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1. Aggrieved by the steps taken by the bank under Section 

13(2) of the SARFAESI Act, the petitioners made a 

representation seeking restructuring of the loan account.  

2. The bank, instead of replying to the representation of the 

petitioners, proceeded to issue a notice under Section 

13(4). The petitioners challenge the same. 

3. At this stage, it appears that the petitioners ought to 

challenge the subsequent notice under Section 13(4) 

before the competent forum. 

4. The instant writ petition is disposed of by observing that, 

it will be open for the petitioners to approach the 

competent forum in accordance with law for remedy, if 

so advised. 

5. As the petitioners pray for restructuring of the loan, the 

bank may take steps to consider the representation filed 
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by the petitioners seeking restructuring of loan and 

communicate the decision of the bank to the petitioners. 

6. The writ petition stands disposed of. 

7. Urgent photostat certified copy of this order, if applied 

for, be supplied to the parties upon compliance of all 

requisite formalities. 

       (Amrita Sinha, J.) 


