
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.10388 of 2010

======================================================
1. RAVINDRA NATH TRIPATHY and ANR S/O Sheo Kumar Tripathy, R/O

Mohalla Dins Tank, P.S. Town, Ara, District- Bhojpur At Ara.

2. Subhash Chandra Thakur, S/O Late Awadhesh Kumar Tiwary, R/O Ara, P.S.
Ara, District- Bhojpur At Ara.

...  ...  Petitioners
Versus

1. THE  UNION  OF  INDIA and  ORS  Ministry  Of  Finance  and  Company
Affairs, Department Of Economic Affairs Banking Division,New Delhi.

2. Director,  Ministry  Of  Finance  and  Company  Affairs,  Department  Of
Economic Affairs Banking Division,New Delhi.

3. Joint Secretary, Ministry Of Finance and Company Affairs, Department Of
Economic Affairs Banking Division,New Delhi.

4. National  Bank  For  Agriculture  And  Rural  Development  Through  Chief
General Manager,Head Office-Bombay 

5. Chief  General  Manager,  National  Bank  For  Agriculture  And  Rural
Development,Bombay.

6. Madya Bihar Gramin Bank Through Its Chairman, Head Office, Patna. 

7. The Chairman, Madhya Bihar Gramin Bank ,Head Office,Patna.

8. The Punjab National Bank Through Its Assistant General Manager Regional
Rural Bank Cell, P.S. And  L.B.Duivision, 5 Sansd Marg, New Delhi

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Naresh Dikshit
For Union of Indias :  Mr. Rajesh Kumar Verma ASG
For Respondents 6 & 7   :  Mr. Prasant Vedsen
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

9 01-07-2019  The writ petition was filed in the year 2010 claiming

benefit of computer increment.

Mr. Dixit, appearing for the petitioner, submits that in

light of the judgment of the Apex Court in the case of Union of

India  vs.  Gramin  Bank  Pensioners  Samiti  &  ors.  in  the

proceedings  arising out  of  Special  Leave to Appeal  (C )  No.
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39288  of  2012  the  issue  stands  settled  in  favour  of  the

petitioners.

Portion of the Apex Court judgment relied upon by

Mr. Dixit is being reproduced herein:-

“In view of the order passed in SLP (C ) No.

39288 of 2012 no separate orders are required

to be passed in W.P. (C ) No. 210 of 2013 and

T.C.  (C  )  No.  38  of  2015.  They  are,

accordingly, disposed of with directions to the

Union of India to implement the judgment in

respect  of  all  the  regional  rural  banks

expeditiously  and  at  any  rate  within  three

months from the date of production of a copy

of this judgment.”

He  submits  that  in  light  of  judgment  of  the  Apex

Court  he  would  be  approaching  the  authorities  for  relief  of

computer  increment  and  refund  of  amounts  recovered  from

petitoners.

In light  of  the aforesaid development subsequent  to

filing of the writ petition no order need be passed separately in

these proceedings. 

In light of the judgment of the Apex Court it will be

open to the petitioners to claim benefits as per their entitlement. 

The writ petition stands disposed of.
    

SNkumar/- (Madhuresh Prasad, J)
U


