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RESFONDENTS

(2) RajeshDhcdy S/o P«R.Dhody, aged 49 yrs.

(3) Smt.Chandra Ks.n'fca Dhody W/o Lste
PTi-fehvi Raj Dhody*

(4)Rakesh Dhody s/o P,R.Dhody,aged aboufc

45 yeays.

(5) Smc.Sonia Dhody w/o Raoesh Dhody,

.Aged about 45 yes.r's«

Petitloners 2 to 5 residents of Plot No.4,

Nalviya Nagsr» Dwg (C.G.).

VERSUS.

; (15

.(2)

(3)

Bank of Baroda, Duyg (C.G.).

Mustefcak Ahined, Plot No»10, AyaPPa

Kagsr» Supela,BMlai, Tah. & Distt.

Durg (C.G.5.

Ths Debfc Recovery Tribunal

Jabalpur (w.^.)

Tbrough s~ Regi-strsy.
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31-8-2005

Heard Mr, V.<7, Tamas

admission.

By 1+ia instant writ pc

Constitution of Indja, 1tie petil

propriety of the judgment

ftecovery Tribunal, Jabalpur, in

No.l agdnst the petitioners,

application of 1+se respondent

petitioners to the tune of R5

pendentiiite and future interest

1-2004.

Learned counsel for the

WGS rassed by the petitioners

of respondent No.l was not

not filed aiong with the origin^

p&riod of limitation.

Having heard learned

the petition.

I am of the opjnion th<|

petitioners haye alternative

the ftecovery of bebts bue

<pi<i[w<n^i +<i4ioT^"I^^£l\Ri^'$i<<
^arf^r^sT

|<ar, counsel for the petitioners, on

iltition und&r Articl® 226/227 of the

|ioners have questioned the iegality and

d<|tted 21-6-2005 passed by the bebts

|O.A.No.l3 of 2004 fijed by respondent

w^ereby Jearned Tribunal has ailowed the

Bank ond passed a d@cre@ agoinst Itiiei

Rsj.82,17,026-28 ps. along with the cost,

12% per annum with effect from 29-

petitioners argued that a specific pleo

^rein on the 9round that the opplication

mai^tainable as the original documents were

application and also on the ground of

coujnsel for 1+ie petjtionsrs, I have perused

|it this petition is mjsconceived, as 1+»e

rer^iedy to avdl, As per Section 17 (2) of

Banks ond Financial Infiti+utionfi Act,
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crea-ijsd

1993, th@ petitioners ar@ en<|

impugned before the cippellate

The Parliament has

of r^covery of debts due to

matters connected tiierewith,

been e^tablished by the

in the regular Courts.

In view of this, 1+ie

impu9"^d/can challen^c the sam|&

Therefore, this writ peti'1

di^mis^ed and it is hereby dismi^

Consequently, M.(W.)P.^

7300/2005 stand disposed of.

1-itied to fiSe oppeot ^ainst the order

TIribund.

crea-^sd the Tribunals for expeditious dispo^xl

bdnks and financial institutions oy\d for th^

^ind Thereby The Fast Track Courts have

Parliai^ent 30 thot the matters are not held up

<pi<4io<n^i +ii<ioV^'fel<£i<<Ri^i^<
^^rf^TOT^^T

setitioners, if aggrieved by the order

b^fore thc oppellate Tribuna},

•ion has no substonce, same is iiabte to be

E^ed, in limine.

10.3262/2005, LA.Mos.7299/2005 and

Sd/-
L.C. Bhadoo

Judge


