
Sunil Paul vs Pars,rnath Developr:rs Ltd and others

Present : Mr. Sukhtlir Yaclav, l\dvoc:ate fbr DH

Mr. l\jishr,\rary |i,rin, Advocate for JD

An application isr filed on behaLlf of JD. L,earne<1 counsc,l for

non-applicant/DH is;rresent anrl accr:pt nr:tice of appJlication.

It is subrnittecl tly le;rrned counsel for ther apprlicanrt tl-rilt

arrest warrants \/v'ere ordere,d tr: be issuerl against thre Director,cI his

client for 06.11..11024. [,r:iarn,:d counsel for JD ]has; handed orier a

demand clraft of s;um of Rs. ,1,.90 lacs to the DFI, who ;accepts the same

as part payment. At the sarme titne, learnr:d counsel for DH har; no

objr3sf islr if arrest warr:rnts ordt:red to be issued a6Jainst the Direrctors

of jD ore 5[3y.,1. Cionsidering all this, recluest is allcrr,ved. ltrrest

w,arra.nts orderercl tr: be issued agairrst the Directors clf JD are st:tyrscl

till next clate. A cr:1ty of this o,rderr be grven to iapplic:ant,/J[r dasti.

'fo ccrrne rcn 06."L1,.2:.[)24, the date ralreacly f ixec1,

l"q

IRajenclr:r Xunrii:i
l\r:1 j u rl i r:a ti n g O ff I r:r:r,

i,.9.10.202,+


