
 
October 19, 2024 

 
To, 
The Bombay Stock Exchange Limited 
Department of Corporate Services, 
Phiroze Jeejeebhoy Towers, 
Dalal Street, Fort, 
Mumbai 400 001 
Scrip Code: 516110 
 
Sub: Intimation under Regulation 30 of SEBI (Listing Obligations and Disclosure Requirements) 
Regulations, 2015  
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
The Company has received the Order from Hon'ble Small Causes Court at Mumbai dated October 14, 
2024, uploaded on the Website and being available on October 19, 2024, in L. E. Suit No. 58 of 2019 
that the movable properties of the Company be attached for the recovery to the extent to Rs. 3.68 
Crores. 
 
Further the Hon'ble Small Causes Court has directed the Company to maintain status quo and has 
granted stay for three weeks for the execution of the said Order. 
 
You are requested to take the above on record. 
 
 

For Family Care Hospitals Limited 
 
 
 
Pandoo Naig 
Managing Director 
DIN: 00158221 
 
Encl: As above 
 

 

PANDOO 
PRABHAK
AR NAIG
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(CNR No. :- MHSCA2001431-2021)

IN THE COURT OF SMALL CAUSES AT MUMBAI

ORDER BELOW EXHIBIT – 107
IN

EXECUTION APPLICATION NO. 209 OF 2021
IN

L.E. SUIT NO.58 OF 2019

Hemant Shantaram Pikale ...Applicant

In the matter

Hemant Shantaram Pikale        ..Judgment Creditor/
Org. Plaintiff

Versus                          

Scandent Imaging Ltd.       ... Judgment Debtor/
Org. defendants

Coram :- R. N. Bansal, Judge  
                 C. R. No. 08

                                   Date    :- 14/10/2024
ORDER :

This is an application filed by on behalf of the applicant

inter alia seeking stay of  the alienation of assets of  the defendant

company  proposed  to  be  carried  out  in  the  forthcoming  Annual

General Meeting be held on 30th September,2024 along with other

reliefs.

2. Perused application and reply  at  Exhibit-109 filed by the

plaintiff.  Heard  learned  advocate  for  both  the  parties  at  length.

Perused record. 

3.  It  appears that,  the plaintiff/decree holder has filed this

application for interim relief seeking injunction against the judgment-
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debtor  along  with  other  reliefs.  Considering  the  contents  in  the

application  along  with  prayer  and  orders  passed  by  Hon'ble  High

Court in Writ Petition No.1114 of 2024 with Writ Petition No.14794

of 2022 dated 31.07.2024 and dated 30.08.2024, it appears that the

Hon'ble High Court vide order dated 30.08.2024 has already granted

continuation of the order dated 27.09.2021, passed by this Court, in

the present file till 31.10.2024, as well as also granted liberty to the

plaintiff  to  seek  continuation  of  the  said  interim  order  dated

27.09.2021 beyond 31.10.2024. Therefore in my view the plaintiff is

not entitled for prayer clause ‘d’ in the application seeking injunction

against  defendant  from alienation  or  disposing  of  or  creating  any

third party rights in the suit premises. 

4.  On perusal of prayer clause ‘a’ the plaintiff is seeking stay

the agenda qua alienation of assets especially item no. 3 and 5 of the

notice  of  Annual  General  Meeting  of  defendant  company  dated

30.09.2024.  Today  this  reliefs  become  infructuous  as  AGM  dated

30.09.2024  was  already  held.  The  direction  to  the  defendant  to

disclose  all  it’s  assets  on  oath  was  already  directed  by  this  Court

therefore there is no necessity to direct it again as per prayer clause

‘b’ of this application.  So also there is no need to appoint a Court

Receiver over all the properties of defendant companies or freeze all

the bank accounts of defendant, as defendant company specifically

submitted  before  Hon'ble  High  Court  at  the  time  order  dated

30.08.2024 that they does not have any intention alienate it’s assets

and the defendant will abate by the order dated 27.09.2021.

5. It appears from the order of Hon'ble High Court that, the

Hon'ble High Court has already directed to the defendant to deposit
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an  amount  of  Rs.3,67,73,382/-  till  30.09.2024.  it  further  appears

that, according to said direction the defendant has failed to deposit

the said amount till date. Now as per today’ order below Exh.1 it is

clearly seen that no stay is in force for the present execution petition.

The  decree  holder  in  prayer  clause  ‘e’  seeking  attachment  of  the

properties  of  the respondent to the extent of  Rs.3,67,73,382/-.  As

there is no stay, so also as the defendant is not complied with the

order of Hon'ble High Court therefore, it is necessary to attach the

movable property of the defendant for the recovery of said amount.

Hence the following order.

: ORDER : 

                  1. Application is partly allowed. 

2. Issue distress warrant under order XXI Rule 
43 of Code of Civil Procedure for the amount of
Rs.3,67,73,382/-(Rupees Three Crore Sixty Seven  
Lakh Seventy Three Thousand Three Hundred 
Eighty Two).

3. Both parties to take note.

     

 (R. N. Bansal)
        Judge, C.R. No.08

Date : 14/10/2024 Small Causes Court, Mumbai. 
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