
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.16514 of 2016

======================================================
Ram Kripal Singh Son of Late Jai Gopal Singh resident of Village - Masad
Barkee Ghar, Police Station - Udwant Nagar in the district of Bhojpur.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State Bank Of India through the Chief General Manager, Head Office
Near Gandhi Maidan, Patna 

2. The Chief General Manager, State Bank of India, Patna Circle, Local Head
Office, Near Gandhi Maidan 

3. The General  Manager,  Personnel  and H.R.D.  Department,  State  Bank of
India, Local Head Office, Near 

4. The Assistant General Manager, State Bank of India, Zonal Office, Region -
V, Judges Court Road, Pa 

5. The  Chief  Manager  Administrative,  Administrative  Office  Region,  V.J.C.
Road, Patna. 

6. The  Chief  Manager,  State  Bank  of  India,  Main  Branch  Ara  Nawada,
Bhojpur. 

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Navin Sharma
For the Respondent/s :  Mr. Anjani Kumar Mishra
                                                      Mr. Ambarish Bhardwaj
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

2 27-02-2019   Heard  learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioner  and the

learned Counsel for the respondent Bank. 

On  account  of  petitioner’s  promotion  as  Record

Keeper from the post of Guard in the Bank, fixation of salary of

the petitioner has been done vide Annexure 3 dated 23.7.2002.

Disputing  the  said  fixation  the  petitioner  submits  that  he  is

entitled to fixation of higher pay of Rs. 7471/-.

Respondent  Bank,  on  the  other  hand,  submits  that
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even  the  scale  granted  by  communication  dated  23.7.2002

(Annexure  4)  is  excessive  as  a  result  of  inadvertance  in

calculation  in respect of stagnation increment which has been

added in the said communication dated 23.7.2002.

The petitioner has never approached the respondents

for  higher  scale  as  prayed  in  the  instant  writ  petition.  The

petitioner would be at liberty to approach the respondent Bank

for the relief prayed for.

The writ petition is dismissed.
    

SNkumar/-
(Madhuresh Prasad, J)
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