
3 Vishal Taneja Vs Ramprastha promoters E-248-2024

On 1.8.09.2024, a bank account of ID i.e. account
2052'L0g1,T with State Ba,k of India, 91, IDC, MID corp. B

G rugram was ordered to be attached to realize decretal amount. Ma
said bank be directed not to allow withdraw,al of ary amount from
ount leaving balance less than decretal amount. Report of

resent: - Sh, Krishna paraLsh ar, Advocate for DH.

Mr. Mohd. Imran Armed, Advocate for JD
Sh. Navneet Triprat,i, Advocate for State Bank of India
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M nager was also cailed for next date, which was 18. 1,r.2024. No
r rt was received. Same was zrgain called for today.

sh. Navneet Tripathi, Advocate appeared on behalf of said
,rla rir.r vakalatnama/powr:r of attorney, &n arong with statemen
safd account of JD. According to him, there is balance of Rs. s,00,000/
thfs account. The Bank has no objection, if this amount is released.

considering all this, Manager of the said Bank be directe
rel

au

be

it amount of Rs. 5,00,000/- as per rules of the Bank to the accoun
hority i.e. account No. 10310 t002050 with ICICI Bank, so that same
disbursed to the DH.
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According to learned counsel for DH, t@j: decretal amo

6 s. 1,52,85,857/- due against JD at this time" Even after receipt of
5, ,000f -, there remains amount to be recovered from JD. He reques
att ch another bank account of f D i.e. account No. 40zo67soo32 wiilr s

ba

an

k of f D. According to him, this is not an escrow account, attached w
project of the JD. Learne,cr c,:unsel for f D has objection in this reg;

ing that he is not sure whether aforesaid account is an escrow acco
sta
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r not. Moreover, according to him, DH is required to fire
pplicationinthisregard.IamnotinconsonancewithW?,

arned counsel for ID in trris regard. Even oral apprication ca
tertained, Request for attachment of aforesaid account of JD is al

anager of said bank be directed not to allow withdrawal of any a

m this account leaving balzrnce less than decretal amount. Re
m/her be again called for next date about balance in this account.

Learned counsr:l frlr DH gave detairs of directors of JD
uests for issuing arrest vrarrants against directors of f D.

Admittedly, orclc'r under executio, is about recove ry o
unt. In such a case, arrest cf JD is last resort. Utto.,r,,f&u*?,urTEjtr,
ver decretal arnount by att,ching assets/properties'aHrlflr..ou

No reason to issue arre:;t warrant against directors of JD at this s

uest in this regard is declined.

l'o come on 16.04 .2025 for further proceedings.

I

t---
(Rajender Kumar)
Adjudicating Officer,
04.1,2.2024
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