IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.3581 of 2017

Life Line Gas Plant, NG 31 Bypass, Belouri, P.S.-Maranga, Purnea, Bihar,
India-854301 through its parter Sri Satya Prakash, Son of Late Deo Narayan
Yadav, Resident of By Pass Road, NH31, Belouri P.S.-Belouri Purnia-854301.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The General Manager, State Bank Of India, Stressed Assets Recovery
Branch, 2nd Floor of Patna Main Branch Building, Gandhi Maidan, Patna-
800001.

2.  The Assistant General Manager, State Bank of India, Stressed Assets
Recovery Branch, 2nd Floor of Patna Main Branch Building, Gandhi
Maidan, Patna-800001.

3. The Chief Manager, State Bank of India, Rural Centralized Processing
Centre RCPC Regional Business Officer, Region-1, Purnea-854301

4. The Authorized Officer Stressed Assets Recovery Branch, State Bank of
India, 2nd Floor, Patna Main Branch Building, Patna-1

5. The Deputy General Manger, State Bank of India, Purnea Zone
Administrative Office, Kalbhawan, Rod, Purnea, Bihar

6. The Relationship Manager, State Bank of India, Secretariat of the Deputy
General Manger, Purnea Zone, Administrative Office, Kaalabhawan Road,
Purnea.

7. The Branch Manager, State Bank of India, Agriculture, Marketing Yard,
Gulabbagh, Purnea-854301.

...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Ramakant Sharma, Sr. Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. Santosh Kumar Singh, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SHIVAJI PANDEY
ORAL ORDER

3 21-09-2020 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
counsel for the State Bank of India.
In the present case, the petitioner is challenging the
impugned action of the State Bank of India initiated under
Section 13 of the SARFESI Act.

Counsel for the State Bank of India submits that the
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Bank has already filed an Original Application before the DRT
in which the petitioner has already appeared, but this fact has
not been brought to the notice of this Court by the petitioner.
However, learned counsel for the petitioner, after
some argument, seeks permission to withdraw this application
with liberty to seek the remedy as available in the law.
Accordingly, this application is dismissed as

withdrawn with the aforesaid liberty granted to the petitioner.

(Shivaji Pandey, J)



