
HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA AT HYDERABAD
(Speciat Original Jurisdiction)
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Finsery CorPorate Office,
11014.

FRIDAY, THE TWENTY FOURTH DAY OF OCTOBER
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENry FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE NAGESH BHEEMAPAKA

IT o

1. Puli Monika, D/o. Meesam Ma!esh-,-{g-e^d 52 years, Occ' Milk Vendor'' ir;r;;ni''Address'.ato. i-i-toiztzitz' Ambedkarnagar' Ramnagar'

Zamistanpur, Musheerabad'TG- 500020'

2. Meesam Ravi Kumar' S/o. Meesam Mallesh, Aged 58 years, occ. Milk- V;""#: ,cld. i-i-lobz-Esn'" Atnueoxarnasar, "Ramnagir' Zamistanpur'

Musheerabad,TG- 500020.

:..PETITIONERS

D
'1. The Union of lndia, Rep. by its Secretary, Ministry of Fina\ New Delhi'

2. The Reserve Bank of lndia, Rep by. its Chief General Manag^er 6-1-56'' sljlrdtiiiJ'iitoio, s"itauro, Rr,"itf,t"u"'0, Hvderabad, Telangana-500004'

3. Shriram Finance, Rep by its Authorized -S]qlqlor.V' 
14A Sri Towers' South- Fiilll, iiuriirial Esta'te, Guindv, chennai-600032'

'Uff "Tq"3:erd'['u,f, 
'"rHlt:tIJi'sl-"^'Jll:"3b:."1,]LliYxf'Y"x'g::;

lvlumbai- 400059.

Baiai Finserv, Rep. by its Manager 4th Floor Bajaj

Offjune-Ahmednagar Road, Viman Nagar Pune-4
5

6. Pavtm One 97 Communications Ltd, 9np. S^Unqrlt' Floor No 6th to" i;fi:i&;i-o, proi No.H-108, sector-eg, Noida-201304'

...RESPONDENTS

PetitionunderArticle226oftheConstitutionoflndiaprayingthatinthe

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High Court may be

pleasedtoissueaWrit,OrderorDirection'moreparticularlyoneinthenatureof

a Writ of Mandamus declaring the action of the Respondent Nos'3 to 6 in sending

recovery agents to the Shop and residence of the Petitioners and threatening

them and their family with dire consequences' if loans are not repaid as illegal'



arbitrary and against Article 14, 19 and 21 of the Constitution of lndia and

consequently to direct the Respondent Nos. 3 to 6 to forthwith stop sending

recovery agents to the Petitioner's shop and residence and follow procedure as

contemplated by law to recover any loans that may be due to the them.

lA NO: I OF 2025

Petition under Section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the HiEh Court may be pleased to

direct the Respondent Nos.3 to 6 to forthwith stop sending recovery agents to the

Petitioner's shop and residence pending disposal of main Writ Petition.

Counsel for the Petitioner : SRI N.VISHNU VARDHAN REDDY

c o u n se I ro r th e -Tfl 
lil f'l[ H ilSi ;.'iB, tV: $f,t,TAR' d"=li i *A L o F r N D r A

Counsel for the Respondent No.3 : SRI N.SRIKANTH GOUD

Counsel for the Respondent No.4 : SRI V.SANTOSH

Counsel for the Respondent No.S : R.MANJULAL

The Court made the following: ORDER



1

r1 g,l* wp_25O57_2025
NBK, J

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE NAGESH BHEEMAPAKA

WRIT PETITION No. 25057 of 2025

ORDER:

The petitioners are aggrieved by the action of respondents No.3 to 6 in sending

recovery agents to their Shop and residence and threatening with dire consequences

if the loans are not repaid by the petitioners.

2. Heard Mr. N. Vishnuvardhan Reddy, learned counsel for the petitioners.

Except for the respondent No.l-Union of [ndia, none appeared for the other

respondents though notice was served.

3. Learned counsel f,or the petitioners places the Order dated 27.09.2024 passed

by a coordinate Bench of this Court in W.P.No .23697 of 2024, wherein this Court,

by referring to the judgments of Hon'ble Supreme Court in ICICI Bank Ltd vs.

Prakash Kaurt, and ICICI Bank vs. Shanti Devi Sharma2, directed as follows:

"9. For the aforesaid reasons and as the procedure adopted by the
respondent Nos.3 to 17 for recovery of loan amount from the petitioner
amounts to violation of the rights guaranteed under Article.s l4 and 2I of
the Constitution of India, this Court deems it appropriate to direct the
respondents, to ensure tlmt the agents engaged by them for recovery of
the loan amounts, shall strictly follow the guidelines and instructions
tssued by the Reserve Bank of India and also the judgments of the Hon'ble
Supreme Court in ICICI Bank Ltdvs- Prakash Kaur's case (I supra) and
ICICI Bank vs. Shanti Devi Sharma's case (2 supra).

4. Considering the submissions made, this rvrit petition is disposed of in terms

of the Order dated 27.09.2024 in W.P.No.23697 of 2024. No costs. Miscellaneous

petitions pending, i I lgyrghell stand closed-

SD'.P. PONNA KRISHNA
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To,
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1. The Secretary, Union of lndia' Ministry of Finance' New Delhi'

z rhe c h ier Gene rar M angge.r, Iq:rvf"t1["illt33O3;l 
-uu' Secretariat Road'

z 
ifia-u';;; (hairatabad' Hvderabi

3. One CC to SRI N'VISHNU VARDHAN REDDY' Advocate' IOPUCI



4. One CC to SRI N.BHUJANGA RAO, Deputy Solicitor General of lndia, High
Court for the State of Telangana at Hyderabad- IOPUC]

5. One CC to SRI V.SRIKANTH GOUD, Advocate. [OPUC]

6. One CC to SRI V.SANTOSH, Advocate. [OPUC]

7. One CC to SRI R.MANJULAL, Advocate. [OPUC]

B. Two CD Copies.
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HIGH COUR

DATED:2 4t1012025

WP.No.25057 of 2025
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