4. Mukesh Nayar vs M /s Vatika Ltd. E/1310/2023

Present: ~ Mr. Abhijeet Gupta, Advocate for DH.
Mr. Rahul Singh, Advocate for JD.

On previous date i.e. 23.07.2024 bank accounts of |D with
HDFC Bank were ordered to be attached. Report of said Bank Manager
was called for today about balance in those accounts. Ng report about
service of notice upon said Bank Manager. As requested by learned
counsel for DH, let a copy of order dated 23.07.2024 be given dasti to

the DH to be served upon said Bank Manager.

At the same time on previous date arrest warrants were
ordered to be issued against directors of |D, to be executable by the
bailiff. Not executed. I perused the report given by bailiff. According to
him, he went to arrest said directors of |D on several dates. When he
tried to enter inside premises of said directors b;xt/staff of same did not
allow him to go inside the premises. The bailiff requests for poh(p
assistance. In view of the facts mentioned above, it appears that it (iee;4;
not possible for the bailiff to arrest s‘g-rt_?f directors without police

assistance. Request for police assistance is allowed.

Let fresh arrest warrants against Directors of |D be Issued
to be executable by the bailiff of the authority, for next date. I§§»1: DCP
(HQ), Gurugram is a}s’l;ed to give police assistance to the bailiff enough
to get directors of |D, arrested. Directors be taken into custody and be

produced before this forum on or before next date.

To coine on 03.03.2025 for further proceedings.
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(Rajender qumar)
Adjudicating Officer,
29.10.2024



