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Harish Capoor etc vs M/s.Vatika Limited E-41,71'-20204 
I

I

;ent: Mr. Varun Kathuria, Advocate for DH. 
I

Mr. Shivaditya Mukherjee, Advocate for the ID' 
I

0n previous date, JD was directed to rlisclose 
f 

,,

:ts/properties including bank account and unsold inventories which 
!an

rttached to realize the decretal amount by filing an affidavit to be swJrn

anyone from its directors preferably by Managing Director, till todfV

)re are several (number in 100J execution petitions against same ID.l Itl

Lilar direction, same is in habit of filing incomplete affidavit. Learrfed

rnsel intends to file similar affidavit, which is incomplete. Two immovaf le

rperties are mentioned in it, which are out of town and are stated to hf vc

)n attached in so many cases. Nothing is mentioned abottt otfcr

rperties particularly bank account about which direction lvas givenlon

rvious date, which is not compliance of order' 
I

As per order XXI Rule 41 (3) CP'C in case of disobedience in sf ch

tanner, JD/clirectors of JD can be detained in civil prison for a period hrot

:eeding three months. 
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I

As requested by learned counsel for DH, issue warrants asalnst

.ectors of f D to be executable by bailiff of authority till next date. DirecJors

f D be taken into custody and be produced before this forurn on or beforc

xt date, 
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To come on 20.05. 2[25for further proceedings' 
I{,p. 
I

(Rajender Kurirar) 
|

Adjudicating Officer, 
I1,1,.02.2025 
I
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