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The petitioner is aggrieved by the levy of foreclosure charges and review
charges imposed upon the petitioner which is a Micro, Small and Medium
Enterprise (MSME).

Learned counsel representing the bank raises a preliminary objection with
regard to the status of the petitioner as MSME. It has been submitted that
at the time of obtaining the loan, a contract was entered in between the
parties. Any dispute, touching the contract, cannot be decided by the writ
Court.

The issues raised in the instant writ petition have to be decided after
exchange of affidavits. There is no scope to pass any interim order in the
matter at this stage.

Let affidavit-in-opposition be filed within four weeks from date. Reply

thereto, if any, be filed within two weeks thereafter.
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Liberty to mention the matter for hearing immediately after conclusion of
the aforesaid time period.

Leave granted to the learned Advocate-on-record of the petitioners to
amend the designations and addresses of the respondent nos. 3 and 5 in

the cause title of the writ petition.

(AMRITA SINHA, J.)



