IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.136 of 2019

Manoj Singh @ Manoj R. Singh Son of Rajbalam Singh, Managing Director
of Amrit Raj Infra Project Private Ltd. 502, Madhu Industrial Park, Mogra
Cross Road, P.S. Andheri East Mumbai. Permanent Resident of Chatur Bigha,
P.S. Jadopur, District- Gopalgan;.
...... Petitioner/s
Versus
The Regional Manager, Central Bank Of India, Motihari, Bihar.

The Branch Manager, Central Bank of India Moiniya Chowk Branch,
Gopalganj, Bihar.

...... Respondent/s

Appearance :

For the Petitioner/s Mr. Ranjan Kumar Srivastava, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. Prabhakar Jha, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
and

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE SATYAVRAT VERMA
ORAL JUDGMENT
(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE)

Date : 10-10-2022
Heard learned counsel for the parties.

Petitioner has prayed for the following relief(s):-

(it To issue an approprinie writt writs, andes ordeT:,
Jireedion! direzions in the pamre of mundapous for
eommunding/ditecting the respordents Tank to vk
the premises of the petilioner siuated o Thara Noes,
Khota No.29. Suarver Plot Mo, 1329, Khat Me.239,
Survey Plot Mo 1332 al Sarcya Ward MNe2, bew
soniva chewk, Gopalganj Main Town, As the
netitioner had  intimaled 8 Logal Matice to Lhe
respondent hank oo 2A05.2016 for vacating h_lwa

premises uml he respondent bank aceepied tnovacule
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the suid property i his replv oo 20.06.2016 Lo tha
Lepul *nobice. However the respondone bank has =]l
ool vacaled the sad property dane despite the request
fesller MO 15062018 given hy the patitionce,

(i) For that appropriase writ, order, diveclion as oy
ciezmizd 17t and proper ber this Thon™ble ITigh Courl
i7 the facts and cicumslasces of e case [or direclinge
the responsdent bank 1o vacale e said properly of the

petitioner 4l Lhe ewrliest and the responcdent bad sven

accepted to vacate the said property once they find a
suitable place to shift the bank, However they have
ghill not vacated the premise which caouses preat harm
I the pefiioner. Thus the petiboner secks rehef
through this writ petition.

it} Arny ofher approprinle wril, ortler or dirselion as may be
decmed 0t and peoper by this [Tea’ble Court in fhe
facts and n:imumstauczs of the case and may aiso b
nagsced i favour of the petifoner aod againgt the

restindents. ) . Y

After the matter was heard for some time, learned
counsel for the petitioner seeks permission to withdraw the
present petition reserving liberty to take recourse to such other
remedies as are otherwise permissible and admissible in
accordance with law as also represent to the appropriate
authority, venting out the grievances, subject-matter of the
present petition.

Prayer allowed. Liberty, as prayed for, is granted.
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Without expressing any opinion on merits, leaving all
questions of fact and law open, the present petition is disposed
of as withdrawn with the liberty aforesaid.

We expect that the appropriate authority shall consider
and decide the petitioner’s application/request expeditiously and
preferably within a period of three months from the date of its
presentation.

Needless to say that while considering such request,
principles of natural justice shall be followed and due
opportunity of hearing afforded to the parties.

If aggrieved by the said order, the petitioner shall
have liberty to approach this Court by way of separate
petition(s), if so required and desired.

Interlocutory application, if any, shall also stand

disposed of.
(Sanjay Karol, CJ)
( Satyavrat Verma, J)
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