engineering, Government of Bihar, Patna

5. Chief Engineer (Design), Public Health and Engineering, Government of
Bihar, Patna

6. Superintending Engineer, Public Health and Engineering, Government of
Bihar, Patna

7. Zonal Chief Engineer, Public Health and Engineering, Bhagalpur Zone,
Bhagalpur

8. Chief Engineer, Public Health and Engineering, Saharsa

9. Executive Engineer, Madhepura Public Health and Engineering,
Engineering, Madhepura

10. District Magistrate, Saharsa

11. District Establishment Committee, Saharsa

.... Respondents/Opposite Parties

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Md.Imteyaz Ahmad
For the Respondent/s : Mr. Neeraj Kumar, AC to SC-22

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE BIRENDRA PRASAD VERMA
ORAL ORDER

Heard the parties.

The petitioner seeks review of the order dated
08.11.2011 passed in CWJC No.10095 of 2010 by a Bench of this
Court (Coram : Navin Sinha, J. as His Lordship then was),
whereby the aforesaid writ petition filed on behalf of the present
review-petitioner was disposed of in terms of the order dated
03.11.2011 passed in CWJC No.10441 of 2010 and its analogous

cases. The petitioner, being aggrieved by the aforesaid order dated



Arvind/-

Patna High Court C. REV. No.166 of 2014 (4) dt.15-01-2015

08.11.2011, preferred LPA No.57 of 2012, which was finally
heard by a Division Bench of this Court and was disposed of by
the order dated 13.02.2014. The order dated 13.02.2014 passed by
the Division Bench is reproduced hereinbelow:-
“Learned Advocate Md.Imteyaz Ahmad
appears for the appellant. He seeks
leave to withdraw the appeal.
Leave is granted.
Appeal is disposed of as withdrawn.”
Since the order dated 08.11.2011 passed by the learned
Single Judge was not interfered with by the Division Bench of this
Court, hence, there is no question of reviewing the aforesaid order
dated 08.11.2011 passed in CWJC No.10095 of 2010.
The present civil review petition seems to be

completely misconceived. It is, accordingly, dismissed.

(Birendra Prasad Verma, J)
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