BEFORE HON'BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT BILASFUR (CG).
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WRIT FETITION NO. 388L, 5005

PETITIONERS - 3(1) M/s WMillenium Bhilai Treders Fvi.Itd.

Regd.0Office at ShoP No.34, skash Ganga

Supﬁfla, Bhil@i (CuGo)c

(2) Rajesh Dhedy S/o P.R.Dhody, sged 49 yrs.

< (3) Sm.Chandrs Kemta Dhedy W/o Late
n“.v LY . . ) < » - 5
SN Frivhvi Raj Dhody.
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- /\f‘ (4) Rekesh Dhody /0 P.R.Dhody,aged aboud

A S
°‘3~\ @ 45 years.

N (5} Smt.Sonia Dhody w/o Rajesh Dhody,

& & ¥ Aged about 45 yesrs,
T | -
W Petitioners 2 to 5 residents of Plot Nold,

RESFONDENTS (1)  Bank of Baroda, Durg (C.G.).
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; {2} pushtak ahmed, Plot No.1C, AyaPPa
Nggar, Supela,Bhilal, Tahe & Distd,
Durg (C.G.).

- \ " 2
_(3) The Debt Recovery Tribunal
Jabalpur (M.P.)

Through - Reglstrar.
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PETTTION UNDER ARTICLES 226/227 OF THE CONSTITURION

OF IMDIa.
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Heard Mr. V.G. Tamaskar, counsel for the petitioners, on

admission.

By the instant writ pdtition under Article 226/227 of the
Constitution of India, the pe_TJioners have gquestioned the legality and
propriety of the judgmenf dated 21-6-2005 passed by the Debts
Recovery Tribunal, Jabalpur, in|O.A.No.13 of 2004 filed by respondent
No.l against the petitioners, wher'eby‘}ieamed Tribunal has allowed the
application of the respondent IBank and passed a decree against the
petitioners to the tune of R482,17,026-28 ps. along with the cost,
pendentilite and future interest| @ 12% per annum with effect from 29-
1-2004.

Learned counsel for the|peftitioners argued. that a specific plea

was raised by the petitioners Herein on the ground that the application

-of respondent No.l was not maintainable as the original documents were
not filed along with the origingl application and also on the ground of
period of limitation. |

Having héard !eémed counsel for the petitioners, I have perused
the petition. |
I am of the opinion thgt this pefition is misconceived, as the
peﬁﬁeners‘huve alternative remedy to avail. As per Section 17 (2) of

" the Recovery of Debts Due. tp Banks and Financial Institutions Act,
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1993, the petitioners are entitled to file appeal against the order
impugned before the appellate Tribunal. -
" The Parliament has created the Tribunals for expeditious disposal

of recovery of debts due to bdnks and financial institutions and for the

matters connected therewith, gnd thereby the Fast Track Courts have

been established by the Parliafent so 'rhof the matters are not held up

in the regular Courts. ‘ .
In view of this, the 3eﬂ1‘i°rﬁers, if aggrieved by the order

impugned, can challenge the sam before the oppeliate Tr-ibunai;
Therefore, this writ peﬁJ'ion has no substance, same is liable o be

dismissed and it is hereby dismigsed, in limine. |

” Cbnszquenﬂy, M.(WIPN0.3262/2005, I.A.Nos.7299/2005 and
7300/2005 stond disposed of. — '

Sd/-
L.C. Bhadoo
Judge
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