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The Court : The learned counsel for the judgment-debtor has 

submitted that she wants to file affidavit-in-opposition against the 

execution application.  

The learned counsel for the decree-holder has submitted that 

the judgment-debtor could have filed the affidavit-in-opposition but 

he did not do so.  

The learned counsel for the decree-holder has also submitted 

that there is a chance of alienating the three relevant properties at 
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the instance of the judgment-debtor.  

The learned counsel for the judgment-debtor has submitted 

that since last twelve years the judgment-debtor did not alienate 

any property because he was not empowered to do so as per the 

terms of the consent decree and as such, her client is not 

attempting to alienate any of the relevant three properties, as 

alleged.  

Affidavit-in-opposition be filed within three days after the 

Summer Vacation and affidavit-in-reply, if any, be filed within 

three days thereafter. List the matter on 24th June, 2024.  

 

 

     (APURBA SINHA RAY, J.) 

sg. 


