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             IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

                  ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION  

SUMMARY SUIT NO.581 OF 2014

Sai Service Agency (Bombay) Pvt. Ltd.  ….Plaintiff 

            V/s.

Ajit Waman Satam & Anr. ….Defendants
----

Mr. Santosh Jagtap for the plaintiff.
Mr. Pavan S. Patil i/b. Mr. Sachin R. Pawar for the defendant no.1.

----
                CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J

    DATE     : 29th SEPTEMBER, 2016

P.C.:-

1 The defendants were granted conditional leave to  defend 

vide a order dated 22nd September, 2015 and the condition was that 

the defendants to deposit a sum of Rs.3 crores in the court within a 

period of eight weeks. The defendants preferred an appeal and the 

appeal came to be dismissed by an order dated 22nd February, 2016. 

I was told on 15th April, 2016 that the defendants have preferred a 

review of the order dated 22nd February, 2016.

2 Admittedly,  the  defendants  have  not  complied  with  the 

conditional  order.  Admittedly  the  review petition  is  not  yet  heard. 

Admittedly there is no stay against the suit proceedings. 

Gauri Gaekwad
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3 As the defendants have not complied with the conditional 

order, the suit is decreed. Decree be drawn up accordingly.

(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)

Gauri Gaekwad
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