
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
CIVIL APPELLATE JURISDICTION

WRIT PETITION NO.3740 OF 2025

D Corp Agro Foods Pvt. Ltd. and Anr. .. Petitioners
                Vs.
Bank of Baroda and Ors. .. Respondents

Mr. Rajiv Patil,  Senior Advocate,  with Mr. Ojas Kocharekar,  i/by Ajit  A.
Kocharekar, Advocates for the Petitioners.

Mrs. Rathina Maravarman with Mr. Anshuman Upadhyay, Advocates for
Respondent No.1-Bank.

   CORAM  :   A.S. CHANDURKAR & 
            M.M. SATHAYE, JJ

   DATE      :   3RD APRIL 2025.

P.C. : 

1. We have heard the learned counsel for the parties. It is submitted by

the  learned  counsel  appearing  for  the  Respondent  no.1  that  the  said

Respondent  would  not  oppose  the  Chamber  Appeal  preferred  by  the

Petitioners seeking restoration of the Securitisation Application that came

to be dismissed for want of prosecution on 4th December 2024. She further

submits that in case any Interim Application for interim relief is filed by

the Petitioners, reply to the same would be filed and the same could be

considered on the next date of the proceedings which is 23rd April 2025.

2. The learned Senior  Advocate  for  the  petitioners,  on  instructions,

submits that such Interim Application has been filed. The objections,  if

1/2

906-WP-3740-2025-Corrected Order Pursuant to Speaking to Minutes Order dt.7-4-2025.doc

Dixit



any, shall be removed by 9th April 2025 and copy of the same would be

served on the counsel for the Respondent no.1. If the same is done, a reply

to the Interim Application be filed by 19th April 2025 so as to enable the

Debts  Recovery  Tribunal  to  consider  the  prayer  made  in  the  Interim

Application on 23rd April 2025.

3. The learned counsel for the Respondent no.1 further submits that

the status-quo would be maintained till  the said Interim Application is

decided. The Interim Application be decided preferably within a period of

four weeks from the next date of the proceedings which is 23rd April 2025.

This would however be without prejudice to the rights and contentions of

the Respondent no.1.

4. By clarifying that this  Court  has not  examined the merits  of  the

dispute, the writ petition is disposed of with aforesaid directions.

5. Parties to act on authenticated copy of this order.

       [ M.M. SATHAYE, J. ]                [ A.S. CHANDURKAR, J. ] 
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