
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
CIVIL REVIEW No.228 of 2024

In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.113 of 2009

======================================================
Purnanand Jha Son of late Bhawenand Jha, Resident of Flat No. 602 Udaygiri
Apartment, Buddha Marg, P.S. Kotwali, District- Patna.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The Managing Director, Multi -State Co-Operative Land Development Bank
Ltd., Buddha Marg, Patna through its Chairman.

2. The  Chairman,  Bihar  State  Co-Operative  Land  Development  Bank  Ltd.,
Buddha Marg, Patna.

3. The Managing Director, The Bihar State Co-Operative Land Development
Bank Ltd., Buddha Marg, Patna.

4. The  Incharge  Senior  Account  Officer,  Bihar  State  Co-Operative  Land
Development Bank Ltd., Buddha Marg, Patna.

5. The Regional Provident Fund Commissioner at Patna, District- Patna.

...  ...  Opposite Party/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s  :  Mr. Arun Kumar Lal, Advocate
For the Resp. Nos. 1 to 4 :  Mr. Rajesh Prasad Choudhary, Advocate
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE HARISH KUMAR

ORAL ORDER

3 17-01-2025 Heard the parties.

2. The present Civil Review application is preferred

for reviewing the order dated 16.01.2024 passed in CWJC No.

113  of  2009,  whereby  this  Court  has  disposed  of  the  writ

petition with a liberty to the petitioner to pursue his appeal and

in case of any adverse order, he shall be at liberty to approach

before the appropriate forum/Court, in accordance with law.

3. It is the contention of the petitioner that in the light

of the order of this Court, the petitioner has all along pursuing
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his appeal  but  the appellate authority is sitting tight  over the

matter  and  till  date,  it  has  not  been  brought  to  its  logical

conclusion.

4. This Court does not find any reason as to how this

Civil Review would lie when there is neither any error apparent

on the face of record nor any other grounds warranting review

of the order, the present Civil Review, prima facie, appears to be

wholly misconceived and thus fit to be dismissed.

5.  The  Civil  Review  applications  stands  dismissed

with the liberty to the petitioner to file appropriate application. 
    

supratim/-
(Harish Kumar, J)
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