
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No.7991 of 2021

======================================================
Pushp  Lata,  wife  of  Vinay  Kishore  Singh,  Resident  of  Village-Akawana,
Police  Station-Pakaridayal,  District-East  Champaran,  presently  residing  at
Mohalla  Raghunathpur,  Ward  No.  08,  Motihari,  Police  Station-Turkauliya
(Raghunathpur O.P.), District-East Champaran.

...  ...  Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State  of Bihar,  through the Principal  Secretary,  Finance Department,
Government of Bihar, Patna.

2. The  Zonal  Manager,  State  Bank  of  India,  West  Gandhi  Maidan,  S.B.I.
Building, Behind B.N. College, Patna, Bihar.

3. The Regional Manager, State Bank of India, Regional Office, Belbaanwa,
Motihari, District-East Champaran.

4. The Branch Manager, State Bank of India, Branch Areraj, East Champaran,
Bihar.

...  ...  Respondent/s
======================================================
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s :  Mr.Sanjay Kumar No 7, Advocate 
For the Respondent/s :  Mr.Lalit Kishore ( AG )
======================================================
CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH
                 and
                 HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD

ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE CHAKRADHARI SHARAN 
SINGH)

2 04-02-2022 The  matter  has  been  taken  up  for  online  hearing

through  video  conference  because  of  COVID-19  pandemic

restrictions. 

It is the petitioner’s grievance that a total sum of Rs.

13 lakhs was sanctioned by Areraj Branch of the State Bank of

India, East Champaran, out of which Rs.  6,05,000/- has been

disbursed and remaining amount has not been disbursed.
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Learned  counsel  for  the  petitioner  has  drawn  our

attention to Annexure-4 of the writ application to contend that

the petitioner has though approached the Banking Ombudsman,

his grievance has so far not been resolved.

We have perused Annexure-4 of the writ petition. The

petitioner’s  representation  does  not  bear  any  date.  Further,  it

does  not  appear  to  be  properly  addressed  to  the  Banking

Ombudsman, Reserve Bank of India.

Considering the facts and circumstances of the case,

this application stands disposed of with a liberty to the petitioner

to  approach  the  Banking  Ombudsman  for  redressal  of  his

grievance. 
    

Rajesh/-

(Chakradhari Sharan Singh, J) 

 ( Madhuresh Prasad, J)

U


