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          It is submitted on behalf of the respondent 

bank that during the pendency of this proceedings, 

the bank has issued a fresh notice under section 

13(4) of the Securitization and Reconstruction of 

Financial Assets and Enforcement of Security 

Interest Act, 2002 (in short SARFAESI Act) hence 

the petition has become infructuous.   

           In view of the subsequent event which has 

transpired after the filing of the petition and the 

statutory alternative remedy available to the 

petitioner under the SARFAESI Act the writ petition 

is dismissed.   

          WPA 836 of 2022 stands dismissed.  

          Liberty is granted to the petitioner to avail of 

the statutory alternative efficacious remedy in 

accordance with law, if so advised. 
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           It is made clear that there has been no 

adjudication on the merits of the case and all issues 

are left open for the concerned Debts Recovery 

Tribunal to decide in accordance with law.  

          A copy of the notice under Section 13(4) of 

the SARFAESI Act is also supplied to the petitioner. 
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