
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Letters Patent Appeal No.338 of 2016 

IN 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 9161 of 2014  

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

Lalan Kumar Jha Son of Sri Bhudeo Jha resident of village - Giriyawan, P.O. - 

Jagruchak, P.S. - Falka, District - Katihar. 

 

....   ....    Appellant/s 

Versus 

1. The Union of India through the Secretary, Ministry of Finance (Department of 

Economic Affairs), Banking Division, Jeevan Deep Building, Sansad Marg, 

New Delhi.   

2. The Chief Labour Commissioner (Central), 4th Floor Akashdeep Building , 

New Delhi.   

3. State Bank of India through the Chief General Manager, Local Head Office, 

Bihar Range, Anta Ghat, Patna.   

4. The Deputy General Manager, State Bank of India, Zonal Office, Purnea.   

 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

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

Appearance : 

For the Appellant/s         :     Mr. Subodh Kumar Jha, Advocate 

For Respondent Nos.3 to 5:  Mr. Satya Prakash Tripathy, Advocate 

For Respondent No.1            Mr. Anshuman Singh, CGC 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE 

and 

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SUDHIR SINGH 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE) 

Date:   03-04-2017 

 

 Delay in filing of the Letters Patent Appeal is 

condoned.  

Having heard learned counsel for the parties, we find 

that concurrent findings have been recorded by the Central 

Government Industrial Tribunal and the learned Writ Court in the 

matter of granting absorption to the appellant, primarily on account 

of certain acts of commission and omission committed by the 
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appellant. Taking into account all the factors, concurrent orders have 

been passed.  

We see no reason to take a different view from the 

same. Reasonable view expressed by the Industrial Tribunal and 

upheld by the learned Writ Court does not call for interference in the 

matter of absorption of the petitioner who was working in the 

respondent Bank as a Canteen Boy.  

The appeal is, accordingly, dismissed. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

K.C.jha/- 

(Rajendra Menon, CJ) 

 

 

(Sudhir Singh, J) 
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