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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION
COMMERCIALL DIVISION

CHAMBER SUMMONS NO.229 OF 2019
IN
COMMERCIAL SUIT (L) NO.1017 OF 2018

CHAMBER SUMMONS NO.230 OF 2019
IN
COMMERCIAL SUIT (L) NO.1013 OF 2018

CHAMBER SUMMONS NO.231 OF 2019
IN
COMMERCIAL SUIT (L) NO.1008 OF 2018

CHAMBER SUMMONS NO.236 OF 2019
IN
COMMERCIAL SUIT NO.1010 OF 2018

M.R.Realtors and Anr. )....Applicants/Plaintiffs
V/s.
Mijan Imex International Pvt. Ltd. & Ors.  )....Defendants

None for applicants/plaintiffs.
Mr.Durgaprasad Halwai I/by Singhi and Co. for defendant no.4.

CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J
DATE :25.4.2019

P.C.:-
1. When these Chamber summons were called out, the
Advocate for defendant no.4 informed the Court that they have not

been served the Chamber summons.
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2. Each Chamber summons have been lodged on or about
22.1.2019 and the counsel for applicant was unable to answer why the
Chamber summons have not been served for three months. The cause
list was also released on 18.4.2019. The matter was therefore kept
back and the counsel for plaintiffs was to take instructions from her

senior and come back.

3. When the matters were called out again, none appeared for
plaintiffs. Hence, all Chamber summons dismissed. I have to also note
that there is an office endorsement saying that the suit has been
rejected under Rule 986 of the Original Side Rules for non compliance

of office objections.

(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)
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