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Transfer Petition(s)(Gvil) No(s) . 560/ 2014

CORPORATI ON BANK Petitioner(s)
VERSUS

M S. SURYA VI NAYAKA | NDUSTRI ES LTD & ORS Respondent ( s)

(with appln. (s) for stay and office report)

Date : 02/09/2014 This petition was called on for hearing today.

. Al ok Kumar, adv.
Mohan Lal Shar ma, Adv.

For Petitioner(s)

==

For Respondent (s) . Laj vi nder Si ngh, adv.
Neeraj Kumar QGupta, Adv.
.Vipin Kr.Jai, adv.

. Raman Kumar, adv.

. Karan Khanna, adv.

. Ram Swar up Shar na, adv.
.Amt Agnihotri, adv.

. Rohit Si ngh, adv.

SSSs==s%

UPON hearing the counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

What gets revealed fromthe perusal of the file is that the
respondent Nos. 1,11 & 2 alongwith authority letters on behal f of
t he respondent Nos. 4,5, 6, 10, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 21 have al r eady
filed the counter affidavit.
The file further reveals that M.Vipin Kr.Jai, Ld.counsel has
filed the vakal atnama on behal f of the respondent No.5, though
M . Rohit Singh, Ld.advocate has already filed the authority letter
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on his behalf. Ld.counse
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weeks.
.2
| TEM NO. 79 -2-

Service is conplete as agai nst the respondent Nos. 3,9,12,13,19

& 20, but no one has entered appearance on their behalf. These
respondents shal | be at liberty to file t he counter af fidavit
within a period of four weeks in case they intend to do so.

Fresh st eps for t he service of notice to t he unserved

respondent Nos.7 & 8 shall be taken by the Ld.counsel for the
petitioner within a period of three weeks.



Ld. counsel for the respondent No.1 has stated that Ms Surya
Vi nayaka Industries Ltd. has gone into |liquidation. Ld.counsel for
the petitioner shall take appropriate steps in that direction

Li st again on 19.11.2014.

(M K HANJURA)
Regi strar
SB



