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

COMMERCIAL SUIT NO.55 OF 2024

Primero LLP ... Plaintiff
VJs.
Manish Govind Rajput & Ors. ... Defendants
WITH
INTERIM APPLICATION (L) NO.29302 OF 2024
IN
COMMERCIAL SUIT NO.55 OF 2024
WITH
INTERIM APPLICATION NO.1980 OF 2024
IN

COMMERCIAL SUIT NO.55 OF 2024

Mr. Vivek Shiralkar a/w Yashoda Desai, Vijay Poojari i/by M/s. Shiralkar &
Company for the Plaintiff.

Mr. Duj Jain i/by Kiran Jain & Company for Defendant Nos.1 to 15.

Mr. Abhishek K. for Respondent Nos.16 to 21.

CORAM: ARIFS. DOCTOR, J.
DATE . 13THJANUARY 2025

)

1. In the morning session, parties have submitted that their disputes

and differences have been resolved and the consent terms have been entered
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into between the parties. It is thus directed that the consents terms to be duly

verified by the affirming officer of this Court.

2. I am now told that the affirming officer has not verified the due
execution of the consent terms since Defendant No.8 was not present before the
affirming officer as also none of the Respondent Trustees, viz., Respondent
Nos.16 to 21 were also present. It was thus they seck leave of the Court to
permit Defendant No.8 to appear virtually as also for the Respondent Trustees
to appear virtually or else one of the Trustees to come to the Court to prove due

execution of the consent terms. Leave as prayed for is granted.

3. Stand over to 20" January 2025.

4. I am informed that Defendant Nos.1 to 15, out of which 14
Defendants have appeared today for due verification before the affirming
officer. Hence, they need not to be remained present before the affirming

officer or the court on the next occasion.

(ARIF 8. DOCTOR, J))
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