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...for the Opposite Parties
The petitioners have challenged an order dated
September 112, 2025 passed in SA No. 126 of 2024
by the learned Presiding Officer, Siliguri Debts
Recovery Tribunal.
The petitioners contend that an order was passed by
the learned Debts Recovery Tribunal, dismissing an
application which was filed challenging order passed
under Section 14 of the SARFAESI Act, 2002,
without looking into the merits of the same and the
materials on record.
According to Mr. Biswabrata Basu Mallick, learned

counsel for the petitioners, the opposite party had

obtained an order under Section 14 of the SARFAESI



Act, 2002 from the District Magistrate, by

suppressing materials facts.

Any order passed by the Debts Recovery Tribunal is
an appellable order. A coordinate Bench of this
Court admitted the revisional application being
conscious of such provision, only on the ground that
the Appellate Tribunal would remain closed for
sometime. Thus, a limited interim order was passed,
restraining the opposite party from taking any
coercive steps on the basis of the order dated
October 01, 2024 passed by the District Magistrate,
Dakshin Dinajpur under Section 14 of the
SARFAESI Act, 2002. The occasion to entertain this
revisional application has since outlived the reason.
The appellate tribunal is functional. Thus, the
petitioner shall prefer an appeal from the order
impugned. The petitioners shall be entitled to
explain the delay in filing the appeal, in view of
pendency of this application. The opposite parties
shall not take any further coercive measures for a
period of four weeks from date, within which time
the appeal shall be filed.

In case of failure to file the appeal within the time
specified by this Court, the opposite parties may

proceed in accordance with law. This court has not



expressed any opinion on the merits of the issues
involved.

Under such  circumstances, the revisional
application is disposed of.

There shall be no order as to costs.

Parties are to act on the serve copy of this order.

(Shampa Sarkar,J)



	Item No.59

