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st.

No
CPICAA/MA etc. Purpose Section Name of the Parties Name of the legal

practitionerlCounselor
Remarks

'J.. cP No.17lGB /2019 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

u/s 271,tld)

& 272(31 of
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Home
Space Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh fumar, ROC

For the respondent :

2. CP No.18/GB /2019 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

u/s 271.t(dl

& 272(3) of
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha

Realtors Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

3. CP No.19/GB /2019 For

cla rificati
ons I
Hearing.

u/s 2711(d)

& 272(3) ot
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Bhasank Foods

Pvt. Ltd.

For the petilioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar. ROC

For the respondent :

4. CP No.20lGB /2Ot9 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

u/s 27lt(dl
& 272(31 of
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Fort
Developers Pvt.

Ltd,

For lhe petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

5. CP No.21lG8/2019 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

u/s 271t(dl
& 272(3) of
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Griha
Developers Pvt.

Ltd,

For the petitioner : +

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

6. CP No.22lGB /2019 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

u/s 2711(d)

& 272(3) of
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S New Gen

Media Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

7. CP No.23lGB /2019 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing,

uls 27tt(d)
& 272(3) ot
Companies
Act.2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Mega
Nirman Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

c CP No.24lGB /2019 For

clarificati
ons I
Hearing.

u/s 27tt(d)
& 272(3) of
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha

Structures &
Properties Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :



9. CP No.25lGB /2OI9 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

uls 271.1(dl

& 272(3) of
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Urban
Land Development
Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

L0. CP No.26lGB /2OI9 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

u/s 27It(dl
& 272(31 ot
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha lnfra
Shelters Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counse.l of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

1.1.. CP No.27lGB /20\9 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

u/s 27tt(dl
& 272(31 ot
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Real

Accommodation
Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

t2. CP No.28lGB /20t9 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

uls 27tt(d)
& 272(3) ot
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Home
Developers Pvt.

Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

13. CP No.29lGB /2019 Fot'

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

u/s 27tt(dl
& 272(31 ot
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Home
Project Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

1,4. CP No.30/GB/20I9 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hea ring.

u/s z7tt(dl
& 272(31 ot
Companies
Act. 20L3.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha Build

Creation Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

15. CP No.3l/GB/zotg For

cla rificati
ons I
Hearing.

uls 271.t(dl

& 272{31 o't

Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha

Shopping Arcade
Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

16. CP No.32lGB /2019 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

uls 271.t(dl

& 272(31 of
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha City
Space Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

Fsr theielpooden! :

T7, CP No.33/GB /2019 For

cla rificati
ons /
Hearing.

uls 27tt(dl
& 272(31 ot
Companies
Act. 2013.

ROC, Guwahati
Vs

M/S Saradha

Bhawan Pvt. Ltd.

For the petitioner :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC

For the respondent :

18. tAl1.4l202r
In

cP(lB)/e/GB lzots

New lA U/s 60(s)of
tBc, 2016.

Dilip
Pvt.

Assets

Fund

M/s
Construction
Ltd.

Vs

Stressed

Stabilisation
(sASF)

And

For the petitioner :

Mr. N. Baruah, Adv.

For the resoondent :



Sandeep Khaitan,
RP

L9. tAltrl202r
In

cP(l B)/03/G 8/2020

For

cla rificati
ons

U/s 60(s) of
IBC & Rule

11 of NCLT

Rules,

201,6.

Mr. Amit Pareek

Vs

Volkswagen
Finance Pvt. Ltd.

And
Mr, Kamal Agrwal,
RP.

For the petitioner :

Mr. Amit Parik, PCS.

Mr. G.P. Madaan, Adv.

For the respondent :

20. tA/08/202r
In

CP(lB)No.22 /cB/20t9

For

cla rificati
ons.

U/s 50{s) of
lBc, 2016.

AnilAgarwal
Vs

Punjab National
Bank and Other.

For the petitioner :

Mr. S. Makkar, Adv.

Mr. P. Khuswala, Adv.
Mr. K. Khetan, Adv.
For the respondent :

Mr. K.K. Nandi, Adv.

2t. lA No.39 of 2020
ln

cP(lB)No.22 /cB/2019

For

Furnishin
gof
Hon'ble
Supreme
Court
order.

u/r t1. of
NCLT rules,

2016.

M/s Shree Sai

Rolling Mills India
Pvt. Ltd.

Vs

Punjab National
Bank.

For the petitioner:
Mr. Mukesh Sharma, Adv.

Ms, i, Chaudhury, Adv,

For the respondent :

Mr. K.K. Nandi, Adv.

22, tA/09/202r -
ln

CP(lB)No.23 /GB/2019

For

clarificati
ons.

U/s 60(s) of
lBc, 201"6.

AnilAgarwal
Vs

Punjab National
Bank and Other.

For the petitioner :

Mr. S. Makkar, Adv.

Mr. P. Khuswala, Adv.

Mr. K. Khetan, Adv.

For the respondent :

Mr. K.K. Nandi, Adv.

23. lA No.40 of 2020
In

CP(lB)No.23 IGB/20I9

For

Furnishin
ofob

Hon'ble
Supreme
Court
order.

u/r t1. of
NCLT rules,

2016.

M/s Shree Sai

Smelters India Ltd.

Vs

Punjab National
Bank.

For the petitioner :

Mr. Mukesh Sharma, Adv.

Ms. J. Chaudhury, Adv.

For the respondent :

Mr. K.K. Nandi, Adv.

24. tA/07 /2021.
ln

CP(lB)No.2a IGB/2019

For

cla rificati
ons.

U/s 60(s) of
tBc, 20L6.

AnilAgarwal
Vs

Punjab National
Bank and Other.

For the petitioner :

Mr. S. Makkar, Adv.
Mr. P. Khuswala, Adv,

Mr, K. Khetan, Adv.
For the respondent :

Mr. K.K. Nandi, Adv,

25, lA No.4L of 2020
ln

CP(lB)No.24 /cBl20tg

For

Furn'ishin

ofb

Hon'ble
Supreme
Court
order,

ulr 11 of
NCLT rules,
20t6.

M/s Shree Sai

Prakash Alloys Pvt.

Ltd.

Vs

Punjab National
Bank.

For the petitioner :

Mr. Mukesh Sharma, Adv.

Ms. J. Chaudhury, Adv.

For the respondent :

Mr. K.K. Nandi, Adv,

26. Cont. AlU2o2I
In

cP(lB)/Oe/G B/2jre

For

cla rificati
ons

U/s 74 of
tBc, 2016.

Mr, Sandeep
Khaitan, lRP.

Vs

Piyush Periwal

Fgr the petitioner :

Mr. Anand Varma, Adv.

Mr. Abhishek. Prasad.

Adv.

For the respondent :



27. tA/1.3/2021
ln

cP(lB)/oelc B/zote

For

cla rificati
ons

u/s 60(s)
on lBC,

2016.

Sandeep Khaitan,
RP.

Vs

Regional Director,
NER

For the petitioner :

Mr. Anand Varma, Adv.

Mr. Abhishek. Prasad.

Adv.
For the respondent :

Standing Counsel of ROC

Dr. Ramesh Kumar, ROC.

28. lA No. 51 of 2020
In

cP(lB)/09/G B/201e

For

cla rificati
ons

Section
2s(jl, 43,
45, 49 read
with
section 44,

48, 66 of
tBc, 20L6.

Sandeep Khaitan
Vs

Piyush Periwal &
Ors.

For the petitioner :

Mr. Anand Verma, Adv.

Mr, Abhishek. Prasad.

Adv.
For the respondent :

Mr. Abhijit Sarkar, Adv.

Mr. Nitul Baruah, Adv.
29. lA No. 6t of 2020

ln

cP(lB)/OelcB/2019

For

Approval
of.
Resolutio
n Plan.

uls 30(5)
read with
section
60(5) of lBc

of 2016.

Sandeep Khaitan
Vs

COC & Anr.

For the petitioner :

Mr. Anand Varma,'Adv.
For the respondent :

Mr. Abhijit Sarkar, Adv.

Mr. M. Dutta, Adv.

r\ ,/1 '*/' A-"r>l
"gtloT\ *

(S.K. Das) -n,f,
D e p u ty R eB i st ra rOa:^r."t

NCLT, GB \)

o&E
Although all efforts have been made to give accurate information in the Cause

List, the possibility of an inadvertent error cannot be ruled out and is regretted if any.


