Patna High Court CWJC No.12664 of 2017 dt.01-05-2018

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.12664 of 2017

Shashikant Singh @ Shashikant aged about 42 years, S/o Sri Deep Narayan
Singh, R/o Village- Maliabari Khiruchak, Purnea, Dist.- Purnea.

........ Petitioner
Versus
1. The Zonal Manager Bank of Baroda, Zonal Office Patna, Bihar.
2. The Regional Manager Bank of Baroda, Bihar, Patna.
3. Chief Manager, Bank of Baroda, Dist.- Purnea.
4. Bank Manager, Bank of Baroda, Dist.- Purnea.
5. The State of Bihar through District Magistrate Purnea, Dist.- Purnea.
6. District Magistrate, Dist- Purnea.
7.S.D.0. Purnea.

........ Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner :  Mr. Rajkumar Rajesh, Advocate.
For the Respondents :  Mr. Sanjeev Shankar, Advocate.
For the State :  Mr. Ranjit Kumar, AC to GP-26

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN
ORAL JUDGMENT
Date: 01-05-2018

The present writ petition has been filed for the
following reliefs -

“(a) For issuance of a writ in the nature of certiorari or
any other appropriate writ/writs to quash the order
dated 23.11.2016 issued under the signature of
respondent no. 3 and consequently letter dated
19.04.2017 issued under the signature of respondent
no. 5 whereby and whereunder the property of the
petitioner is going to be attached for auction by way of
illegality without following the procedure prescribed by
law as well as in absence of any notice or opportunity
to the petitioner in malafide arbitrary and whimsical
manner by which petitioner became aggrieved.

(b) For that the direction may be given independent
enquiry against the respondent authority so concerned
who has illegally been taken steps against the
petitioner without giving any notice or opportunity in
due process of law and tried to impose unnecessary
harassment reasons best known to him as pocket
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Md. Ibrarul/-

institution is not fit in the eye of law.

(c) For that the direction may be given to stop any
further proceeding against the petitioner only because
the steps taken by the authority by way of highest
degree of arbitrariness as the illegal huge amounts of
Rs. 31,62,082/- has illegally been imposed in absence of
perusing the two records.

(d)  For that the reasonable compensation and
litigation cost may be imposed against the respondent
authority so concerned who has taken illegality against
the petitioner affecting the administration of justice
and Rule of law.

(e) For that any relief or reliefs may be given to the
petitioner as your Lordship may deem fit and proper in
this matter in the interest of justice to the petitioner.

2. Learned counsel for the petitioner states on

instruction that in view of subsequent developments the present writ

petition need not be pressed.

3. Having regard to the stand of the petitioner, the writ

petition accordingly stands dismissed.
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(Vikash Jain, J)



