
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.3172 of 2014 

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

1. Laxmi Narayan Jha  S/O Sri Digambar Jha R/O D.B. Road, Gurdwara Marg, 

Ward No. 21, P.O. and P.S. Saharsa, District Saharsa 

2. Vaidehi Kumari W/O Sri Naveen Nishant Resident of New Colony, P.O. and 

P.S. and Dist. Saharsa 

 

....   ....    Petitioners 

Versus 

 

1. The Punjab National Bank having its Regional Office at Darbhanga through the 

Regional Manager   

2. The State of Bihar through the Divisional Commissioner, Kosi Division, Saharsa   

3. The District Magistrate Cum Collector, Saharsa   

4. The Deputy Collector Land Reforms, Saharsa   

5. The Superintendent of Police, Saharsa   

6. The Deputy Inspector General, Kosi Division, Saharsa   

7. Satish Chandra Mishra S/O Late Gunjan Mishra R/O Village Nabhatta, P.S. 

Nabhatta, District Saharsa 

 

....   ....  Respondents 

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

Appearance: 

For the Petitioners   :          Mr. GAUTAM KUMAR KEJRIWAL, ADVOCATE 

For the State             :         Mr. JAI SHANKAR BARNWAL, G.A. 5 

For the Resp. Bank   :        Mr. KUMAR PRIYA RANJAN, ADVOCATE 

 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 04-01-2016 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioners and learned 

counsel appearing on behalf of the Respondent Bank. 

2. The present writ petition has been filed for a 

direction to the respondent Bank not to grant loan to the 

respondent No. 7 on the strength of security by way of land 

bearing Khesra No. 1573, Khata No. 301(454), Mauza Patuaha, 

District Saharsa, said to be subject matter in T.S. No. 281 of 2013. 
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 3. At the very outset learned counsel for the 

respondent Bank makes a statement at the Bar that as a matter of 

fact the representation of petitioner no. 1 has been considered 

and the Bank has not sanctioned any loan in favour of the 

Respondent No. 7. 

4. The writ petition accordingly stands disposed. 

5. It is made clear that in case the Bank proposes to 

consider grant of loan to the Respondent No. 7 on the strength of 

security of  the aforesaid land, the petitioners shall be at liberty to 

approach the Bank with their objections which shall be 

considered  on their own merits and disposed of in accordance 

with law. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Chandran 

(Vikash Jain, J) 
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