IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Review No.24 of 2016
Arising out of
LPA No. 601 of 2012
E- E C 1:&.E::.:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::

\.ﬂ 1. Nag'e‘hdra Prasad, son of late Ghana Singh, resident of village + P.O.-Raghopur,

P.S.-Jurawanpur, District-Vaishali.

2. Saiyed Sah Hasnain Ali Hassani, son of late Saiyed Shah Hassan Ali Hassani,

resident of village and post office-Khajekalan Neemghat, Patna.

Petitioners/Respondents
4, v Versus

O P _ o _
OFF \15'h1e State of Bihar through the Commissioner-cum-Secretary, Public Health

Engineering Department, Visheshwaraiya Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna.
2. The Engineer-in-Chief-cum-Special Secretary, Public Health Engineering
Department, Visheshwaraiya Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna.
3. The Chief Engineer (Mechanical), Public Health Engineering Department,
Visheshwaraiya Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna
4. The Superintending Engineer, Public Health Engineering Circle, Rajbanshi
Nagar, Patna
5. The Executive Engineer, Public Health Division, Hilsa, District-Nalanda.
6. The Chief Engineer (Civil), Public Health Engineering Department,
Visheshwaraiya Bhawan, Bailey Road, Patna.

... Respondents/Appellants/Opposite Parties

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Lalan Kumar Singh, Advocate
For the Respondent/s . Mr. S.D. Yadav, AAG-IX
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE
and
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE ASHWANI KUMAR SINGH
ORAL JUDGMENT

(Per: HONOURABLE THE ACTING CHIEF JUSTICE)
Date: 23-11-2016

Re : I.A. No. 530 of 2016

For the reasons mentioned in the Petition, the delay of
one year three months and 14 days in filing the Review Application is
condoned.

I.A. No. 530 of 2016 stands disposed of.
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Re: Civil Review No. 24 of 2016

The present Review Application is directed against the
\_ﬂ" order dated 16™ July, 2014 passed by the Division Bench of this Court
in LPA No. 601 of 2012 whereby, the appeal was allowed and the
Writ Application filed by the petitioners was dismissed.
’I*G 2. In the garb of review, the petitioners wish to re-argue
the matter.
3. We do not find any error apparent on the record
which may warrant review of the order.

4. The Review Application is, thus, dismissed.

(Hemant Gupta, ACJ)

(Ashwani Kumar Singh, J)
Sanjeet/-
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