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WPA 2882 of 2021
with
CAN 1 of 2021
(not in file)
Sri Biplab Kumar Banerjee

Vs.
State Bank of India & Anr.

Mr. Pijush Kanti Ray
.... for the respondent Bank

1. Mr. Ray, learned Advocate appearing for the
respondent Bank, submits that the writ petition
has become infructuous as the loan amount has
been settled by the petitioner. He places a copy
of the communication dated March 3, 2022,
issued by the respondent Bank admitting that
the loan amount has been settled.

2. Let such copy of the communication be kept on
record.

3. The writ petition along with connected
application being CAN 1 of 2021 is, thus,
dismissed.

4. There shall, however, be no order as to costs.

5. Urgent photostat certified copy of this order, if
applied for, be supplied to the parties on usual

undertaking.

(Reetobroto Kumar Mitra, J.)



