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DAYA CHAUDHARY, J. (ORAL)

After hearing learned counsel for the parties, it appears that
there is difference in calculation of amount. As per case of the petitioner,
the amount of interest has not been paid and deduction has wrongly been
made, whereas, learned counsel for the respondents submits that an
undertaking was already given by husband of the petitioner to adjust the
amount of loan against the dues and after deducting that amount, the
calculation has been made and amount has been paid including interest.

The petition is disposed of accordingly.

However, the petitioner is at liberty to move representation as
to how the calculation is not correct and what amount has not been paid
including the amount of interest. Said representation be made within a
period of two weeks and thereafter, the respondents are directed to consider
the same and pass necessary order in accordance with law.

However, in case, the petitioner is still aggrieved in any

manner, she is at liberty to avail the appropriate remedy.
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