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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.4235 of 2015

Ajit Kumar Tiwari Son of Sri Ravindra Prasad Tiwari, resident of Kamla

Garden, North of Railway station, Sitamarhi, District- Sitamarhi, at Present
osted at Central Bank of India, Pupari Bazar (Janakpur Road), District-
Sitamarhi.

........ Petitioner/s

Versus
1. The Central Bank of India through its Chief Managing Director,
orporate Office, Central Bank of India, Chandermulhi, Naran Point,
umbai.
2. The Zonal Manager, central Bank of India, Zonal Office, 2nd Floor,
Block 'B' Maurya Lok Complex, Dak Bunglow Road, Patna.
3. The Regional Manager, Central Bank of India, Pawapuri Building,
Bhagwanpur chowk, NH-28, Muzaffarpur.
4. The Branch Managr, Central Bank of India, Pupari Bazar Branch
(Janakpur Road), Sitamarhi.

........ Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Dr. Harendra Kumar Singh, Adv
For the Respondent/s : Mr. Ajay Kumar Sinha, Adv

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MIHIR KUMAR JHA
ORAL JUDGMENT

Heard learned counsel for the parties.

Having regard to the fact that the petitioner
initially was appointed as Armour Guard and now
promoted on the post of clerk has a grievance as with
regard to non payment of his increment and fixation of
salary and Mr. Ajay Kumar Sinha, learned counsel
appearing for the Central bank of India submits that the

grievance of the petitioner would be looked into and an
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appropriate order would be passed as may be permissible
in law, after getting the order/instruction from the higher
authorities within a period of three months.

That being so, this application is, accordingly,
disposed of with a direction to the respondents to take
final decision on the pending representation of the
petitioner for grant of increment and fixation of pay
within the aforementioned period of three months.

Let it be made clear that this Court has not
expressed any opinion on the merits of the claim of the
petitioner but has simply remitted the matter back
directing the authorities to consider the grievance of the

petitioner and dispose of his representation.

(Mihir Kumar Jha, J)



