






































































































































































































Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG VS. KOTAK 

MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 

PRIVATE LIMITED VS. KOTAK MAHINDRA 
BANK 

19.01.2021 	 Item no.14 & 23 

Present: 	Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

Mr. Ravi Gupta, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for respondent bank. 

Mr. Rishabh Mastaram along with 
Mr. Dhawal Mohan, Ld. Counsels 
online 	appears 	for 	auction 
purchaser. 

Mr. Ajay Gulati, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for auction purchaser. 

Argument heard, the matter is reserved for 
pronouncement of final order on 04.02.2021. 
Meanwhile, parties are at liberty to file their 
respective written submission within one week 
positively. 

(G. V. Ki  
PRESIDING OFFICER 

N 
	 DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG VS. KOTAK 

MAHINDRA BANK LTD. 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG VS. KOTAK 

MAHINDRA BANK LTD. 

12.01.2021 	 Item no.12& 22 

Present: 	Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

Mr. Sachin Jain, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for respondent bank. 

Mr. Ajay Gulati, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for auction purchaser. 

Mr. Dhawal Mohan, Ld. Counsel 
online 	appears 	for 	auction 
purchaser. 

Mr. Rishabh Mastaram, Ld. Counsel 
online 	appears 	for 	auction 
purchaser. 

This matter has been taken up through video 

conferencing. 

At the request of the Ld. Counsel for applicant 
bank, the matter is adjourned to 19.01.2021 @ 
2:30 p.m. for arguments. 

(G. V.1RM6) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG VS. KOTAK 

MAHINDRA BANK LTD. 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 

PRIVATE LIMITED VS. KOTAK MAHINDRA 
BANK LTD. 

05.01.2021 	 Item no.15 & 23 

Present: 	Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

Mr. Ravi Gupta, Ld. Counsel: online 
appears for respondent bank. 

Mr. Rishi Sood, Ld. Counse online 
appears for intervener. 

This matter has been taken up through video 
conferencing. 

The Ld. Counsel for respondent bank submits 
that they are not in favour of giving any relief on 
interest portion urged by them. Let the matter 
be heard on merit. 

Accordingly, the matter is listed on 12.01.2021 
for hearing on merit. 

S__9 

(G<.V.k.*1111) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DILHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 

VS. KMB LTD 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 

PVT LTD VS. KMB LTD 

23.12.2020 	 Item no.11 & 16 

Present: 	Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

Mr. Mahip Datta, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for respondent bank. 

Mr. Dhaawal Mohan, Ld. Counsel 
online 	appears 	for 	auction 
purchaser. 

Mr. Rishabh Mastaram, Ld. Counsel 
online 	appears 	for 	auction 
purchaser. 

Mr. Ajay Gulati, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for auction purchaser. 

This matter has been taken up through video 
conferencing. 

The Ld. Counsel for respondent bank submits 
that senior advocate affected from COVID-19 
and discharged yesterday only and request one 
week's time to response in respect of the 
direction issued by this Tribunal on the last date. 

The matter be listed on 05.01.2021 for further 
proceedings. 

2-A 
(G. V. K. 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
DRT-II, DELHI 





Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT VS. KMB LTD. 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 

PVT LTD VS. KMB LTD. 

01.12.2020 	 Item no.14 & 19 

Present: 	Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

Mr. Ravi Gupta, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for respondent bank. 

This matter has been taken up through video 
conferencing. 

At the request of the Ld. Counsel for respondent 
bank, 10 days' time is granted to consider the 
application of the applicant as last chance. 

The matter be listed on 23.12.2020 for further 
hearing. 

fe\ 
(G. VThatt) 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 

PVT.LTD. VS. KMB LTD. 

S.A. No.93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT VS. KMB LTD. 

09.11.2020 	 Item no.8 & 10 

Present : Sh.Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant appeared online. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, counsel for the 
respondent bank appeared online. 

Sh.Rishabh, counsel for auction 
purchaser. 

Sh.Dhawal Mohan, counsel for 
auction purchaser. 

This hearing has been held through video 
conferencing. 

The Id counsel for the respondent bank 
submits that let the applicant make 
representation regarding the penal interest and 
the bank will consider the request of the 
applicant. 

The applicant shall approach the bank with 
representation for waiver of penal interest and 
bank shall consider the same within 15 days. 

The respondent bank shall file statement of 
account after considering the representation of 
the applicant. 

Matter be listed on 01.12.2020 for further 
proceedings. 

(G. V. K. RAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 

PVT. LTD. VS. KMB LTD. 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT VS. KMB LTD. 

28.10.2020 	 Item no.10 & 14 

Present: 	Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

Mr. Mahip Datta, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for respondent bank. 

Mr. Ajay Gulati, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for auction purchaser. 

Mr. Dhawal Mohan, Ld. Counsel 
online 	appears 	for 	auction 
purchaser. 

This matter has been taken up through video 
conferencing. 

The matter be listed on 09.11.2020 for further 
proceedings. 

(G. VT l&M.1U) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 

N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD.VS. KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG. VS. KMB LTD. 

21.10.2020 	 Item no.18 & 23 

Present : Sh.Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant appeared online. 

Sh.Dhawal Mohan, counsel for the 
auction purchaser appeared online. 

Sh.Ajay Gulati, counsel for the 
auction purchaser appeared online. 

None for respondent bank. 

This hearing has been held through video 

conferencing. 

The Id counsel for the applicant submits that the 
replies are filed by both the auction purchasers 
and as per the direction of Hon'ble High Court 
the bank was directed to file the statement of 
account and matter be disposed of with 
reasonable rate of interest and he is not going 

into the merit. 

In the circumstances, bank shall file the 
statement of account by the next date of 

adjournment. 

Matter be listed on 28.10.2020 for further 

proceedings. 

(G. V. K. Ew) --
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No.93 of 2020 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG. VS. MB 
LTD. 

05.10.2020 	 Item no.16 

Present : Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant appeared online. 

Sh.Mahip Datta, counsel for the 
respondent bank appeared online. 

Sh. Dhawal Mohan, counsel for 
auction purchaser appeared online. 

Sh. Ajay Gulati, counsel for auction 
purchaser appeared online. 

This hearing has been held through video 
conferencing. 

Sh. Ajay Gulati, counsel appeared for auction 
purchaser and submits that he will file 
Vakalatnama and reply in IA no. 866/2020 and 
867/2020 on behalf of auction purchaser. 

Matter be listed on 21.10.2020 for further 
proceedings. 

(a v. IR- R-Arjur---  
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No.198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

05.10.2020 	 Item no.13 

Present : Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant appeared online. 

Sh.Mahip Datta, counsel for the 
respondent bank appeared online. 

This hearing has been held through video 
conferencing. 

The Id counsel for respondent bank submits that 
due to closure of DRT due to Covid, he could 
not file reply physically and request time to file 
his reply. 

The Id counsel for respondent bank further 
submits that he will also file the statement of 
account and supply copy to other side. 

For reply and hearing, matter posted to 
21.10.2020. 

(G. V. OR-A-J-Ly— 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No.198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGN.PVT.LTD. VS. 
KMB 

29.09.2020 	 Item no. 9 

Since one of the staff member of DRT-III, Delhi 
found COVID-19 positive and also some officials 
of DRT-I Delhi have been found symptomatic 
Covid-19, hence office premises of DRT-I, DRT-
II and DRT-III, Delhi shall remain close for 2 
days i.e. on 29.09.2020 and 30.09.2020 for 
sanitization purpose. 

Accordingly, the matter stands adjourned to 
05.10.2020 for the same purpose for which it 
was listed today. 

(G. V. K. AJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG.VS. KMB LTD. 

29.09.2020 	 Item no. 8 

Since one of the staff member of DRT-III, Delhi 
found COVID-19 positive and also some officials 
of DRT-I Delhi have been found symptomatic 
Covid-19, hence office premises of DRT-I, DRT-
II and DRT-III, Delhi shall remain close for 2 
days i.e. on 29.09.2020 and 30.09.2020 for 
sanitization purpose. 

Accordingly, the matter stands adjourned to 
05.10.2020 for the same purpose for which it 
was listed today. 

(G. V 	. A g) 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
DRT-II, DELHI 

0 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 

PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

S.A. No. 93 of 2020 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG. VS. KMB 

• 

18.09.2020 

Present: 

Item no.1 & 12 

Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant appeared online. 

Sh. Mahip Datta, counsel for the 
respondent Udl 11\ E.t1J1Jt::d11::t.l u1111111::: . 

Sh. Dhawal Mohan, counsel for 
auction purchaser. 

• 

This hearing has been held through video 
conferencing. 

The Id counsel for the respondent bank and one 
set of auction purchaser submit that they will file 
reply in all the applications. 

The Id counsel for the respondent bank is 
directed to file statement of account specifying 
the amounts due towards principle and interest. 

Matter be listed on 29.09.2020 for reply and 
hearing in all applications. 

(� 
PRESIDif\JG OFFIC�R 

DRT-II, DELHI 

M 



• 

• 

Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No.93 of 2020 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG. VS. KMB 
LTD. 

02.09.2020 Item no.9 

Present : Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant appeared online. 

Sh. Mahip Datta, counsel for the 
respondent bank appeared online. 

This hearing has been held through video 
conferencing. 

Notice be issued in IA nos. 866/2020, 
867 /2020 and 868/2020 to the other side. 
Sh. Mahip Datta, counsel accepts notice on 
behalf of respondent bank. 

Issue notice in IA nos. 86G/2020, 867/2020 and 
868/2020 to auction purchaser. Applicant in IA 
is directed to serve the same upon the auction 
purchaser along with copy of the apptlcation and 
file proof of service. 

Matter be listed on 18.09.2020 for reply and 
hearing in IA nos. 866/2020, 867 /2020 and 
868/2020 

c� --- (�- 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

ORT- II, DELHI 

M 



• 

• 

Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG. PVT.LTD. VS. 
KMB 

02.09.2020 Item no.10 

Present : Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant appeared online. 

Sh. Mahip Datta, counsel for the 
respondent bank appeared online. 

This hearing has been held through video 
conferencing. 

Matter be listed on 1 R_()q.7070 for replv and 
hearing in IA Dy.no. 2937/2019 for disposal of 
LI 18 SA. 

� 

(G��-- 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DHT�II, DELHI 

M 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II, DELHI 
4TH FLOOR, JEEVAN TARA BUILDING, 

PARLIAMENT STREET, NEW DELHI 

I.A. Nos. 866, 867 & 868 of 2020 
In 

S.A. No.93 of 2020 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANSIATION 

vs 

KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 

DritFr 21.08.2020 Item No.ob 

Present: Mr. Anand Agf:jarwal. Counsel for th= App.lie' nt. 

Since the Hon'ble Presiding Officer. ORT-II. Delhi rs on 

leave today, this matter had been taken up by this Tribunal 

through Video Conference. 

2. In the present matter Ld. Counsel for the Applicant 

requested for adjournment. Accordingly. the matter rs 

adjourned to 02.09.2020, the date already fixed in the 

matter. 

I 

s:A 
\_/ - 

(Dharminder Singh) 
Presidinq Officer 

DRT-111, Dell1i 
(Link Officer, ORT-II, Delhi) 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II. DELHI 

Item No. 40 

SA N0.93/2020 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PVT. LTD. VS KMB 

Dated: 

Present: 
None 

19.08.2020 

This case is fixed on 02.09.2020, but Counsel for the 

Applicant Shri Anand Aggarwal has filed following three 

interlocutory applications on 17.08.2020 through physically, 

therefore, file is taking on today. 

1. IA Nu.OGG/2020 ful sel, aside Litt� sale uuth.e t.lc1Let.l 

11.02.2020 in respect of flat no.143, Kalpataru Pinnacle, 

Goregoan (West) Mumbai. 

2. IA No.867 /2020 for implead as a parties of highest bidders 

and/or action purchasers. 

3. IA No.868/2020 for set aside the sale notice dated 

17.09.2019 in respect of Flat No.223, Kalpataru Pinnacle, 

Goregoan (West) Mumbai. 

Ld. Counsel for the APP leant has stated that above TAR ,irf. 

urgent nature and requested to listed the case before the Hon'ble 

Presiding Officer at earliest. 

Let the matter be listed before the Hon'ble Presiding 

Officer for appropriate orders on 21.08.2020. 

(V. S. Rauth an) 
Assistant Registrar 

ORT-II, Delhi 



Contd. Order Sheet. .. 

DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-Ill, DELHI 

Item No.41 

S;\ Slli'RUVIJ·:TR/\:\Sl'ORTORti. l'VJ. r.r». Vs. 
CJJ/2020 KOT.I\ K M!\1-1 INDR/\ n,\ NK 

Dated: 17.08.2020 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 

applicant. 

Since, the Hon'ble Presiding Officer, 

DRT-11, Delhi is on leave today. Hence. 

this matter has been taken up by this 

Tribunal through Video conference. 

In the present matter. Id. counsel for 

the applicant submits that he has filed four 

applications today itself, however, the 

same are not placed on record by the 

Registry as the same have been filed 

today itself by the Id. counsel for the 

applicant RP.uislry ul ORT-JI is directed 

to place the said IAs before lhe 11exl date 

fixed. Ld. counsel for the applicant 

rcqucotcd to hot tho matter on (J1.09 . .LL120. 

Now, list the matter on 02.09.2020 

before the Regular Presiding Officer. 

(Dharminder Singh) 
Presiding Officer, 

DRT-111. Delhi 
(Link Officer, DRT-11. Delhi) 



Contd. Order Sheet . 

DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-Ill, DELHI 

Item No40 

Si\ SUPRL,Ml, TRANSPORT ORG. l'VT. LTD. Vs. 
I '18/2018 KOT;\ K MAH INDR1\ BANK 

Dated : 17.08.2020 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal. counsel for the 

applicant. 

Since, the Hon'ble Presiding Officer, 

ORT-II. Delhi is on leave today. Hence, 

this matter has been taken up by this 

Tribunal through Video conference. 

In the present matter, Id. counsel for 

the applicant submits that he has filed four 

applications today itself, however. the 

8...1111 arc not placed nn record bv the 

Registry as the same have been filed 

today itself by the Id. counsel for the 

applicant. Registry of DRT-11 is directed 

to place the said IAs before the next date 

fixed. Ld. counsel for the applicant 

requested to list the matter on 02.09.2020 

Now, list the matter on 02.09.2020 

before the Regular Presiding Officer. 
,., 

(Oharminder Singh) 
Presiding Officer, 

ORT-Ill. Delhi 
(Link Officer, ORT-II, Delhi) 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

NDN No. 19 of 2019 {SA) 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 

PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

10.08.2020 Item no.37 & 38 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

Mr. Mahlp Dutta, Ld, Counsel u111i11e 
appears for respondent bank. 

This matter has been taken up through video 
conferencing. 

The Ld. Counsel for applicant submits that he 
received reply of about 500 pages through email 
today morning and request time for filing 
rejoinder and hearing. The Ld. Counsel for 
respondent bank submits that he has already 
filed reply in one case and same may be treated 
as reply in other case also. 

Registry is directed to register the S.A. 
filed vide NDN No. 19 of 2019. 

Accordingly, the matter be listed on 02.09.2020 
for further proceedings. 

��. ·-· -· ·( ��-v:�t<.:.-RAjuf· 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 
N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 

PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

NDN No. 19 of 2019 (SA) 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 

PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

22.07.2020 Item no.36 & 38 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

Mr. Mahip Datta, Ld. Counsel online 
appears for respondent bank. 

This 111t1Lter has been taken up through video 
conferencing. 

The Ld. CoUI rsel for respondent bank submits 
that the authorized officer of the bank is under 
quarantine and request time to file reply. 
Accordingly, respondent bank is directed to file 
its reply disclosing therein the sale particulars if 
took place and the particular of auction 
purchaser including the auction proceedings 
before the next date of hearing. 

The matter be listed on 10.08.2020 for further 
proceedings. 

N 

�� 
( G. V. l(,_BA]tJ) 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
DRT-II, DELHI 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 

PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

NDN No. 19 of 2019 (SA) 
SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 

PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

16.07.2020 Item no.SS & 59 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
online appears for applicant. 

This matter has been taken up through video 
conferencing. 

Issue notice in I.A. No. 769/2020 & 770/2020 to 
the other side. Registry is directed to issue 
notice accordingly. 

The matter be listed on 22.07.2020 for hearing 
in the present I.A. 

.r.e/ 
(G'. v.'"'K\M:m(. 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
ORT-II, DELHI 

N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-1, Delhi 

Dated : 08.06.2020 

Case No. OA/778/2018 

Due to COVID 19, the matter could not be 

taken up as the entire country is under Partial 

Lockdown. In the light of the detailed order dated 

01.06.2020, the matter stands adjourned for the 

next date for the purpose, already fixed. 

Next date of hearing is 08.12.2020 

(DHJ\RMINDER SINGH) 
PRESIDING OFFICER, 

DRT-III, Delhi. 
Additional Charge of DRT-I, Delhi. 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II, DELHI 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIAJMINISTRY OF FINANCE 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 
4TH FLOOR, JEEV,ANTARA BUILDING, 

PARLIAMENT STREET, NEW DELHI-110001 

Due to COVID 19, the matter could not be taken up as the 

entire Country is under Lockdown. Accordingly, the matter 

stand adjourned for the next date for the purpose, already 

fixed. 

Next date of hearing· is \ b lo ·::1-\ 7-o '-a 

< - Jol- ----··-···· .. ,- 
(Vince STngh Rauthan) 

Registrar lncharqe 
DRT-11, Delhi 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II, DELHI 
GOVERNMENT OF INDIA/MINISTRY OF FINANCE 

DEPARTMENT OF FINANCIAL SERVICES 
4TH FLOOR, JEEVAN TARA BUILDING, 

· PARLIAMENT STREET, NEW DELHI-110001 

n11e to COVI 19, ti 11-1 matter could not be laken up as the 

entire Country is under Lockdown. Accordingly. the matter 

stand adjourned for the next date for the purpose, already 

fixed. 

Next date of hearing is \ bl c:f:.\ \ 12.0 2_<., 

cz: - Jol- --- --­ 
(Vi nod Singh Rauthan) 

Registrar l ncharqe 
ORT-II, Delhi 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NDN No. 19/2019 (SA) 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGN.PVT.LTD. 
VS. KMB 

23.03.2020 Item no.16 

In view of the Office Memorandum dated OSth 
March, 2020 issued by the Ministry of Health 
and Family Welfare, Government of India; 
circular dated 14.03.2020 issued by the 
Assistant Registrar (AG) of the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court of India; notification dated 13.03.2020 
issued by the Registrar General, Hon'ble High 
Court of Delhi and advisory dated 13.03.2020 
issued to the subordinate courts to avoid the 
spread of Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) 
infection and to avoid gathering which are 
considered unsafe therefore, only urgent matter 
may be taken. 

/\ccordingly, ths I llcillt!I Le lblt:u UI 1 30.03.2020 
for the same purpose for which it was listed 
today. 

(J.S. ASWAL) 
Section Officer,DRT-II 

M 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

23.03.2020 Item no.15 

In view of the Office Memorandum dated OSth 
March, 2020 issued by the Ministry of Health 
and Family Welfare, Government of India; 
circular dated 14.03.2020 issued by the 
Assistant Registrar (AG) of the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court of India; notification dated 13.03.2020 
issued by the Registrar General, Hon'ble High 
Court of Delhi and advisory dated 13.03.2020 
issued to the subordinate courts to avoid the 
spread of Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) 
infection and to avoid gathering which are 
rnnr;irlrrrrl I inr,ilfr thr-rrfnrr-, nnly 11rornt mnttrr 
may be taken. 

Accordingly, the matter be listed on 30.03.2020 
for the same purpose for which it was listed 
today. 

(J.S. ASWAL) 
Section Officer, DRT- II 

M 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NON No. 19 of 2019 (SA) 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

16.03.2020 Item no.60 

In view of the Office Memorandum dated os" 
March, 2020 issued by the Ministry of Health 
and Family Welfare, Government of India; 
circular dated 14.03.2020 issued by the 
Assistant Registrar (AG) of the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court of India; notification dated 13.03.2020 
issued by the Reqistrar General, Hon'bl= Hil]h 
Courl of Delhi and advisory dated 13.03.2020 
issued to the subordinate courts to avoid the 
spread of Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) 
infection and to avoid gathering which are 
considered unsafe therefore, only urgent matter 
may be taken. 

Accordingly, the matter be listed on 23.03.2020 
for the same purpose for which it was listed. 

�\ 
(G.-v.K\RAlu.) - 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
DRT-II, DELHI 

N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

16.03.2020 Item no.SS 

In view of the Office Memorandum dated ostti 
March, 2020 issued by the Ministry of Health 
and Family Welfare, Government of India; 
circular dated 14.03.2020 issued by the 
Assistant Registrar (AG) of the Hon'ble Supreme 
Court of India; notification dated 13.03.2020 
issued by the Registrar General, Hon'ble Hiqli 
Court of Delhi and advisory dated 13.03.2020 
issued to the subordinate courts to avoid the 
spread of Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) 
infection and to avoid gathering which are 
coMlder�d unsare therefore, only urgent matter 
may be taken. 

Accordingly, the matter be listed on 23.03.2020 
for the same purpose for which it was listed. 

� 
(G. V. K. 'R:A:JlJ)-- .. - ·· 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
DRT-II, DELHI 

N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

09.03.2020 Item no. 11 

The Hon'ble Presiding Officer is on leave today, 

hence, the matter is adjourned to 16.03.2020 

for the same purpose for which it was listed 

today. 

( V.S. RAUTHAN ) 
ASSIST ANT REGISTRAR 

ORT-II, DELHI 

M 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NDN No. 19 of 2019(SA) 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB LTD. 

09.03.2020 Item no.4 

The Hon'ble Presiding Officer is on leave today, 

hence, the matter is adjourned to 16.03.2020 

for the same purpose for which it was listed 

today. 

( V.S. RAUTHAN) 
ASSISTANT REGISTRAR 

DRT-II, DELHI 

M 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NDN No.19 of 2019(SA) 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

07.02.2020 Item no. 16 

Present: Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr.Advocate along 
with Sh. Mahip Datta and Sh. 
S.Surender, counsel for respondent 
bank. 

I 
I 
I 
! 

For filing reply in IA. 

Matter be listed on 09.03.2020 
proceedings. 

for further 

Sh. Rishi Sood, counsel for 
intervener. 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

� 
(G. V. K R'AJY-}---- .· 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
ORT- II, DELHI 

M 
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Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

07.02.2020 Item no.11 

Present: Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr.Advocate along 
with Sh. Mahip Datta and Sh. 
S.Surender, counsel for respondent 
bank. 

The Id counsel for the respondent bank submits 
that they are in the process of selling the other 
properties. 

The application filed by the applicant shall be 
heard after the properties sold and balance 
amount is recovered. 

Matter be listed on 09.03.2020 for further 
proceedings. 

�J\ 
(G� � K"l�Aju) 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
ORT-II, DELHI 

M 
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Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NDN No. 19 of 2019(SA) 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

03.02.2020 Item no.15 

Present: Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr. Advocate along 
with Sh. Mahip Datta Parashar, 
counsel for respondent bank. 

Matter be listed on 07.02.2020 for further 
proceedings. 

s er·\ 
\ 

(G. V. l{.'t'tAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

ORT-II, DELHI 

M 
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Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

03.02.2020 Item no.10 

Present: Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr. Advocate along 
with Sh. Mahip Datta Parashar, 
counsel for respondent bank. 

Matter be listed on 07.02.2020 for further 
proceedings. 

S---cA 
I \ - 

(G. V. K-:-1-<AJU) 
PRESIDING Ot=FlCER 

DRT-II, DELHI 

M 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NON No. 19 of 2019 (SA) 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

28.01.2020 Item no.09 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
appears for applicant. 

Mr. Ayush Yesudas, Ld. Counsel 
appears for respondent bank. 

The Ld. Counsel for applicant submits that he 
filed I.A. No. 211/2020 for releasing of two 
properties at Malegaon, Maharastra on deposit 
of Rs.1.50 crores. The Ld. Counsel for 
respondent bank seeks time to file reply. Let him 
do .su I..Jt�I u112 U 1e next date 01" lled ring. 

The matter be listed on 03.02.2020 for filing 
reply and hearing as the date already fixed. 

., 

r,· 

�<-\ 
( (? \)-:-1{ RAJU)- --- PRESIDING OFFICER 
ORT-II, DELHI 
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Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NDN No. 19 of 2019(SA) 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT.LTD. VS. KMB 

25.01.2020 Item no. 17 

Present: Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant. 

Notice be issued in IA no. 196/2020 to the 
other side. Applicant in IA is directed to collect 
the notice from the Registry and serve the same 
upon the other side along with copy of the 
appllcatlon and filp proof of service. 

Matter be listed on 28.01.2020 for reply and 
hearing on IA no.196/2020. 

(G. V. K\�) _ __. . .---. 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 

M 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-I, DELHI 

Item no.35 

OA/77812018 
KOT AK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED Vs 
SUPEREME TRANSPORT 

Dated : 13.1.2020 

Present : Sh. s. Surinder, counsel for the applicant bank 

Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for contesting 

defendants 

s \)t" 
(DHARMiNDER SINGH) 

PRESIDING OFFICER 
ORT-Ill, DELHI 

Additional Charge ORT-I, Delhi 

Since, the undersigned is having additional charge of 

DRT-I, Delhi and apart from the fact that the board of DRT-I, 

Delhi is heavy as in the present Tribunal i.e. DRT-I, the 

pcndcncv or L11e cases are more than 5000 and the board nf 

DRT-III, Delhi is also heavy, therefore, short date is not 

possible. Accordingly, list this case on 8.6.2020 for the same 

purpose tor which it is listed today. 

• 

• 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NDN No. 19 of 2019 (SA) 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

06.01.2020 Item no.20 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
appears for applicant. 

Mr. S. Surender, Ld. Counsel 
appears for respondent bank. 

At the request of the Ld. Counsel for respondent 
bank, the matter is adjourned for filing reply and 
hearing in I.A. No. 2938/19 on 03.02.2020. 

(G. V. K. RAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

ORT-II, DELHI 
N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

s. A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

06.01.2020 Item no.15 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
appears for applicant. 

Mr. S. Surender, Ld. Counsel 
appears for respondent bank. 

At the request of the Ld. Counsel for respondent 
bank, the matter is adjourned for filing reply and 
hearing in I.A. No. 2937/19 on 03.02.2020. 

(G. V. K. RAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 
N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S. A. No. Nil of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

03.01.2020 Item no.79 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
appears for applicant. 

Issue notice in I.A. vide Diary No. 2438/19 filed 
by the applicant for directing the respondent 
bank to file status of the flat being no. 233, 
Kalpataru Pinnacle, Opposite Inorbit Mall, 
Mumbai Link Road, Goregaon (West), Mumbai. 

Registry is directed to prepare notice. 
Applir.nnt i� Airt=:r.tt=:ct to r.ollF.r.t thr. notir.r. from 
the registry and serve it upon the other side 
along with copy of this application and file the 
proof of service by way of affidavit on the next 
date of hearing. 

Matter be listed on 06.01.2020 for hearing in the 
present application. 

(G. V. K. RAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 
N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S. A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

03.01.2020 Item no.78 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
appears for applicant. 

Issue notice in I.A. vide Diary No. 2937 /19 filed 
by the applicant for disposal of the S.A. in terms 
of the order dated 06.02.2019. 

R gistry ii dil'QCtQd to I.It IJdtU nutlcu, 
Applicant rs directed to collect tha notice from 
the registry and serve it upon the other side 
along with copy of this application and file the 
proof of service by way of affidavit on the next 
date of hearing. 

Matter be listed on 06.01.2020 for hearing in the 
present application. 

(G. V. K. RAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 
N 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-I, DELHI 
Item no.42 

OA/778/2018 IN KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
IA/53/2018 Vs SUPEREME TRANSPORT 

Dated : 4.11.2019 

Relist this matter on 13.1.2020 for the same purpose for 

which it was listed today. 

(Dr. Rekha G. Dhakar) 
Presiding Officer 

DRT-1, Delhi 

A 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II. DELHI 

Item No. 11 

NON/ 19/2019(SA) 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PVT LTD Vs KOTAK MAHINDRA 
BANK LIMITED 

Dated: 30.10.2019 

Present: 
Shri Anand Aggarwal, counsel for Applicant 

Ms. Sanya Camba, counsel for respondent bank 

Both the parties have not completed their evidence. 

Matter is placed before the Hori'ble Presiding Officer on 

06.01.:WLO lui hu Ll1e1 dir ectiuus, 

(Rajmani Sinha) 
Assistant Registrar 

ORT-II, Delhi 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II. DELHI 

Item No. 3 

SA/198/2018 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED Vs KOTAK 
MAHINDRA BANK 

Dated: 30.10.2019 

Present: 
Shri Anand Aggarwal, counsel for Applicant 

Ms. Sanya Camba, counsel for respondent bank 

Both the parties have not completed their evidence. 

Mc1Lle1 b µlc1Letl Lefut e Lin� Iluu'Lle Ft esitliug Officer 011 

06.01.2020 for further directions. 

(Rajmani Sinha) 
Assistant Registrar 

ORT-II, Delhi 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-I, DELHI 

Dt. 01.10.2019 
OA 778/18 

KMB 
Vs 

Supreme Transport 

Item No. 47 

PRESENT: Ms. Sanya Lamba counsel for the applicant bank 
Sh. Anand Aggarwal counsel for the defendants 

Tho mottor io liotod today for filing Evidence & exhibition of 

documents 

The Id. counsel for the defendants has not filed their WS/reply as per order 

of Hon'ble PO dated 14.06.2019. 

The Id. counsel for the applicant bank has sought some more time for filing 

evidence. In the Interest of Justice, she may do so. 

Let the matter be listed before the Hon'ble PO on 04.11.2019 

(S.K DUBEY) 
Registrar 1/C 

DRT �I, Dclhl 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II, DELHI 

Item No. 39 

NDN/19 /2019(SA) 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PVT LTD Vs KOTAK MAHINDRA 
BANK LIMITED 

Dated: 28.08.2019 

Present: 
Shri Anand Aggarwal, counsel for Applicant 

Ms. Sonali Raj, counsel for respondent bank 

Roth the parries are directed to complete evidence on thP. 

next date of hearing. 

Matter to be listed on 30.10.2019. 

(A. K. Thakur) 
Registrar 

ORT-II, Delhi 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II. DELHI 

Item No. 38 

SA/198/2018 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED Vs KOT AK 
MAHINDRA BANK 

Dated: 28.08.2019 

Present: 
Shri Anand Aggarwal, counsel for Applicant 

Ms. Sonali Raj, counsel for respondent bank 

Both the parties are directed to complete evidence on the 

next date of hearing. 

Matter to be listed on 30.10.2019. 

(A. K. Thakur) 
Registrar 

DRT-II, Delhi 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

NDN. No. 19 of 2019 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

08.07.2019 Item no.71 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
appears for applicant. 

Mr. Mahip Datta Parshan, Ld. Counsel 
appears for respondent no.1 bank. 

Both parties are directed to complete their 
respective pleadings on the next date of hearing. 

The matter be listed before Registrar on 
28.08.2019 for completion of pleadings. 

(G.V.K. RAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

ORT-II, DELHI 
N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

S.A. No. 198 of 2018 

SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANIZATION 
PVT. LTD. VS. KMB 

08.07.2019 Item no.06 

Present: Mr. Anand Aggarwal, Ld. Counsel 
appears for applicant. 

Mr. Mahip Datta Parshan, Ld. Counsel 
appears for respondent no.1 bank. 

Both parties are directed to complete their 
respective pleadings on the next date of hearing. 

The matter be listed before Registrar on 
28.08.2019 for completion of pleadings. 

(G.V.K. RAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

DRT-II, DELHI 
N 



Debts Recovery Tribunal-II, Delhi 

60 SA No.198/2018 SUPREME TRANSPORT 
ORGANISATION PVT.LTD. 
VS. KMB 

74 SA NON SUPREME TRANSPORT 
no.19/2019 ORGANISATION PVT.LTD. 

VS. KMB 

10.06.2019 

Present: 91. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant, 

Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for 
respondent bank. 

Matter posted to 08.07.2019 for the same 
purpose for which it was listed today. 

(G. V. K. RAJU) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

ORT-II, DELHI 

M 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 21/05/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Pallav Saxena with Ms. Bindu Das, counsel for the 
applicant 

Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for respondent bank 

IA No.268/19 & 275/2019 are dismissed vide separate order 
pronounced. 

For hearing on other IAs posted to 10.6.2019. 
HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

https://drt.gov.in/drtlive/order/daily_order_view.php?filing_no=NTM3NTkjZGVsaGkylzl= 1 /1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 21/05/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Pallav Saxena with Ms. Bindu Das, counsel for the 
applicant 

Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for respondent bank 

IA No.502/2019 is dismissed vide separate order pronounced. 

For hearing on other IAs posted to 10.6.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

httos://drt.aov.in/drtlive/order/dailv order view.oho?filina no=NTM3NiAiZGVsaGkvlzl= 1/1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 06/05/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Pallav Saxena and Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for 
the applicant 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr. Advocate along with Ms. Saniya 
Lamba, Sh. Sachin Jain and Ms. Diya Kapoor, counsel for 
the respondent no.1 bank 

Heard both sides in IA No.275/19 & 286/19. For orders in IAs posted to 
21.5.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

httos://drt.aov.in/drtlive/order/dailv order view.oho?filina no=NTExODMiZGVsaGkvlzl= 1 /1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 06/05/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Pallav Saxena and Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel 
the applicant 

Sh. , counsel for the respondent bank 

Heard both sides in IA No.502/19. For orders in IA posted to 
21.5.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU) 

1 /1 

for 



9/28/2020 https://drt.gov.in/drtlive/order/daily_order_view.php?filing_no=NTE3NTkjZGVsaGkylzl= 

DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 30/04/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant 

Ms. Ravi Gupta and Ms. Sanya Lamba, proxy counsel for 
respondent no.1 

For hearing in pending IAs adjourned on request by the proxy counsel 
for respondent bank to 6.5.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

httos://drt.qov.in/drtlive/order/dailv order view.oho?filinq no=NTE3NTkiZGVsaGkvlzl= 1/1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 30/04/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant 

Ms. Ravi Gupta and Ms. Sanya Lamba, proxy counsel for 
respondent bank 

For hearing in pending IAs adjourned on request by the proxy counsel 
for respondent bank to 6.5.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

httnc·//rfrt nm, in/rirtli\/P/nrriPriri"'ih, nrriPr vissw nhn?filinn nn=NTF''INiAi7r,\/,a"'r,kvl71= 1 /1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 24/04/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant 

AR of respondent no.1 bank present. 

It is submitted by the AR of the respondent no.1 bank that the counsel 
is not available today. For hearing at the request of respondent bank the 
matter is adjourned to 30.4.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

1 /1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 24/04/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant 

AR of respondent no.1 bank present. 

It is submitted by the AR of the respondent no.1 bank that the counsel 
is not available today. For hearing at the request of respondent bank the 
matter is adjourned to 30.4.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

httos://drt.aov.in/drtlive/order/dailv order view.oho?filina no=NDkzOTAiZGVsaGkvlzl= 1/1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 16/04/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present- 

The Hon'ble Presiding Officer is on leave today. Hence, the matter is 
adjourned to 24.4.2019 for the same purpose for which it was listed today. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

1 /1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 16/04/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - 

The Hon'ble Presiding Officer is on leave today. Hence, the matter is 
adjourned to 24.4.2019 for the same purpose for which it was listed today. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHl(DRT 2) 
Dated: 09/04/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr. Advocate, Sh. Mahip Datta, Sh. Sachin Jain and Ms. 
Sanya Lamba, counsel for the respondent bank. 

Counsel for the respondent bank submits that reply filed in the main SA may 
be treated as reply for the IA No.502/19. 

For hearing in IA No.502/19 posted to 16.04.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

httos://drt.aov.in/drtlive/order/dailv order view.oho?filina no=NDa1 MTliZGVsaGkvlzl= 1/1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 03/04/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant. 

Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for the respondent bank. 

For reply and hearing in all pending IAs posted to 09.04.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

httos://drt.oov.in/drtlive/order/dailv order view.oho?filinq no=NDc1 MiAiZGVsaGkvlzl= 1 /1 



DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-I, DELHI 

OA No.778/2018 
KMB Vs. Supreme Transport Organization Pvt. Ltd. 

2 Datr , , , ·· " 
3 Ua:-; , ... r; •· • 

Dt.27.03.2019 

IA filed vide Dy.No.2375 dated 19.02.2019 

Today the matter is listed for orders on this IA. 

2. By way of the present IA, the defendant No.1 prayed to recall 

the orders dated 24.07.2018 and 13.11.2018 as passed by this 

Tribunal and stay the operation of the said orders thereby directing the 

defendants Nos.10 to 69, being the debtors of the defendant No.1, to 

make all the payment oi all their due payable to the defen_dant No.1 in 

account No.02072980000064 of Mis Supreme Transport Organization 

Pvt. Ltd. having IFSC KKB000207 being the designated account 

maintained by the applicant bank. 

3. Ld. Counsel for the defendant No.1 submitted that interim 

arrangement granted by this Tribunal vide order dated 13.11.2018, 

while uiredi119 Ute Applicant of OA to retain 35% and allowed the 

t.lt:1[l'.l11t.la11l l\Ju.1 M'.11, ur all t.:ll'.lt.lilb ru, ll1e µey111e11t�. for running of itn 

buoinouo io on tho lo '.'or oido and io not at oil apprcpriats a, th'P 

defendant No.1 would not be able to meet its requirement from 65 

percent of the total credits/receipts. It is also stated that the defendant 

No.1 filed an IA seeking appointment of Receiver with respect to three 

properties and this Tribunal vide order dated 05.01.2019 allow the 

bank to recover its dues by sell of three properties, despite the 

aforesaid order. the applicant bank proceeded to take action against 

all the seventeen properties of the defendant No.1, thus, the 

defendant No.1 filed an SA before Ld. ORT-II, Delhi, c1allenging the 

ii l I ' 

!· u ! v 

i 
i 
! 
' 
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action of the bank and in the said SA. the defendant No.1 filed an 

application seeking appointment of receiver with respect to one flat 

No.233, Kalpataru Pinnacle, Opposite lnorbil Mall. Mumbai Link Road. 

Goregoan (West), Mumbai and Ld. DRT-1., Delhi vide order dated 

30.01.2019 appointed receiver to take possession of the said fiat. The 

defendant No.1 filed another application seeking appointment of 

receiver with respect to two other flats and Ld. DRT-11 vide order dated 

02.02.2019 appointed the court receiver to take possession of the said 

flats. It is stated that against the claim of Rs.20.24 crores as on 

30. 01.2019, the bank has already recovered a sum of Rs.13.50 crores 

from the debtors of the defendant No.1 and in compliance of the 

orders dated 13.11.2018 passed by this Tri:)unal, the applicant bank is 

required to allow the credit of 65 percent of the ::;:!Ill dlnount to tho 

uofondJ.nt Mo.1. Ho also F.tRtArl that thP. bank has already taken the 

possession three of the mortgage flats and 5;ei111P. has already been 

put on auction with a reserve pnce of Rs. IB.50 crores therefore, it ic 

stated that since bank already have suffic:ie11l security to liquidate ite 

dues amounting to Rs.20.24 crores thus, he submitted that the order 

dated 13.11.2018 may be modified and the Garnishee order may be 

recalled. 

,1 .... 

moved an IA No.1300/2018 seeking Vacationlmodificatioh o/ order, · •,) . 

4. Ld. Senior Counsel for the Bank submitted that defendant No.1 

dated 24.07.2018 which was disposed off by this Tribunal vide order 

dated 13.11.2018 wherein this Tribunal was not inclined to vacate the 

order dated 24.07.2018 therefore, the defendant No.1 alongwith 

debtors of the defendant No.1 srn still governed by the orders of thii; 

Tribunal. He also stated that this Tribunal vide order dated 13.11.2018 

directed to retain 35% of all the credits receivables in its account and 

release 65% of all the credits towards rraking urgent and necessary 

payments to the creditors of defendant No.1 and the aforesaid 
/'1 
!I 
j f., t/« 



arrangement was made with provisos that the defendant No.1 should 

ensure that 100% of its receivables are credited to the account of 

bank failing which the arrangement of 35:65 stands withdrawn, 

however. it is stated that defendant No.1 has not complied with the 

order dated 13.11.2018 and still continued to divert and siphon of the 

amount receivable from the creditors in various other bank accounts 

operated by them and also did not adhere to t�e terms of sanction for 

grant of financial facilities. He also informed that the applicant bank 

has filed an application for recall of order dated 06.02.2019 before Ld. 

DRT-11 which is pending adjudication. 

5. Having considered the rival submissions and perused the 

record. 

6. The present OA rs filed for a recovery of amount of 

Rs.20,24,74,094.07. Admittedly, the bank till date has received 

8tou11Ll �!::.I� crores trom the vartous cJ�blorl! I.e. ul::!fl:!11Lla11l l�u. 10 lu 

69 of the defendant No.1 and also bank is already in possession of 

three of the mortgage flats which are put on auction with a reserve 

price of Rs.16.50 'crores, Further, Ld. DRT-11, Delhi vlde order dated 

06.02 2019 has already discharged the debtors of the deferdant1Na: 1·_-·:-_.:: ,,. 
> #n • 

from making any payment to the applicant bank of OA. .. ,. 
·I .: 

7. 
!; ' .•. 

In these peculiar facts and circumstances, in the iri�er�st o(_.� :. 
. ,}t 

justice, since bank is now having sufficient security in their harid· to- ... , . . . . ........... 
liquici1i1lu nu duoo therefore, l1e111,efu1ll1, lit� i..l!::l.Jlur� ul lite detencam 

No.1 are hereby discharqed from makinq any payment to . the 

applicant bank. 

8. . It is made clear that" after the present auction of the three flats 

which are in possession of the bank, in case the entire dues of the 

bank could not be recovered, the bank is having liberty to make fresh 
1/l 

I l 
-Vu 



application for the Garnishee order against the debtors of defendant 

No.1 i.e. defendant No.10 to 69. 

9. List this case before the Ld. Registrar on ·'" 

< . 

completion of pleadings, filing evidence and exhibition of documents. 

/�, 
I I 

C}��c) 

{Dr. RE-KHA G. DHAKAR) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

ORT-I, DELHI 

i : 
I .. : '. ·' " ... · 

. _::, 

, .. �.J.. 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 20/03/2019 

SN93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Pallav Saxena alongwith Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the 
applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr. Advocate, Sh. Mahip Datta Parashar, Sh. Sachin Jain 
and Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for the respondent bank. 

Issue notice in IA No.502/19 to the other side by all prescribed modes 
together with copy of IA and file proof of service. 

For filing reply and hearing in IA No.4R1/1 R & 1/\ No.602/1 a posted to 
03.04.2019. Even, if any receiver is appointed fnr the remaining 14 
properties, lhe receiver appointed shall Issue ·1 G days nullu-: lu 11,� nppli<:i:Htl. 

HON'RI F PO { i:.H o.v l<rUSHNAM RAJU ) 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 16/03/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant 

Sh. Ravi Gupta with Sh. Mahip Datta Parashar and Ms. Sanya Lamba, 
counsel for the respondent no.1 bank 

Heard both sides in IA No.452/2019. The counsel for the applicant 
submits that the respondent bank already recovered Rs.13.50 crs and now 
selling the surrendered property whereas the counsel for the respondent 
bank submits that dues about Rs.11.00 crs plus intrest and expenses are still 
recoverable. In the circumstances, it is not a fit case to restrain the 
respondent bank from proceeding with the auction. With this direction the IA 
is closed. 

Posted to date already fixed i.e. 16.4.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

https://d rt. gov. i n/d rtl ive/order/da ily _order_ view. ph p ?filing_ no=N DU 1 NTUjZGVsaGkylzl = 1 /1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHl(DRT 2) 
Dated: 05/03/2019 

SN198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr. Advocate alongwith Sh.Mahip Datta, counsel for the 
respondent bank. 

For filing reply & hearing in IA No.275/19 & IA No.268/19 posted to 
16.04.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

https :/Id rt. gov. in/d rtl ive/order/da ily _order_ view. php?filing_ no=N D M 1 NzcjZGVsaGkylzl = 1 /1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 1) 
Dated: 21/02/2019 

OA/778/2018 

Applicant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: SUPEREME TRANSPORT 
DAILY ORDER 

Present: Sh. Mahip Datta counsel for applicant bank. 

Sh. Ashish Sharma counsel for defendants. 

IA filed vide diary No. 2375 dated 19.2.2019 

This application haa boon filod by defendant for seeking modification of order 
dated 13.11.2018 of this Tribunal. 

Proxy counsel r-eµreser1Llr1y U1e LtL counsel for defeHci::111ts seeks acjournment 
stating that main counsel is not available he is busy before Hon'ble DRAT. Request 
allowed. 

Case be listed on 22.2.2019 for hearing on this application. 

HON'BLE PO ( DR. REKHA G. DHAKAR ) 

httnc:-//rlrt nr,v in/rlrtlivAinrrlPrirl:ailv nrrlPr view nhn?filinn nn=�ATI l71\l7ki7r.\i<::<>r.l<iMn== 1 /1 



9/28/2020 https://drt.gov.in/drtlive/order/daily_order_view.php?filing_no=NDlyMjgjZGVsaGkylzl= 

DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 18/02/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Mentioned matter IA No.275/2019 in SA No.198/2018 

Present - Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for the applicant 

Matter has been taken up today on mentioning made by the counsel for the 
applicant for urgent hearing in IA No.275/19 filed for recalling the order 
dated 6.2.2019, passed by this Tribunal. 

Issue notice in IA to the respondent(s) as well as counsel together with copy 
of IA and file proof of service. 

For reply and hearing in IA posted to 4.3.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 15/02/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Senior Advocate alongwith Sh. Mahip Datta Prashar, 
counsel for the respondent bank. 

It is submitted that the possession of three properties were delivered to the 
Kotak Mahindra Bank by the receiver. 

For reply and hearing in all pending IAs posted to 04.03.2019. 
HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU) 

https://drt.gov. i n/d rtl ive/order/da ily _order_ view. php?fil i ng_ no=MzkxM DYjZGVsa Gkylzl= 1/1 



9/28/2020 https://drt.gov.in/drtlive/order/daily_order_view.php?filing_no=MzkxMDkjZGVsaGkylzl= 

DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 15/02/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant. 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Senior Advocate alongwith Sh. Mahip Datta Prashar, 
counsel for the respondent bank. 

It is submitted that the possession of three properties were delivered to the 
Kotak Mahindra Bank by the receiver. 

For reply and hearing in all pending IAs posted to 04.03.2019. 
HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU) 

httos://drt.aov.in/drtlive/order/dailv order view.oho?filina no=MzkxMDkiZGVsaGkvlzl= 1 /1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 06/02/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant. 

Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for the respondent bank. 

It is submitted by the counsel for the applicant that the possession of the 
three properties was taken over by the receiver and handed over to the 
respondent bank. It is further submitted that from the debtors of the 
respondent Fl recovered an amount of Rs.10.50 crores. It is further submitted 
that the properties taken possession are worth of Rs.18 to 19 crores and the 
claim rs only Rs.20 crores. In the facts and circumstances, the debtors of the 
applicant are discharged from making any payment of the security applicant 
in its account with the respondent bank. 

So far as the discharge of the other security is concerned, for hearing both 
sides posted to 15.02.2019. 

"DASTI" 
HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

https://drt.gov. in/drtlive/order/daily _order_ view.php?filing_no=Mzk1 M DQjZGVsaGkylzl= 1/1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 05/02/2019 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Ashish Sharma, counsel for the applicant. 

Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for the respondent bank. 

At request of applicant's counsel, matter is adjourned for tomorrow 
i.e.06.02.2019. 

HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

https://drt.gov.in/drtlive/order/daily_order_view.php?filing_no=MzkOMzMjZGVsaGkylzl= 1/1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 02/02/2019 

SA/93/2020 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORG 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
DAILY ORDER 

Present - Sh. Anand Aggarwal, counsel for the applicant 

Ms. Sanya Lamba, counsel for the respondent-Kotak Mahindra Bank Ltd. 

Heard both sides in IA No.190/19, filed by the applicant for appointment of 
Receiver for taking possession of Flat No.143, Kalpataru Pinnacle, Opposite lnorbit 
Mall, Mumbai Link Road, Goregaon(West), Mumbai and Flat No.153, Kalpataru 
Pinnacle, Opposite lnorbit Mall, Mumbai Link Road, Goregaon(West), Mumbai. The 
counsel for repsondent bank submits that they have no objection if Receiver is 
appointed for taking possession of these properties. The Receiver is already 
appointed for taking possession of Flat no.233, Kalpataru Pinnacle, Opposite 
lnorbit Mall, Mumbai Link Road, Goregaon(West), Mumbai. Now the counsel for the 
applicant insists for appointment of Receiver for taking possession of property 
being Flat No.143, Kalpataru Pinnacle, Opposite lnorbit Mall, Mumbai Link 
Road, Goregaon(West), Mumbai and Flat No.153, Kalpataru Pinnacle, 
Opposite lnorbit Mall, Mumbai Link Road, Goregaon(West), Mumbai. In the 
circumstances, the same Racaivar i a Mth Priyadarehini Downn in ni,i,nintnrl nr\ 
Receiver for taking possession of Flat No.143 & Flat No.153 also, without prejudice 
to the rights of applicant. The Receiver shall be paid additional fee of Rs.25,000/-. 
The fee of Receiver shall be paid by the security applicant. 

Posted to date already fixed i.e. 15.2.2019. 

D/\STI. 
HON'BLE PO ( SH. G.V. KRISHNAM RAJU ) 

https://drt.gov.in/drtlive/order/daily_order_view.php?filing_no=MzgyNDkjZGVsaGkylzl= 1/1 



CGntd. Order Sheet... . 

DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II, DELHI 

Item No.14 

1 -1 .D • , o �o 19( 

PRJ�E CO )' 
\ DRT-11 DEJ..H 

l.) PREME 'FRA SPORT OROANJSATTON PVT LTD Vs 
. KO AK IAl-'llt DR. B K LIMITED 

Dated. 30.01.2019 

Present - Sh, Anand Aggarwal. counsel for the applicant 

Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr. Advocate with Sh. Mahip Datta, 

counsel for respondent no.t bank 

Sh. Kamal Kishore, counsel for 3rd party 

!A No.154/19 is filed for appointment of Receiver 

with respect to Flat No.233, Kal11>ataru Pinnacle, 

Opposite lnorbit Mall, Mumbai Link Road, 

Goregaon(West), Mumbai, owned and b.eloAging to 

the applicant. The counsel fer therespondent bank 

submits that the Receiver ma,1 be .appclnted without 

preiudlce to the rights oJ the resµiondent bank to 

proceed with the other properties also. In the facts and 

circu of the case Ms. Prlyadarshlnl D'ewa11, 

Advocate (Mobile Ne.9818459537) is afl)�einted as 

Receiver to take possession of Flat No.233, 

Kalpataru Pinnacle, Opposite lnorbit Mall, Mumbai 

Link Road, Goregaen(West), Mumbai and handover 

the same to the authorized officer of respo ident nc.i 

bank. The Receiver shall issue notice ts bGth parties 

before execution of the order. TMe 'fee (bf the Receiver 

is fixed at Rs.50,00Q/- whreh wrll be payable by the 

appllcant. The Reclever is at Hber:ty t© take lilelV) ef 

CERTIFfEO T.RUE GOPY 

a� 

(t3. W.. K. �a1wD 
Pr,esiclrra,� bffi€er, 

DB.T-11, @elhi 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 1) 
Dated: 30/01/2019 

ON778/2018 

Applicant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: SUPEREME TRANSPORT 
DAILY ORDER 

Present: Sh. Ravi Gupta, Sr.Advocate alongwith Sh. Mahip 

Datta Parashar counsels for applicant bank. 

Ms. Reena Jain Malhotra counsels for defendants no. 

1 to 3 and 8. 

None for otl 1e1 S. 

IA No. 1941/2018 

At request of parties, case be listed before Ld. Registrar on 26.2.2019 for 
completion of pleadings, filing evidence and exhibition 

HON'BLE PO ( DR. REKHA G. DHAKAR ) 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 1) 
Dated: 15/01/2019 

OA/778/2018 

Applicant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: SUPEREME TRANSPORT 
DAILY ORDER 

Present: Ms. Sanya Lamba counsel for applicant bank. 

Sh. Gaurav Singh counsel for defendants no. 4 & 9. 

IA No. 53/2018 & 1941/2018 

Let reply to pending !As be filed by the parties concerned with copy to other side. 

Case be listed on 22.1.2019 for hearinq on f)P.nrling !As._ 
HON'BLE PO ( DR. REKHA G. DHAKAR ) 

https://d rt.gov. in/drtl ive/order/da ily _order_ view.php?filing_ no=MTMO NTkjZGVsa GkjMQ== 1/1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 1) 
Dated: 11/01/2019 

OA/778/2018 

Applicant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: SUPEREME TRANSPORT 
DAILY ORDER 

DATE: 

OANo: 

10.01.2019 

778/18 ( KMB Vs Supreme Transport ) 

Item No.03 

PRESENT: Sh. Mahip Datta counsel for the applicant bank 

Sh. Anand Aggarwal counsel for the defendant no. 1 to 3 & 8. 

Sh. Rishi Sood counsel for the defendant no. 9. 

The matter is listed today for completion of pleadings. The Id. counsel for the defendant 
no.1 to 3 & 8 has submitted that he has moved an IA No. 1941 /18 vide Dy no. 12346 
dated 21.12.2018 and requested to list the matter before Hon'ble PO for hearing on said 
IA. 

Let the matter be listed before the Hon'ble PO on 15.01.2019 

(Sanju Snehi) 

Recovery Officer-1 

(Addi. Charge of Registrar) 

DRT-1, Delhi 
Ld. REGISTRAR (REGISTRAR) 

httos://drt.aov.in/drtlive/order/dailv order view.oho?filina no=MTMxODciZGVsaGkiMQ== 1/1 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL - I, DELHI 

OA 778/2018 
KMB Vs. Supreme Transport Organization Pvt. Ltd. & Ors. 

Dt. 05.01.2019 

IA No.1905/2018 

Today the matter is listed for orders on this IA. 

2. By way of the present IA, the defendant No.1 prayed to appoint a 

Receiver with respect to following three properties: 

(i) Flat No.143, Kalpataru Pinnacle, Opposite lnorbit Mall, 

Mumbai Link Road, Goregoan (West), Mumbai; and 

(ii) Flat No.233, Ka!paiaru Pinnacle, Opposite lnorbi\ Mall, 

Mumbai Link Road, Goreqoan (West), Mumbai; and 

(iii) Flat No.233, Kalpat.aq.J Pinnacle, Opposite lnorbit Mall, 

Mumbai. Link Road .. Goregoan (West), Murnbai. 

3. Ld. Counsel for th,;, c1prlir.il�i f i.e.. l.o. dofomda11( l�u·.1 r.on(P�did 

that the bank may be directed to sale 11111:H� of the mortqaqedproperties 
• • ' • I 't 

ivl tlL:11 !lie °h'lenboned ,n the present IA. He submitted that the defendant 

No.1 could not paid thesalaries of his more than 390 emploY,e�s for last 

more than 5 months and also various other dues which. are required t_u 

be p�jq hY r11'1f·ndant �io.1. Fu1ll11::1, ltt:l suorrutiedthat rlespit� dlrootion 
. --� 

• • ,,.. \; ,f' ' 

of this I nbunal dated 13.11.2018, the applicant bank did n�t relej'51;: tlie; .. !".' .... 
• I�• • 

65% of the amount received in the -account attached ther�forl3, to "\· 
i'lo _t 

overcome all this tllfficu111es·, the defendant No.1 proposed three. of its 

mort'gdyt! properties out of 17 mortgage properties to the bank and bank 

. , ... ·· 
r. 

may sale aU these three mortgage properties and recovered its dues. He 

submitted 'that the valuation· o�:hese t�'.ee. pr_opert�e_s.. i_s 
• 
.arO\J�� R�:� . . . ll '.• .' ',�1·1···�'.' .. �:\,.,:.:, 

.: ' . ' '.' • •', it'i l •"'I.' . ,. / ' �- . . e;(-(t-i:.'.: ....... : . 
. , 

, q 1 r 'ssut-<i 
•• • • 

.' t J.:.,t .. a�e .: .. . 
. '. 

r 

----- ... ,.,- .. ·········� ·-· . ...:...._....�- · ... ---- 



crores thus, the dues of the bank could be recovered by sale of these 

three properties only therefore, he submitted that the present application 

may be allowed. He also informed that the prayer made in the present 

IA has not been decided by NCL T. 

4. Ld. Senior Counsel for the applicant bank has no objection to the 

contention of the defendant No.1 qua the sale of three of the mortgaged 

properties. However, he informed that the defendant No.1 has already 

received amount of more than Rs.14 crore however, it did not disclose 

the same 

5. Ld. Counsel for the defendant No.4 & 9. has objected on the 

present application and submitted that a dispute regarding the said 

properties has already been pending before the NCL T and also the 

same issue was raised by the defendant No.1 in a Civil Suit, however, 

same was declined by the Civil Court therefore, he contended that the 

present application is not maintainable. 

6. Considering the contention of the applicant of IA i.e. defendant 

No.1 and also Ld. Senior Counsel of the bank, as the properties in 

question ar.=, lhe mortgage property and same belongs to the defendant 

No. 1 only. ll 1� Important to note here that the RDDB&FI Act, 1993 and 

SARFAESI Act, 2002 were enacted with a purpose to recover the bank 

dues speedily and for improve the recovery, the bank & financial 

institution are allowed to exercise the power to take possession of the 

securities. sell them and reduce non-performing assets under the 

SARFAESI Act, 2002. 

7. Thus. in view of the above, bank may recover its dues by sell of 

these three properties and thus, the authoriz � bank is �G�Ul�·� 
j J;f _,,. ., �.,' 

hereby directed to take appropriate action/,.fd.( tile sale of th'es-�three 
I� l +- .1 

properties in accordance with Jaw. 

J,,-. 
!\ �-�, / .Y) 

. ,:. ,�/ 
I . G.· ·-, 

(,"�' g -�� . .' .. �. CTGs lssu�d Sr,.� :}i· :�:.�. 
P,.;c .;· .1 ,, .• ;, ::;:. :.:::. c, \ast P::1gi 
Deta1.s c. , ,, , · · · ·· 
DRT-1 Oe\--.i 



8. In so far as, objection raised by defendant No.4 & 9 is concerned, 

as admittedly the properties proposed by defendant No.1 belongs to 

defendant No.1 only therefore, prim a facie, I do not find any merit in the 

objection raised by the defendant No.4 & 9. 

9. With the above said direction, the present IA is disposed off. 

Ld. Registrar. 

10. List this case on the date already fixed i.e. on 10.01.2019 before 
/J 
oo 

(:j 'l 
/ 

(Dr. REKHA u. OHAKAR) 
PRESIDING OFFICER 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 20/12/2018 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

Sh. Dev Kumar, proxy counsel for applicant 

Applicant has not filed rejoinder and evidence inspite of several opportunities. 

Matter is placed before the Hon'ble Presiding Officer on 05.02.2019 for further 
directions. 

Ld. REGISTRAR ( SH. RAJMANI SINHA ) 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL -1. DELHI ··· • , .. · 

OA 778/2018 
KMB Vs. Supreme Transport Organization Pvt. Ltd. 

Dt. 13.11.2018 

\�\�.\.,� 
,�\�\\\i 

''\:�\\,\� 

Present: None for the applicant bank. 

Sh Anand Aggarwal counsel for the defendant No.1 

i 
. ' I 

IA No.1344/2018 & 1300/2018 

Today the matter is listed for orders on these IAs. 

2. By way of the IA No.1344/2018, the applicant bank prayed to 

permit the applicant bank to amend the original application. 

3. The present OA has been fi!ed by the applicant bank for the 

r�i:i:.nlfHV 0f, -;;11n1 nf Re; ?n.?4,74,nFM fl7 frnm q�ff)n0'1nt nos. 1 to 9, 

B0rrov,Ar I 1,11RrRntnr!'i ;rncl defendan; No. ,10 to 69 Debtors of defendant 

No. 1. Vide interim order dated 24.07..2018 ·defendant No. 1 to 9· were 

restrained from transferring. alienating or otherwise . dealing with, or 

disposing of or parting with possesslon of any of the ·properties. more 

panicularlv described in Para 5 of OA. till disposal of this OA or till 

further orders of this .Tribunat. A Garnishee order was also issued 

against defendant No. 10. to 69 directing them to make paymen_t of all 

their dues payable to defendant No. 1 in Account No. 02072980000064 . . 

of M/s Supreme Transport Organisqt1on Pvt. Ltd be.ing 'the designated 

account maintained at the applicant bank. 

4. Vide order dated 24.09.2018, this Tribunal had returned the QA 

on the ground oi failure _of territorial jurisdi_ction, as the account was 

reported .to be.jnaintained �t-K ·G. Marg brancn.ottice, of the applicant .. 
. . . . . . 

. With an advice to 1110 It berorc.tho approprlate torum. The lnlortm orders 

· . passed in the OA were also to remain operative for a .period of _30 days. . . . . ' . . 
. . . . , 

Aggrieved by this order, the applicant fried a .W.P (_C) No.11'102/2018 

./I 
� 



before the Hon'ble High Court. Delhi. Defendant no. 1 also, aggrieved 

by the operation of the interim orders approached the Hon'ble High 

Court of Delhi in W.P.(C) No.11108/2018. Vide order dated 22.10.2018. 

the Hon'ble High Court, set aside the order dated 24 .09.2018 of this 

Tribunal, directing the Tribunal to decide the application for amendment 

of OA by the applicant and also to decide the application filed by 

defendant no. 1 for vacation oi interim order dated 24.07.2018 of this 

Tribunal. 

5. Ld. Counsel for the defendant No.1 objected on the present IA. 

6. Considered the submissions of both sides and perused the 

affidavit as well as the present amendment application. 

7. Ld. Senior Counsel for the applicant has stated that the office at 

Aerocity, New Delhi of the applicant bank. is the only office effectively 

mah 1lainin9 and r:ontrolling the impugned account of defendant no. 1 

and also the same fact has been narrated in the present application and 

also in the ;:iffidavit. therefore, prima facie, I find that this Tribunal is 

havino jurisdiction in the present matter however, the issue of 

jt•rir;;rliction would remain subject to !hf. final aojud.catlon after 

completion of pleadings by the contesting pc:11 t1,;:1. 

IA No.1300/2018 

8. This IA has been filed by the deiendant No.1 seeking modification 

of the order dated 24 07 2018 as passed by this Tribunal thereby 

directing the defendants I\Jo. IO to ea b&ing thA debtors of the defendant 

No.1 to make all the payment of all their due payable to the defendant 

No.1 In account of 0207298000064 of Mis Supreme Transport 

Organization Private Limited having IFSC KK8000207 being the 

designated account maintained by the applicant bank 

/7 
I I 
I i u- 



9. Ld. Counsel for defendant no. 1 have forcefully put up their case 

for allowi)lg payments meant for salaries, fuel expenses etc failing which .. 
the running company is likely to come to a standstill. 

10. Ld. Senior Counsel for the applicant bank vehemently objected 

on the present IA and staled that the expenses mentioned are all 

inflated, not backed by proper documents. duplication and also that the 

defendant no 1 and its branches are maintaining Current Accounts with 

several banks in contravention of an express agreement to route all the 

receipts in the Cash-Credit account, thereby siphoning off the 

realizations Debtors and the defendant no. 1 has been threatening its 

various Debtors. not to comply with the Garnishee order issued by this 

Tribunal. It was also contended by the Ld. Counsel for the applicant that 

_there is a dispute amongst· the Directors of defendant _no. 1. and there 

are- several· cross-suits in progress before various fora, resulting in the .. •.· -.. . . . .. . . . 

toot that il may nnt tiiz posslble to take. physical · possession of the 

properties referred to. in the OA, owing to various restraint orders by 

various Courts at Mumbai and Hon'ble NCL T. D�lhi. It rs stated that in 

the circumstances, realization from Defendant nos. 10 to 69 is the only 

. roequruu lu1 ,·,11..::0•.rory. 

11. Ld. Counsel for defendant nos. 4 & 9 ha�e also submitted that the 

Directors in control of d Iendant no. 1 are. guilty of diversion of· funds, 

siphoning ofi and oppression of minority shareholders. picking up 

specific properties in the possession of defendants 4 & 9 as residences, 

fnr r.:-iln 

. ·,.. ·� . 

. . 12. "Ld. Counsel for defendant .No.1 today . also . informed that 
1 

. : ap·�,i�ant ·5�'.1�k h.as iili date rec�-ivEid Rs.s·c�or�� .fr�� three: debtors of · .. · 
' ... � . . . . . . . . ';. . . . ; . . . . . . . . .. . . . . 

the defendant No.1 and the dues-of the· applicant bank "are Rs.20 crores .: . . . . - . . . .. � . . . . 

:" only and that too tie rltijw1ir:al:�ci by this Tribunal thus. he 'submitted that 

the· order dated 24 07,2018 may be vacated and defendant No.1 may be 
. . . . /) . . . ... 

. . . .. • (.£ . '. 
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I 
I 

I 

l 
· 1 

l 

allowed to carry on its business which will be ultm ately benefit to the 

bank 

13. Considered the rival submissions and perused the record 

including detail of the employees & their salaries and bank account 

numbers which pro ided by the defendant No.1. 

14. Admittedly. the borrower were agreed to route the receipts from 

its principles/debtors through the Cash Credit Overdraft account with the 

bank and also Annexure-14 of OA i.e. Deed of Hypothecation dated 

28.12 .2010 reveals that the book debts were also hypothecated to the 

applicant bank therefore. I do not find merit to vacate the interim order 

dated 24 07.2018 however, looking to he practical problems of running 

the day-to-day affairs of the company thus in the interest of justice, the 

applicant bank is directed to retain 35% of all credits and allow 65% of 

all credits for the payments. for the running of the business of defendant 

r10. 1 at this stage. These withdrawals shall be allowed subject to the 

defendant no. 1 furnishing proper documentation to the aµµllt..dl 1t bank, 

about the urgent requirement of the funds for running the essential parts 

of the business. Defendant no. 1 is hereby directed to ensure that 100% 

of the realizations are credited to the designated account with the 

applicant bank, failing which this facility st1c1II stand withdrawn. 

15. With the abovesaid directions. this IA is hereby disposed off. 

.. ,, 
C . ' .. ase be listed on 10.01.2019 before Ld. Registrar for comptet[W' , 

-- 
' 

, 

of pleadings. .1' '?,� 

·- /) . ·. . .:. ;_�-��. . .,·. 

r fl D <z: .. ,;;., , . : �Ci� . . · ·,··:'"· ·A�·,·;rf\\ )A ti 
(Dr.HEKHA G. DHAKAR) _.('.1'[�i\'\� ,�; .. r . 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL DELHI(DRT 2) 
Dated: 03/11/2018 

SA/198/2018 

Applicant Name: SUPREME TRANSPORT ORGANISATION PRIVATE LIMITED 
Versus 

Defendant Name: KOTAK MAHINDRA BANK 
DAILY ORDER 

DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II, DELHI 

Item No. 22 

SA DY. NO. 198/18 

IN THE MATTER OF:- 

SHASHI RAJ SHARMA VS DENA BANK 

Dated: 

Prc�cnt: 

None 

03.11.2018 

Applicant is directed to remove objection on or before the next date of hearing, 
time has been granted as last and final opportunity. 

Matter to be listed on 24.11.2018. 

(Raj mani Sinha) 

Registrar (1/c) 

DRT.,11, Delhi 

Ld. REGISTRAR ( SH. RAJMANI SINHA) 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-II, DELHI 
4TH FLOOR, JEEVAN TARA BUILDING, 

PARLIAMENT STREET, NEW DELHI 
PRESIDING OFFICER: MR. G.V.K. RAJU 

FREE cov­ 
ORT-ll DELH 

Item No.60 

s.'A.No:198Supre;ne Transport ; Vs. 1 Kotak Mahindra Bank 
of 2018 Organization (P) ! I 

: LTD ·--------�-- , -·- 

Dated: 9111 October, 2018 

Present: Mr.Anand Agga,wal, counsel for the applicant. 
Mr.Rav, Gupta, Senior Advocate. alongwith 
Mr. Ma hip Datta Prashar and Ms.Sanya Lamba, 
counsei for the respondent bank. 

Security Applicant. nameiy, Supreme Auto Transport 

Organization Private Limited has filed the present Securitization 

Aoplication under Section 17 of the Securitization and 

Reconstruction of Financial Assets and Enforcement of Security 

lutuiuul Aul, 3003 ([u, 1ol1c.,rt, th SARrA,t!JI Ar:rt) l"r>�ino 

qu1:1�l1)11y uud uulli11y uuhlu ll,u 1111puy111:1J notice d11t d Jr<I July, 

2018 under Section 13(2) of the SARFAESI Act; letiers dated 

21-01 September, 2018 and the action initiated by the respondent 

bank under Sections 13(4) & 14 of the SARFAESI Act· being 

bad, illegal and void and to that· the security applicant is not 

liable to 'pay the amount. mentioned in the said demand notice 

and to declare that the debtors ot the security applicant bank 

are not charged I mortgaged I encumbered with the respondent 

bank and the respondent bank is not entitled to proceed against 
them 

2 Pithily. the case of the security applicant is that the 

respondent bank. vide its sanction letter dated December 27, 

2010. had granted credit facility of Rs.14.72 crores to it and the 

security _applicant has oeen operating the account reqularly and 

:n accordance With the terms and conditions of the sanction. 

The security aopucan] has also been paying monthly. 
< ·�c/. -:- 

lc-,,-:F�T- ,,- �vi 
i � � ca�r,.. 'i· 0 \ 
l 1115�· v c.' 0- i 

I l 
f--EGISTR,'\R 

·j Dt:. ts F�Rcr'!v·�.: ... ·r-::;i-,irna,!.,H 
D:...: .-,, M ,,_ .... - ... ----·---- · .. 



SA No.198 of 2018 

installments and serving the interest for the last eight years. 

However. due to some reasons beyond its control. the security 

app.icant could not serve the interest and operate the account 

properly and the same became a bit irregular and on 5th March. 

2018 with a view to reduce its alleged liability to ihe tune of 

Rs 19 crores handed over three properties to the respondent 

bank which accepting that the security applicant has handed 

over the symbolic possession of the three properties called 

upon the security applicant vide its letter dated 12th April, 2018. 

to handover the actual and vacant possession of the three 

oropernes The security applicant through its letters dated 15tr. 

May 2018 and 4tr. June. 2018 gave no objection for sale of the 

aforesaid three properties. However, on 3'd July, 2018 the 

-esponcent bank issued the impugned notice dated 3rc July, 

2018 under Section 13(2) of the SARFAESI Act demanding an 

amount of Rs.20.24 crores stating to be due and payable as on 

June 28 2018. In reply to the said notice I objections dated 

30:t, August. 2018, the security applicant brought to the notice of 

rne respondent bank that vide its letters dated 5th March. 2018, 

15'r May, 2018 and 4:n June 2018 it has already handed over 

the possession of three properties to it. Responding io its 

obiections detcd Auquot 30, 2018. the respondent h.c1n� virlP. its 

response dated 5th September. 2018 did not consider the 

issues raised by the security applicant and, thus. the alleged 

response is false, frivolous, misconceived, perfunctory and 

evasive In the meantime the respondent bank filed an 

:Jriy111al Application bearing No. 778 of 2018 against · he security 
applicant, us alleged guarantors. mortgagors and debtors 

before the Debts Recovery Tribunal-I. Delhi. However. vide 

order dated 24i:, September, 2018 the said O.A. has been 

returned to the respondent bank for presenting the same before 

the appropriate Forum !Vithin a period of thirty days as the 

Utculc, k�cuv�, y I ubuual-l. u�ll 11 ! 1d:c, 11u L�r,·1Lur1a1 1ur1:,J1cl1ur1. 

The security applicant has challenged the impugned notice 
,.,.,· 

·'1:,,.,. .. -,�r-: ·;-,:.,_uc co;.,'\ ,..,�,�.Ii, v ,r, �'-.. s> l 

. � -����- \ 
· � .., Ci , '1;:1q I t! '-' \ I , I ,,. 

PEGlSTh,i· R l 
D •,lr •-<f'"" -r- .. 1',-:� • ,. · •\ I! l ... ,>. -�. . .. J 

1--�-. - ...... .14 .•• ••• ·-- --·- 



SA No.198 of 2018 5 

recall the letters issued to HDFC Bank failing with legal 

remedies to be invoked against ihe answering respondent 

ban-, Thereafter, because of non-observance of the terms 

and conditions of the sanction letter and loaning documents. 

the respondent bank issued recall notice dated 31'1 May, 2018 

to the secunty applicant and called upon it to pay the 

outsranding amount of Rs.19,99,40,358. 10 as on that day 

alongwith future interest and other charges thereon at the 

comractual rates. Thereafter. the respondent bank issued a 

Demand Notice on July 03, 2018 to the security applicant 

calling upon the security applicant to make payment of 

Rs.20.24.74,094.07 as on June 28, 2018 alongwith future 

interest and other charges and when the said demand notice 

was not complied with. the answering respondent bank 

instituted an Original Application No. 778 of 2018 titled as Kotak 

Mahindra Bank Ltd. Vs M/s Supreme Transport Organization 

. Pvt. Ltd. before. the Debts Recovery Tribunal-I, Delhi, for 

recovery of the aforesaid amount wherein the tribunal vide its 

. order dated 24tn . July, 2018 granted interim prayers and . . . 
garnishee. orders were i�st.ied "to the debtors. of. the. security 
apptica: 1l Llir >=dir 1!.J them W !Tlilkt":. payment of their. dues. in tho 

bank account of the security applicant maintained with the 

i:inswerinQ responden P<;1f\k However, after- hearinq the parties 

on an application filed by the security applicant and 'some of its 

U1re'ctors under Order VII t-<Ule. �. L.,t-'l., reac witti t:>�ClltJIH:; 

19(25) &22 of the RecQ�ery of Debts .and B;nkruptcy Act for 

disrnissaf of the c»: for want of jurisdiction. vide order dated 

?4'' 8�1,1�111l1t:;f, 2010 u·,c:: · Debts Recovery Tribunal - I, Delhi, 

held that it had no jurisdiction to decide the said. O.A. and 

directed the Registry to return the same. It is further submitted 

that the financial assistance was sanctioned subject to various 

. conditions including the following conditions: 

(i) First and exclusive charge on all existing and future 
current assets of the borrower; 

. . / 
!, . )\_;_,_,,/ . 



SA No.198 of 2018 6 

(1i) The bank 1.e. respondent shall be the sold bankers 
of the borrower I applicant: 

\iii) The borrower i.e. applicant to route their entire 
banking business including foreign exchange. 
deposit and bill ousiness through the respondent 
bank: 

(iv) The borrower i.e. applicant shall route the receipts 
from its principles I debtors through its Cash Credit I 
Overdraft account with the bank; and, 

(v) Joint letter to be sent to (a) General Motors India 
Pvt. ltd., (b) Bombardier Inc: ancl (c) Wipro GE to 
route their cash fl:iws through the CC account of the 
respondent. 

It rs further contended the abovementioned conditions shall 

continue to govern the bo-rower i.e. security applicant. its 

gua�antors ! mortgagors I Directors till the time the entire 

unanciat assistance availed :Jy them are full discharged to the 

satisfaction of the answering respondent bank and admittedly 

the secunty applicant has violated all the above quoted 

conditions after availing tile financial assistance from 1!. The 

answering respondent bank further contends that there were 

serious dl��ute!! 1t1 LH::lWl:H�1 ll 1t:1 011 t::du1 uf tlK. ocourity 

<lPPilCi.'lllt with reqard to day-to-day management and affairs of 

the applicant Company which led to the filing of various 

complaints with the police and litigation before the Hon'ble 

Company Law Tribunal, Metropolitan Magistrate, City Civil and 

Sessions Court at Diondoshi. Mumbai and also before the 

Hon'ble High Court of Mumbai wherein numerous interim 

orders have been passed. It is further contended that in view of 

rile abovernentioned facts the answering respondent bank 

cannot take physical possession of the properties mortgaged by 

the security applicant. which was not in a position to handover 

symbolic possession of the properties owned by it. 

4 While taking preliminary objections, it is submitted that 

this Tribunal has no jurisdiction to entertain the present S.A. 

because the account of the security applicant is being presently 
serviced and maintained from IBIS C.ommercial Block, Asset 
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��o 9 Hospitality District, Delhi, Aero city IGI Airport, New Delhi. 

which does not fall under the territorial jurisdiction of this 

Tribunal. It is further submit that the security applicant has not 

come with clean hands and is making efforts to mislead this 

Tribunal. As a result of gross breach committed by the security 

applicant. the answering respondent bank was constrained to 

wrne letters directly to the debtors of the security applicant to 

make all present and future payments of the security applicant 

n us account with the answering respondent bank. 

Furthermore. the security applicant has failed to bring on record 

the grounds on which they allegedly wish to challenge the 

erfcrcement measures initiated by the answering respondent 

bank On merits. the answering respondent bank has submitted 

chat there rs no illegali:y or irregularity in the enforcement 

measures initiated by it for recovery of the amount and. as 

such. the security applicant is not entitled to any interim relief 

and the same should be declined . 

.c Heard counsel for the security applicants. 

5. Now the point for consideration is whether the security 

opplloant lo entitled rootroln tho rcopondont banlc from tal(lng 

f .irther action with regarq to t/1e letters dated 71'1 September, 

701 � written hy the responden bank o its debtors ca_lli,:ig upon . . ·• . . . ... . 
t-iem to pay the amounts in the account of the security­ 

. .ippli'.:'1nt With th<i recpondent bcnk, ac preyed for'? . 

6. In the case in hand, the security applicant. has filed the 

rrP<,Pn! s A r:h.illenging th1. measurec initiated by tho 

r"'�pondont bank under the SARFAESI Act and .:i:; seen from 

the averments in the application. it is revealed that the 

r espcndent lfrJl11\ �ronled credit facilities of Rs.14:U crores to·. 

u 1e :,!!;Lui ily dµµllec111t vld� !5::Jhtllbh lerrAr bated Uec�mber 'J:I, 
2010. and on 6111 March, 2018 when the security applicant _ 
assessed that ,t could not clear the ':rots . of the. respondent". ·�·--:....--:- . . 

. . ,, ,4 ' .-/ . TCERT!t'IED 1�3lPY\ 
. . � \· \''',I'.... � "I. -1 l 

.··.1··. ·.,:��'.,,',:, 1· 
. ·_ L���)�,,.r-<�,;;_.: '. ·.: \\:_.:�::�:.:\'-:-��: 

� ; ' 
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bank the security applicant to reduce its liability, 1' wrote a letter 

to the respondent bank expressing its v1illingness to handover 

possession of its three properties worth Rs.19 crores as its 

dues are not more than that and the respondent bank while 

accepting symbolic possession of the three properties called 

uoon the security applicant to handover physical possession of 

tne same. Again the security applicant vide letters dated 161h 

ti.lay 2018 and ,/' June, 2018 informed the respondent bank 

that 1t has no oojection for the sale of the three properties. 

·r here was some dispute lnter-se the Directors of the security 

applicant and one group is creating all sorts of hurdles in day to 

day working anc also rn handing over the possession of the 

cropernes to the respondent oank. While so. the respondent 

cant, issued notice dated 3rc July, 2016 under Section 13(2) of 

the SARFAESI Act against which the security applicant sent 

objections dated 30tt' August. 2018. The respondent bank sent 

its replv to the same dated 5:ti September. 2018 and then iiled 

O A N(l 778 0t 2018 ai;ia1nst the security applicant. 1Ls alleged 

guarantors and mortgagors and also the debtors for recovery of 

t-i0 amoi int and :he Hon'ble Debts Recovery Tribunal-I at Delhi 

w1111� Issuing notlcc l.1 L11u t.Juiu 0./\. -:ilt.v µ1111, d interim nrrlnr 

dared :t4' July . .iU'll:J, WHlt.:tl tecHJ!::, 8!::, UI IUl:H. 

7. Looking into the facts and circumstances of 

this OA, prayer ar Para 7(a) if allowed and 

defendants are retrained from transferring, 

alienating or otherwise dealing with, or 

c!isposing of or parting with portion of any of 

the properties. more particularly described in 

Para 5 of OA. liJJ disposal of this OA till further 

orders of this Tribunal." 

The Tribunal also passed the following order: 

"/n the light of above submissions of learned 

counsel for the respondent bank. prayer at 

Para 7(g) is aliowed and Garnishee ordkERTlF!ED TRUE COPY! 

s:1 ' »> . • - ot� I 
• ·-·. Jf-'i 

. R::.\� .\DT "'�:--� 
· ·: ·oebls.·f�e�c, ""'. ·r,·itwnal-11 

. -��.:.r- �-·�: . l�·i.:� .. � �-�--� 
........... � 
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issued againsi defendants no. 10 to 69 being 

the debtors of the applicant directing them to 

make all the payment of all their due payable 

[O the applicant in account 

: . 

no.02072980000064 of Mis Supreme 

Trensponer Organization Pvt. Ltd. (applicant) 

having IFSC Ki<B000207 being the 

designated account maintained by tne 
respondent bank in compliance of terms and 

concfitions of senciion." 

7 The security applicant put in its appearance in the 

aforesaid Original Application and moved an application under 

Order VII Rule 11 CPC read with Sections 19(25) & 22 of the 

RDDBFI Act and Rule 18 of the Debts Recovery Tribunal 

(Prccedure i Rules, 1993 for dismissal of tho said O.A. for want 

of territorial Jurisdiction and .it also moved an application for 

f'l"i"41II r,t tl')(l nrrtnr rlritr1�, �If h ,1111\1, 7(} 1f1 · l] i!', turthcr oubrnlttod . 

b�1 thii 'iiilCUrily i'lf)T1lir.c1rit .ihrlt after obtainlnq the said order. the. 

respondent bank. has·collected a sum of Rs.3.25 crores from its 

debtors and. ·as such; lhe security applicant could not pay i.ts 

dues to�ards fuei charges of the tr�nsport vehicles, wages, 

electncrty charges. tax .. etc: and the entire orqanizatlon of the 

security applicant is crippled and, as. such, the, action of the 

. respondent bank is liable. to be' stayed .. otherwise the security 

applicantwould suffer irreparable loss. 

a As seen from the above facts and circumstances. in the 

oresern case, drrectrons were given in O.A. No. 778 of 2018 

wruch has been ordered to be returned by Debts Recovery 

Tribunal-I, Delhi for presenting the same before the proper 
Court. Learned counsel for the respondent bank submits that 

the respondent : bank nas preferred . an. appeal before the 

Honble Debts Recovery Appellate. Tribunal at Delhi against the 

·ii1!J 'orcer passed on the point nf-- j1iri::;rlir.t1on hel<;I b.y-t.ne-,, - ·--------;----\ · 
· G ·ERr!Fi� TRUE COPY 
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SA No.198 of 2018 Ju 

Hon'ble ORT-I. Delhi However, it seems that the Hon'ble 

Debis Recovery Tribunal-I at Delhi did not vacate the interim 

orders while retun 1ng the Original Applicant and on the other 

'rand it is specifically mentioned that the interim order shall be 

.n operation for a period of thirty days. The security applicant 

did not challenqe the interim order passed by the Tribunal rn 

O A No. 778 of 2018 In the 'acts and circumstances of the 

case. 1f any interim order is passed by this Tribunal, the same 

will amount to an order against the order. As protection is given 

for a period of thirty days in respect of the interim order. I am of 

the considered opinion that it is not a fit case to stay the said 

interim order passed by DRT-1. Delhi, in this S.A and if the 

security applicant is aggrieved by the said interim order, the 

remedy available with 1t is to file an appeal before the Hon'ble 

Appellate Forum i e. Hon'ble DRAT at Delhi. Smee this 

Trtbuanl feels that the respondent bank has proceeded on the 

strength of the interim order passed by the said OA. it is not a 
·,t case to stay the same which enables the respondent bank to 

recover its dues from the debtors of the security applicant. The 

security applicant is at liberty to get reviewed the interim order 

riftP.r expiry of said thirty days. At present, the interim relief, as 

prayed for. is hereby declined. 

[I IIJI filino I'+' j,·,inrlr.r. if nny to tho ropl•/ filiid bv thP 

respondent bank to the present SA and for filing evidence and 

exhibition of documents by both the parties, the matter be 

posted beiore tile Registrar on 13'h November, 2018. 
f yt,(·- 

( . ·-t..i.)------- - 
PRESIDING OFFICER 

ORT-II, DELHI 
(Pronounced in Open Court) 

Dated: 09°1 October, 2018. 
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DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL - I, DELHI 

OA 778/2018 
KMB Vs. Supreme Transport Organization Pvt. Ltd. & Ors. 

Dt. 24.09.2018 

1. The present OA has been filed by the applicant bank for the 

recovery of a-sum of Rs. 20,24,74,094.07 from defendant nos. 1 to 9, 

Borrower I Guarantors and defendant No. 10 to 69 Debtors of 

defendant No. 1. Vide interim order dated 24.07.2018 defendant No. 

1 to 9 were restrained from transferring, alienating or otherwise 

dealing with, or disposing of or parting with possession of any of the 

properties, more particularly described in Para 5 of OA, till disposal of 

this OA or till further orders of this Tribunal. A Garnishee order was 

also issued against defendant No. 10 to 69 directing them to make 

payment _of all their. dues payable to defendant No. 1 in Account No. 

Q�07Z9(l0000064 - of M/s Supreme Transport .Organisation Pvt. Ltd. 

being-the designated account maintained atthe applicant bank. 

2. Notices were issued to defendant No. 1 to 9, Defendant r�o. 

1, 2, 3, & 8 entered· ap�eara�ce. thrpugh their coUrist:tl -<1111.l [i,led an IA 

Dy. No. 7513 dated 21.08.1018 plaYlrt9Jill::!1tJli1 \O diamioo II"\� OA fnr 

want of te:ritorial jurisdiction on the_ ground thatout of defendant No. 

1 to 9 all none is ordinarily residing Ge carrying out the_ir business .at 

Delhi and none of the mortgaged properties are situated in Delhi. The 

.v : 

l 

I 
I 

·I 
l 

f 
I 
l 
! . 

cause of ac'ton arose at the applicant banks branch situated at K. G. ·• 

Marg, New Oelhi, which does not fall within the territorial jurisdiction 

of this Tribunal, 

.···· 
_ ..... - 



I 
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their controlling office situated at K.G. Marg, has been shifted to 

Delhi Aerocity I.G.I. Airport, New Delhi which falls under the 

jurisdiction of this Tribunal. 

3. Considered the submissions of Ld. Counsel for both the 

parties and also gone through Section 19 of the RDDB&FI, 1993 

which pertains to territorial jurisdiction of the Tribunal read as under­ 

"19 Application to the Tribunal (I) Where a bank or a 
financial institution has to recover any debts from any 
person, it may make an application to the Tribunal within the 
iocal limits ·of whose jurisdicttont- 

(a) The branch or any other office of the bank or 
financial instltution is maintaining an account i11 which debts 
claimed in outstanding.for the time being; or 

(ca) The defendant, or each of the defendants where 
there are more than one, at rime of making the application, 
actually and voluntarily resides, or carries 011 business, or 
personally works for gain; or 

(b) Any of the defendants, where there are more 
than one, at the rime of making the application, actually and 
voluntarily resides, or carries 011 business, or personally 
works/or gain; or 

(c) The cause of action. wholly or in pcm arises". 

4. Ld. Sr. Oounsal for thA applicant bank has submitted that the 

controlling office of the bank at K. G. Marg, Nev.: Delhi has been 

shifted to Delhi Aerocity, IGI Airport, New Delhi but he has failed to 

establish that the account is mai�ined at that office, which is an 

essential requirement under Section 19(1)(a) of the RDDB&FI Act, 

1993. It appears t\1c1l the account is still rnaintalned by their K. G. 

Marg, Branch office which admittedly does not fall in the Ierntoelal 

jurisdiction of this Tribunal. 

a 



5. Admittedly, neither any of the defendants ordinarily resides or 

carries on business, nor the cause of action arose in the territorial 

jurisdiction of this Tribunal 

6. In light of the above, I am of the view that this OA is not 

maintainable before this Tribunal on the point of Jurisdiction. 

7. Registry is hereby directed to return the OA to the applicant 

bank along with a certificate of fees, with directions to file the same 

before the appropriate forum within a period of 30 days. The interim 

orders passed by this Tribunal shall remain in force till the 

..... 

I 
I ·1 

I 

\ 

period of 30 days. 

, ...... 

/) 
scA ,.fv 

(DG 1ak�rj 
r-res1ainl,I vfficer 

DRT - I, New Delhi 
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Regd/Speed-Post/Dasti 

BEFORE DEBTS RECOVERY TRIBUNAL-I, DELHI 
4TH FLOOR; JEEVAN TARA �UILDING, PARLIAMENT STREET, NEW DELHI -11oooi 

SUMMONS FOR FILING REPLY AND APPEARANCE . . 
O.A. No. 778/2018 
{Summons to respondent under Section 19{4) of the Recovery of Debts Due to Banks and r:nancial 
lnstitutioris Act. 1993 read with Rule 12 & 13 of the Debts Recovery Tribunal (Procedure Rules) 
1993). 
l(otak Mahindra Bank Limited M/s. Supreme Transport Organisation Pvt. Ltd. & Ors. 
APPLICANT Versus DEFENDANTS 

1. M/s. Supreme Transport Organisation Pvt. Ltd. 
513-34, Akshay Mlttal Industrial Estate, M_ V 
Road, Andheri (East), Mumbai-400059. 
ALSO AT: 
84, Hirabhai Market, D B Road; Kankaria Road, 
Ahmedabad, Gujarat-380022_. 

2. Mr. Kamal Agarwal 
703, Sankalp.Mistry Complex, J._B Nagar, 
Andher! (East), Mumbai-400059 .. 

3. Mr. Vimal Agarwal .. 
309, Dabriwala Bhavan, Near State-Bank of India, · -��---. 
Mafegaon, Nashik-423203, Maharashtra. . ��'Sf-:--_/./��· 

d I . /'k? . � './\� 
. 4. Mr. Anan Agarwa 1 it:'f 'is 

' · · 11v . o 
309/312; Dabriwala Bhavan, Near State Bank ot,I · dia, · -�· 

. • \ ... 1 � 

M,11eg;30n, Nashik-423203, Maharashtra. \�:. l .,. ..' 
\ "- ... t,::' I' 

•. '0r;t ,K.:.·. 
5. · Mr. Satlsh Agarwal ':'.:?:f.?-eco..,e')/ 

(Now Deceased) . 
. �09; Dabriwala Bhavan, Near State. Bank of India; 

Malega_on, Nashik-423�03, Maharashtra, . 

. 5A. Mr. Decpak Agarwal 
(Legal H�ir �f Late Mr. Satish.Agarwal] . . . 

. B 23, Skylark Tower, Near Shlvranjani Cross Road 
Satellite, Ahmadabad �80015, Gujarc;it· 

58. Mr. Sumandevi Satish Agarwal - 
. (LegalHeir of Late Mr. Satish Agrawal) : 

309, Dabriwala Bhavan, Near State Bank of India, 
Maf egaon, Nashik-423203, Maharashtra. 
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6. Mr. Deepak Agarwal 
. B 23, Skylark Tower, Near Shiranjani Cross Road 
Satellite, Ahjnedabad 380015, Gujarat 

.7. Mr. Arun Agarwal 
B/103, Sai Shreta Apts, No. 52, Manickam Street, 
Perambur Barracks Road, Chennai-600007, 
Tamilnadu. 

8 .. Mr. Girish Agarwal 
309, Dabriwala Bhavan, Near State Bank of India, 
Malegaon, Nashik-123203; Maharashtra. 

9, Mr. Ravindra Agarwal 
703, Sanka/p Mistry Complex, J-8 Nagar, Aridheri 
( East], Mumbai-4Ul:Jtl�!:J. 
ALSO AT: 

10. ABB India Limited 
Mr. Prakash Narayan 
ABB India Limied, 
No4A, 5 & 6, 
2No Phase, Peenya lndustiral Area, 
Bangalore 560058. 

ALSO AT: 
ABB India Limited 
Plot No'.14, 
Mathura Road, 
Faridabad-121003. 

ALSO AT: 
ABB India Ltd. 
17 TH Floor, Omega Building, 
Bipl. Block-EP & GP, 
Sector-V, S�lt Lake City, 
Kolkata 700091. 
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ALSO AT: 
ABB India Ltd, 
17rn Floor, Omega Building, 
Bipl. Block-EP & GP, 
Sector-V, Salt Lake City, 
Kolkata 70009{ 

ALSO AT: 
ABB India Limited 
Plot No. 25/26, Alindra, 
Salvi Gide, Tai; Salvi, 
\/cirlnrlar;:i 3�1.77.5 • 

. 11. Advanced Textiles And Materials Pvt. Ltd. 
Advanced Textiles And Materials Pvt Ltd . 
Survey No. 117, Opposite Narmada Water. Canal, 
Near Halol, K�akaria, Salvi, 
Baroda 391510� 

. 12. Apex Buildsys Ltd. 
· ApexBuildsys Ltd. · 

Plot No. 11, Sector 9, 
Integrated Industrial Estate, 
Sidcul Pa_nt Nagar, 
Udham Singh Nagar 263153 

ALS.OA.T: 
Apex Buildsys Ltd .. 
Plot No. DY3., MIDC, · 
.Urnred,· Nagpur 4411203, 

• • ' • I • 

. 13; APM Terminals.Pvt.' Ltd; ... - 
APM .Terminals Pvt. Ltd. 

.: . Plot o·z.23./�, Chakan lndustiral Estate, 
· .MIDC Phas� 2, . . '· - . . - 
Hha�boli; Khed, Pune 410501. ·. ,, 

.. -. 
. I 

. . . . 
14. Apollo Fiege Integrated Logistics _P. ltd . 

. Apollo Fiege Integrated Logistics P� Ltd; 
202, Sat�ed Complex, zNP Floor.: . . 

. Sardar Patel Stadium Road, . Nr. _Sardar Patel Stc;1t,tis{ Navrangpura, · 
-Ahmedabad �80014. · 



15. Asta India Pvt.· Ltd .. 
Plot No. 725-726, GIDC,­ 
Manjusar, TA. Savli, · 
Vadodara 391775. 

16. B.P.. Trading (P) Ltd 
Nagar Nigam Road, 
Near State Bank of India, 
Sanganeri, 

'Jaipur 302029. 

17. Babarwal Trailer Service 
Flat No; H 403, 
Plot No. 26,· Kalarnboli, 
Navi Mumbai 410218. 

' 

-4- 

18. BE:lla CcJS� �as_bion _&l . i-arl\'1Jftl�171:_?:, :i<· 
l:-102, 103 EPIP, ,,;>:;;:� >':, \ 

. . � , l ;,i ", r I)\ . 
Sitapur Industrial Ail¢.i:!('!'', ' ·:e<·\ 

Jaipur · 
�., 

�\' 
;� 1 

Rajast�an 302022. Q 1-4%@ J · 
. �5... . � .. ,,....,...� 

. . ,�� � 
'), ··� 'K'I' , ALSO AT: · '-.:..._�overy�1' ;.- 

Bella Casa Fashion & Retail Pvt. Ltd. 
f-102, 1Q3 EPlP, 
Sit pur Industrlal /\nil.i, 
Ja_ipur, Rajasthan.302022. 

rs. Champalal Rajeshkumar (Denims) Pvt. Ltd. 
'1.2; Kewal lndustlral Estate, 
5;8 Marg, Lower Parel, 
Mumbai 400013 .. 

. 20. Chevrolet Sales India Pvt. Ltd. 
Pio� No; A16,· PartsDistributlon Centre, 
Talegaon lndustiral Area, 
Pune 410507. 
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