
9. Ankur Singh vs CZI\FI. Buildwell Pvt [,td E-2:,231;-20it,+

Presetrt : Mr" Hushik lSer[ia, Advocate for DH

None frtr |D,

No objerctions irre filerl on behallt ol ]D,

Contendinp; t.hzrt no alrrount has; been re(lo\rered till now,

[,ear1ed counsel for D[{ requesl.s for dirr:ction trc f D to dis;close its

a.ssertrs;/properties including banl< accoult't and unsold inr,'erntories

r,vhichr can be attzrctred to reali:2,: the der:re1"al amount' Rercluesl is

allowed. II-) is direc:tecl to rlisclose its assets,/prop'erties including b;rnk

zrccount ilrrd unsold ln,u,entories vvhich can ber attached to realizel tlne

clecretal amount. Inf'o,rmation be given in the form of' affidav'it to be

sworlt by anyon€) Ii'om directors of' JD, prerfr:rabl'y by I\4anagitlg

l)irector'. At the sam,e time, 'fehsildar (l{ecovt:ry Cell) of Authority [re

askedl t6 enquire about the propertir:s of JD ,lnc[ to file hi:; report l:i11

trext date'r.

To corner on 31.03.20215 f'or further pr0ceerdlings,
,l

\t-1,| iJ,

IRa jender Flumar)
A'dj u diiciit ln g O f'fi cer,

r34 11 ,20,2/l


