
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No 3101 of 2018 

In 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 3636 of 2014  

====================================================== 
Chinta Devi ( Substituted Petitioner ) Wife of Late Muneshwar Prasad Ex 
Branch Manager, Bank of India, Jehanabad Branch, Son of Late Harihar 

Mahto, resident of village- Saran, P.S.- Makhdumpur, District- Jehanabad 
 

....   ....    Petitioner/s 
Versus 

1. Bank of India Through Its Chairman Cum Managing Director   H.O. Star 

House, Bandra Kurla Complex, Bandra (East), Mumbai- 400051 
2. General Manager, Bank Of India, HO Star House, Bandra Kurla 

Complex, Bandra (East), Mumbai- 400051 
3. Zonal Manager, Patna Zonal Office, Bank of India, Chanakya Place, R 
Block, Patna   

4. Assistant General Manager Cum- Dy Zolnal Manager, Bank Of India, 
Patna Zonal Office, Patna   

5. Senior Manager, Bank of India, Vigilance (East), Kolkata   
 

....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Prashant Kashyap 
For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Rupak Kumar 
====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD  
 

ORAL ORDER 

 

3 12-09-2018 It is submitted by the learned counsel for the 

petitioner that this Court, while allowing the writ petition, has not 

observed that the petitioner should be granted personal hearing in 

the review petition.  The same should be made explicit as the same 

has not been made in the order dated 13.07.2018 whereby the 

petitioner’s writ petition was disposed of. 

This Court would observe that the specific liberty has 

been granted to the petitioner to approach the Reviewing 

Authority under the Regulation.  Since, there is no scope for this 
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Court to further give any direction either in excess of the 

Regulation, not is it open to the Reviewing Authority to treat the 

petitioner’s claim in any manner less than provided in the 

Regulation. 

No case is made out for modification.  This 

application is dismissed. 

 
 

M.E.H./- 

(Madhuresh Prasad, J) 
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