
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Review No.352 of 2017

======================================================
1. The Union of  India ,  through the  Chairman,  Railway Board,  Rail

Bhawan, New Delhi 2.  
2. The  General  Manager,  East  Central  Railway,  Hajipur,  District  -

Vaishali  (Bihar).
3. The  Chief  Personnel  Officer,  East  Central  Railway,  Hajipur,

District  - Vaishali  (Bihar).
4. The  Divisional  Railway  Manager,  East  Central  Railway,

Danapur, P.O. - Khagaul,  District  - Patna.
5. The  Senior  Divisional  Personnel  Officer,  East  Central  Railway,

Danapur, P.O. - Khagaul,  District  - Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

M. P. Srivastava S/o Late Sheo Prasad Lal Ex-Assistant Personnel Officer,
East Central Railway, Danapur, P.O. - Khagaul, District - Patna, resident of
Sanjana Apartment Flat No. A - 102, Ara Garden Road Near Jagdeo Path, P.O.
- B.V. College, District - Patna (Bihar)  (since dead)
(I) Smt. Manorma Srivastava wife of late M.P.Srivastava
(ii) Rajeev Kumar Srivastava son of late M.P.Srivastava
      Both resident of House No.B-401, Meera Sadan Apartment, Gola Road,
Danapur  -cum-  Khagaul,  Patna,  Pin-  801503  presently  residing  at  House
No.32, Gali No.01, Madanpuri, Gurugram (Haryana) Pin Code- 122001

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr. Shekhar Singh
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. 
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI
                 and 
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR TRIPATHI)

4 14-12-2017 I. A. No.9021 of 2017 is a petition for substitution of the

private respondent, who is said to be dead.  Name of legal heirs

have  been  indicated  in  paragraph  1.  Substitution  petition  is

allowed. The matter is thereafter taken up on merits.

Heard learned counsel for the Union of India.
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Perused  the  order  dated  18.07.2017  against  which  the

review application has been preferred.  We do not find any error

apparent  on  the  face  of  record.   The Tribunal’s  decision  and

direction and the rationality thereof has been also taken note of

by us and we are in agreement with the finding as well as the

order, which does not suffer from legal infirmity as is perceived

by the Union of India.

Review application stands dismissed. 
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(Ajay Kumar Tripathi, J) 

 ( Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)
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