
ITEM NO.61               COURT NO.8               SECTION IX

               S U P R E M E  C O U R T  O F  I N D I A
                       RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS

Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (C) No.17128/2026

[Arising out of impugned final judgment and order dated 28-04-2026
in  WP  No.5127/2026  passed  by  the  High  Court  of  Judicature  at
Bombay]

CHANDERLATA GOSAI                                  Petitioner

                                VERSUS

CSB BANK LTD. & ORS.                               Respondents

I.A. No.146763/2026-EXEMPTION FROM FILING C/C OF THE IMPUGNED 
JUDGMENT
I.A. No.146764/2026-EXEMPTION FROM FILING O.T.
 
Date : 12-05-2026 This matter was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :  HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE DIPANKAR DATTA
         HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE SATISH CHANDRA SHARMA

For Petitioner(s) :Ms. Vivya Nagpal, AOR
                   Mr. Kailash Vasvani, Adv.
                   Mr. Ekansh Bansal, Adv.
                   Ms. Mukta Sharma, Adv.
                   Ms. Meena Mishra, Adv.
                   Mr. Syed Sarfaraz Karim, Adv.
                   Mr. Kamlesh Vaswani, Adv.

    Mr. Rajiv Agnihotri, Adv.

For Respondent(s) : 

          UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the following
                             O R D E R

1. The grievance expressed by the petitioner in this special leave petition is

that although she was impleaded as respondent no.3 in the writ petition filed

before the High Court  by the respondent  no.1,  an  ex-parte order was made

whereby the respondent no.1 was held entitled to recovery of possession of the

secured asset with police assistance.

2.  It is not in dispute that there is an order of the relevant Magistrate under
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Section  14  of  the Securitisation  and  Reconstruction  of  Financial  Assets  and

Enforcement of Security Interest Act, 2002 Act1 and writ proceedings have been

initiated before the High Court only to enforce the order passed under such

section.

3. Petitioner, in view of the case set up by her, had no right of hearing at the

stage  the  Magistrate  considered  the  application  under  Section  14  of  the

SARFAESI Act; therefore,  she cannot have a better right of hearing before the

High Court.

4. Be that as it may, we have heard the learned counsel for the petitioner at

some length and find no case having been set up for interference.

5. If at all the petitioner is so advised, she may pursue her remedies under

the SARFAESI Act in accordance with law.

6. The special leave petition stands dismissed, on the above terms.

7. Pending application(s), if any, shall stand disposed of. 

(RASHMI DHYANI PANT)                         (SUDHIR KUMAR SHARMA)
ASTT. REGISTRAR-cum-PS                        COURT MASTER (NSH)

1  SARFAESI Act 
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