
26. lrtul Sang;hal r:tc. vs FLam Prastha promoter:; l!,,/79 L6/202|2,.

Present: Mr. I\4. S. Serhrarvat, Advclcate for DI{.
Molhd. Imran l\hm;lrl, AdvocaLtr: for f D.

Memo rof appearance is fited on behaLlf of JD" r\r.res;t

wrarrants were ordrered to be issued agzrinst direlctors; of JD, to be

executable by the bailiff. l,lot executed. Iplerused the rerllort pfiven b'7

bailiff.,^rccording to him, he rruent to arrest saicl directors of .[D on

several dates. \A/hen he trir:d to enter ins.ide premisers of said directrrrs

btrt staff of same did not allow him to go ins;ide the premisers. The lbailiff

requests; for po).ice assistance. In view of the facts mentirlned ;,rb,xrer, it

appears; that it ,#t?; possiLrle for the bailiff to arrerst said dir^t,rcto rrs

"vithou1. 
police as;sistance" Fi.eqrrest for poli,ce assistanr:e is allowed

Let. 1.resh arrest w;lrranls against Direrctors cif'JD be i:ss;uerl

to bt,: executable by the bariliff'of'the. authority, for nerxt clate. I-et DC[)

(HtQ_l, Gurugram ls aske:d trr give police a:;sistance to the Lrailiff'ernougtr
[t f i)  --

to gelt directors of JD, etrrested. Direr:tor86e taken into custodl' zrnci bt:

prod[uced before thirs fr:,ru.rn or] or berf'ore nr:xt datel,

To cornr: on 26.03.|21)25 for further proceedinLgs,

lrqh'
(Rajencle, t<urn,ifl
Adj udicat i rrg ( ) fficer,
29.10.202:.4


