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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
IN ITS INSOLVENCY

NOTICE OF MOTION NO.84 OF 2010
IN
INSOLVENCY PETITION NO.106 OF 2006

Ahmed Mazhar Moufti ....Applicant/Petitioning creditor
Vs.

Deepakkumar V. Ranglani and Anr. ....Insolvents
And

The Official Assignee, High Court, Bombay ....Respondent

Mr. Shailesh Shah, senior advocate a/w. Mr. V.J. Mehta and Mr. Y.S. Shukla
I/b. Divyakant Mehta and Associates for petitioning creditor/applicant.

Mr. Ravish Mishra a/w. Mr. Shreyas Lavekar I/b. Mr. Vijay Dhingreja for
respondent no.5.

Mr. E.B. Shivkumar, Deputy Official Assignee present.

Mr. Dileepkumar P. Ranglani, respondent no.5 present.

CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM, J.
DATE : 30" OCTOBER 2018
P.C.:

1 Parties have tendered draft minutes or order dated 30™ October
2018 which is taken on record and marked “X” for identification. Order in

terms of the minutes or order.

2 All insolvency proceedings including Official Assignee's Report

dated 26™ February 2014 stands disposed.

3 Mr. Shah for petitioning creditor and Mr. Mishra for respondent
no.5 state that they will pay a sum of Rs.10,000/- each as costs to the office
of Official Assignee within one week from today. Statement accepted.
Official Assignee may utilise this money towards office administrative

expenses.
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4 For ease of reference a scanned copy of the minutes of order is

reproduced hereinbelow :
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DEAFT AMENDMENT

l. Whercabouws of tne Dofongant Mo 1 om thee comesie Liles el Tas Plaml

Bumimary Suit Mo 142 of 8849 ke adesd with t—= Tollowira:

‘and hawving present address Cio. ite one of tve Fartnars Mr.Dealip Parasram
Fl.a_nglar' st Flad W @23, &b Floor, Glarmour Glen DHES O et Wioeacan Fzos Plol

Mea 100, L. Ambedkar Bosd, Bandra (West), Morcoai - A00 0S0°

] The narme anc whersabcouis of the Defencant MNo.2 in the cause bille of
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relawant timea at Gueru Darshan, 14th 1
Road, Khar, Mumba: - 400 052, and )
alzo gt 15/5, Rajendra Magar Oid, i
Mew Delhi, and 1o be served in the i

present proceedings also at the 1
address Cla, the Defendant Mo 2 1.e. ]
al Flat Mo 803, Btk Floor, Glamour Glen ]

CHS Lid. Wideooon loon Plot No 100 ]

Or. Ambedkar Road, Bandra (West), b
Murmbai - 400 O8O i
I Add the following after the exsting para 1 of the Plaint as Para 74
14 The Plamniifl says that at ihe time of lean transaction, the Defendant Mos 2

and 3 had miredueced themsehes as Despaxkumar W, Ranglani and Sanjay . Ranglam
reapectivaly, and hence the Suit was filed by arraigmeng them as Defendant Nos Zand3
i the Sud by those names  This Han'ble Court was pleased 10 Decree e above Suil
Ex-parte wide its Order and Judgment dated 18.07 1885  Based an e abowe Decnes,
e Plaintiff had initialed the insolvency Proceedings by taking out Insalvency Mofice
Mo MP24 of 20058, and the conseguent Insatvency Petiion Mo 106 of 20068 far
declaration of the Defandant Moz 2 and 3 as Insalvents, which Insalvency Fetition came
12 be made abscluie by ihis Hon'ble Court {Coram: His Lordship Br Justice A M
Khanwilkar) vide an order dated 04,03 2008 in tha above Insolvency Proceedings the
Praintiif had taken oul Matice of Maotion Mo.84 of 2010 for certain direcbons. wheneal the
Defandant N # ciaimed thal he is Deelip Parasram Ranglan and not Deepakkumar W
Ranglani Despite the abowe stance adopted by the Defendant Mo Z. the Plaintiff siates
and submiis that according to the Plaintiff, the Defendant No.2 and Mr Deelip Parasram
fanglani ane one and the same person. Tha Plainiifl further says and submits that the
Defendant Mos 2 and 3 ana the real brolfens having the same parents, Bowever. tha said
fact was siso denigd by the Defendant Mo 2 in the above Insolvency Procesdings Thus
in the course of above lnectvency Proceedings, it was realized that even the Delendant

Mo 3's eofract name was Sanjay Parasram Ranglani @ Romi and not Sangay W
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Paaglan as osscribed in ks Plairt. 0 visws of tho aboss the Fiairt was Sllawacd o oe
ameandaes n terms of the Dra® Amendme sl aneacoed e b Consert Mioutes of Crder
datec 30702018 passed by Hiz Lo-dshipp W Jushicse Shoram, ssheareby even the
Imsalvency Procesdings warns disposcad all While carryying out the abowve armancr-ant,
e 2eferdart Bes.2 and 3 hawe oeen descibeed by 1hs nacses that o spp=ar to be
th correst ones as we' as by iha criginal names seil ehess they nad insreslucec
Lhrnseslvss: o the Plainsiff. Thaus. the present Suait steod ieweed Wil the aboes
armranG rean: aelrg samed oot with retrcspectve ool fre the date of the rstitutior of

the it
w All orhar corscguanlil arnsndmrants ba permitded to be carriec oul
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5 Mr. Shah states that the advocate on record Mr. Divyakant
Mehta shall file an affidavit confirming that he has instructions from
petitioning creditor to apply for amendment of the plaint as per the draft

annexed to the draft minutes of order. Mr. Shah states that the affidavit will
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be filed within one week from today. Statement accepted.

6 Amendment to be carried out and copy of the amended plaint

to be served within three weeks from today.

7 Official Assignee to return the original passport to respondent

no.5 — Mr. Dileepkumar P. Ranglani.

8 Summary suit no.148 of 1994 is restored to file. Mr. Mishra
states that he shall file Vakalatnama on behalf of defendant no.2 in the
summary suit under advise to plaintiff's advocates within three weeks from
today. The statement of plaintiff that they shall take out summons for
judgment within four weeks from today is accepted. If plaintiff has taken
refund of court fees, then that amount has to be deposited with

Prothonotary and Senior Master within six weeks from today.

(K.R. SHRIRAM, J.)
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