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* IN THE HIGH COURT OF DELHI AT NEW DELHI

+ CS(COMM) 819/2017 and 1.A. N0s.14268/2017 (under Order 39
Rules1 & 2 CPC) & 14269/2017 (exemption)

M/SULTIMATE INFOVISION PVT.LTD. .. Plaintiff
Through:  Mr. Prabhat Kumar, Advocate with
Mr. Vineet Kumar, Advocate.

Versus
M/SBANK OF BARODA & ANR ... Defendants
Through:  Mr. Utkarsh Tewari, Advocate for
defendant No.1.
CORAM:
HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE VALMIKI J. MEHTA
ORDER
% 15.03.2018
1. This suit is allowed to be withdrawn as prayed with liberty to

the plaintiff to urge al issues of facts and law as defences in any
proceedings which the defendant no.1-bank would initiate against the
plaintiff under the Recovery of Debts and Bankruptcy Act, 1993 or
Securitisation and Reconstruction of Financial Assets and Enforcement of
Security Interest Act, 2002.

2. Since the suit is withdrawn before recording of evidence
therefore plaintiff is held entitled to refund of 50% of the court fee under
Section 16-A of the Court-Fees Act, 1870 (as applicable to Delhi). Registry

will issue the necessary certificate in favour of the plaintiff.

VALMIKI J. MEHTA, J
MARCH 15, 2018/Ne
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