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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 
+  EX.P. 132/2016 & EA No.638/2016 (u/S 39 CPC) 
 INTEGRATED CASETECH  

CONSULTANTS  PVT. LTD.    ..... Decree Holder 
    Through: Ms. Suneha Jain, Adv.  

Versus  
 SAMIT SHAH     ..... Judgement Debtor 
    Through: None.  
 CORAM: 

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW 

   O R D E R 

%   28.09.2016 

 

1. Execution is sought of a decree dated 18th May, 2015 for recovery of 

Rs.20,87,500/- with interest by attachment of movable and immovable 

properties of the judgment-debtor at Mumbai.   

2. Though the execution should have been filed before the Court of the 

District Judge but since the execution is sought by attachment and sale of the 

movable and immovable properties of the judgment-debtor at Mumbai, it 

has been enquired from the counsel for the decree-holder as to why the 

prayer for transfer of the decree to Mumbai has not been sought.  

3. The counsel for the decree-holder states that erroneously the said 

prayer was not made and the requisite amends will be made.  

4. Accepting the oral request of the counsel for the decree-holder, the 

execution petition is disposed of by directing the transfer of the decree for 

execution to the City Civil Court, Mumbai as sought.  

5. The transfer certificate and ancillary documents be supplied to the 

counsel for the decree-holder.   

      RAJIV SAHAI ENDLAW, J 

SEPTEMBER 28, 2016/‘gsr’..  


