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THE HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE C.V.NAGARJUNA REDDY 

Civil Revision Petition No.4230 of 2016 

 

Dated 02nd August, 2016 

ORDER: 

This c ivil revision petition a rises out of order, da ted  26.07.2016, 

in I.A.Nos.438 and  439 of 2016 in OA.No.775 of 2016, on the file of 

the lea rned  Deb ts Rec overy Tribuna l a t Visakhapa tnam. 

Petitioner No.1 ob ta ined  a  vehic le loan from the respondent 

in respec t of whic h petitioner No.2 stood  as a  guarantor by g iving 

his persona l guarantee.  As petitioner No.1 has c ommitted  default in 

re-payment of the loan amount, the respondent has filed  

OA.No.775 of 2016 for rec overy of the loan amount under the 

p rovisions of the Rec overy of Deb ts Due to Banks and  Financ ia l 

Institutions Ac t, 1993.  In the sa id  OA, the respondent has filed  the 

a forementioned  two IAs, one for injunc tion restra ining  petitioner 

No.2 from a liena ting  the petition sc hedule p roperty and  another for 

a ttac hment of the same.  By a  c ommon order, the DRT has passed  

an ad  interim order d irec ting  petitioner No.2 not to d ispose of or 

transfer the petition sc hedule p roperty till the next da te of hearing .  

The app lic a tions were posted  to 02.09.2016.   

Having regard  to the fac t tha t the impugned  order is interim 

in na ture, it is wholly unnec essary for the petitioners to approac h this 

Court by invoking its supervisory jurisd ic tion under Artic le 227 of the 

Constitution of Ind ia .  If the petitioners have lega lly susta inab le 

ob jec tions aga inst passing  of the impugned  order by the DRT, by a ll 

means they should  have filed  a  c ounter a ffidavit and  opposed  
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further extension of the order.  Instead  of doing so, the petitioners 

have need lessly approac hed  this Court.   

In this view of the matter, without ad jud ic a ting  on the lega lity 

or otherwise of the impugned  order, the c ivil revision petition is 

d ismissed  with liberty to the petitioners to c ontest the 

a forementioned  two IAs before the DRT. 

As a  sequel to d ismissa l of the CRP, CRP.MP.No.5499 of 2016 

sha ll stand  d isposed  of as infruc tuous. 

 
 

C.V.NAGARJUNA REDDY, J 

02nd  Sep tember, 2016 
VGB 


