
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.14345 of 2013 

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

=== 

 Shakuntala Sharma, Wife Of Ram Pravesh Sharma, resident of B-46, Sector-O, 

Sachiwalay Colony, Kankarbagh, P.S.- Patrakar Nagar, District- Patna 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The Bank of Baroda through the Branch Manager, Gaya Branch, Swarajpuri 

Road, Gaya   

2. The Life Insurance Corporation of India through Its Regional Manager, Patna   

....   ....  Respondents 

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

=== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner         :     Mr. Pramod Kumar, Advocate  

For Respondent-Bank :     Mr. Sanjeev Shankar, Advocate 

For Respondent-LIC   :      Mr. Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, Advocate  

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

=== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 13-07-2016 

 

 The present writ petition has been filed for directing 

the respondent-Bank to supply an up-to-date statement of 

account after adjusting the amount of the LIC bond of the 

petitioner as the proceeds have been received by the respondent-

Bank; and to return the excess amount, if any, together with 

interest.    

2. Pursuant to the order of this Court dated 

04.07.2016, a supplementary counter affidavit has been filed on 

behalf of the respondent-Bank, paragraph 5 thereof discloses that 

as against the amount of Rs. 62,092/- by way of interest charged 

from the petitioner in the Housing Loan Account, a sum of Rs. 
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51,092/- has been credited to the petitioner’s loan account earlier 
on 06.01.2014 and now the remaining amount of Rs. 11,000/- has 

also been credited on 11.07.2011 in the loan account. Learned 

counsel for the respondent-Bank, therefore, submits that the 

interest charged in the loan account owing to non-credit of LIC 

proceeds in time has now been credited back to the account of the 

petitioner. 

3.   In the above view of the matter and in the light of 

the statements made in paragraphs 5 and 6 of the supplementary 

counter affidavit of the respondent-Bank, the writ petition stands 

disposed. The respondent-Bank shall now proceed in the matter 

in accordance with law.    

  

 

 

 

 

 

B.T/- 

                                                                              (Vikash Jain, J) 
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