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Mahesh Chander
. .. Petitioner
Versus

State Bank of India and others

... Respondents

CORAM: HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE AJAY KUMAR MITTAL
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAMENDRA JAIN

PRESENT: Mr. P.S. Jammu, Advocate
for the petitioner.

Mr. Mahesh Dheer, Advocate

for respondent No.1 - Bank.
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AJAY KUMAR MITTAL, J. (Oral)
Learned counsel for respondent No.1 — Bank submitted that the

primary grievance of the petitioner is regarding the auction of the residential
house, which was fixed by the respondent Bank. It was submitted that since
the date of said auction had expired and the property could not be auctioned,
the present writ petition has been rendered infructuous.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner states that there are certain
ancillary issues which have arisen in the writ petition, therefore, he may be
allowed to withdraw the present writ petition with liberty to the petitioner to
approach the D.R.T. or any other appropriate Forum, in accordance with
law.

3. Dismissed as withdrawn. It shall, however, be open to the
petitioner to take recourse to the remedies as may be available to him, in

accordance with law.
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