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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Review No.423 of 2013 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 20567 of 2012  

====================================================== 

1. The Union Of India Through General Manager, N.F. Railway, Maligaon, 

Guwahati.   

2. Divisional Railway Manager, (Drm) Works, Katihar, N.F. Railway, 

Katihar, Division.   

3. Sri A.S. Hopingson, Enquiry Officer, N.F. Railway.   

4. Sr. Den/C/Kir, N.F. Railway, Katihar.   

5. Sr. Den/Iii/Kir Now Den/Iii/Kir, N.F. Railway, Katihar.   

6. Sri Alok Kumar  E. Civil(E), General Railway Board, Rail Bhawan, New 

Delhi.  

7. Sri T. Gupta, Ex. E.C. Director Civil Engineer, (E) Rail Ministry Railway 

Board, New Delhi.   

 

....   ....    Petitioners 

Versus 

 Pawan Kumar Son Of Sri Kedarnath Singh  Resident Of Village - Pokharia, 

District - Begusarai, Proprietor Of M/S Trilok Swami And Co. Chitragupta 

Nagar, District- Begusarai.  

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :     Mr. Anil Kumar Sinha 

For the Respondent/s      :     Mr. Raj Kumar Rajesh 

                                              Mr. Girish Chandra 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAMESH KUMAR 

DATTA 

ORAL ORDER 

 

13 14-07-2016 The review application has been filed for review of the 

order dated 06.03.2013 passed in C.W.J.C. No.20567 of 2012, by 

which the writ application was disposed of with a direction to the 

Chief Engineer (Con), North East Frontier Railway to decide the 

matter in terms of the order dated 26.09.2008 passed by this Court 

within a period of four weeks, if not already passed. 

Learned counsel for the Railway informs that the General 
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Manager (Works), North East Frontier Railway, being a 

competent authority, has passed the final order in the matter and 

thus he does not press the civil review application. 

The civil review application is, accordingly, dismissed as 

not pressed.    

Learned counsel for the writ petitioner seeks leave to 

challenge the said order. No such leave is required from this Court 

and if the opposite party-writ petitioner is aggrieved by the order 

that has been passed, it is for him to take recourse to appropriate 

proceedings. 

 

 
 

 

V.P.Sinha/- 

(Ramesh Kumar Datta, J) 
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