IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No0.21262 of 2021

Pramod Kumar Pandey Son of Bharat Bhusan Pandey at Barka Raipur Rajpur
Kalan Buxar, P.S. Simiri, District- Buxar.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

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

2.  The Chief Manager, of Reserve Bank of India at South Gandhi Maidan,
Patna- 800001.

The Senior S.P., Rohtas.

4.  Manapporm Finance Limited with its Registered Office at CIN-L6591,
OKL1-1992, PLCOO-6623, iv/470A old W638A (New) Manapporm House
Bhalapad, Thrissur, Kerala 680567.

5. The Branch Manager, Manapporm Finance Limited at Harihar Chamber,
Boring Road (Opposite of Oriental Insurance Company Office) Patna-

800001.
...... Respondent/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr.Pramod Kumar, Advocate
For the Respondent/s Mr.Anil Kumar Singh ( GP 26 )

CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
and
HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN
ORAL ORDER

(Per: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE)

(The proceedings of the Court are being conducted by Hon’ble the Chief
Justice/Hon’ble Judges through Video Conferencing from their
residential offices/residences. Also, the Advocates and the Staffs joined
the proceedings through Video Conferencing from their
residences/offices.)

2 17-02-2022 Petitioner has prayed for following relief(s) : -

“That this is an application for
direction to the Senior S.P., Rohtas to get seize
the Truck No. BR-44G-1051, from
he possession of the financier the Rs No-5 to
this writ application Registered in the name of
petitioner, Partly Financed by the Financier as
loan inspite of knowing the order of the
Hon’ble Court, passed in the case of Sujay
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Kumar Versus UCO Bank reported in BLJ 2020
at page 96, not to seize the vehicle through
goons on road though in this case seized
through goons on road on 30.09.2021 when
sufficient amount was already paid to the
finance company against loan advanced.”

Learned counsel for the petitioner, under
instructions, fairly states that the petition, in its present form,
may be permitted to be withdrawn reserving liberty to file afresh

on the same and subsequent cause of action, if so required and

desired.
Prayer allowed.
Petition is disposed of as withdrawn with the
liberty aforesaid.
Interlocutory application, if any, shall also stand
disposed of.
(Sanjay Karol, CJ)
( Vikash Jain, J)



