LEGAL PROCEEDINGS

As on 31°" March 2022, except as disclosed hereunder and the Excel file providing details of cases, our Bank,
Promoter and Directors are not involved in any ongoing adjudications, recovery proceedings, prosecutions
initiated and other enforcement actions.

1t is clarified that for the purposes of the above, pre-litigation notices received by our Bank, our Promoter or
our Directors as the case may be, have not been considered as litigation until such time that the above-mentioned
entities or individuals are not impleaded as a defendant in litigation proceedings before any judicial forum.

Criminal Litigation involving our Bank

A first information report was filed against our Bank for an offense committed by our branch manager,
Akella Srinivas Arudra (“Accused”) on February 7, 2022 by Medara Vinodh Syamkumar (“Complainant™)
at the Central Bureau of Investigation at Vishakapatnam under section 7(b) of the Prevention of Corruption
Act, 1988 for obtaining or accepting or attempting to obtain an undue advantage. The Complainant was
seeking a loan of "0.20 crores (“Loan Amount”) from our Bank as a business loan. During this process he
was allegedly approached by the Accused who demanded a payment of 10% of the Loan Amount i.e.
*0.02 crores as bribe (“Bribe”), for undertaking his request for the business loan. The Loan Amount was
sanctioned to the Complainant on January 25, 2022. The Accused had allegedly approached the
Complainant on several occasions after this, demanding the Bribe and further reduced the amount
demanded after the Complainant expressed his inability to meet his initial demand. The Complainant
subsequently filed the Complaint. CBI had registered the FIR under the Prevention of Corruption Act for
receiving illegal gratification from a customer against him. CBI had filed its charge sheet against the
accused and pending.

Actions Taken by Regulatory and Statutory Authorities

1.

Equitas Micro Finance Limited (“Employer””) was summoned to appear before the Regional Provident
Fund Commissioner (the “Authority”) on July 6, 2009 for the purpose of determining the provident fund
amounts due by the Employer. The representatives of the Employer appeared before the Authority and
submitted copies of returns and stated that they did not submit all the records mentioned in the summon
for the period from February 2009 onwards as this was due to change in name of the Employer, and
thereby sought additional time. Subsequently, the representatives of the Employer submitted certain
documents before the Authority. After hearing the Employer, the Authority passed an order dated October
22,2010 demanding an amount of "1.87 crores stating that the Employer had not paid provident fund dues
of various allowances including house rent allowance, conveyance allowance, special allowance,
incentives as well as pension fund dues, deposit linked insurance fund contribution and related
administrative charges and other similar allowances. The Authority held that as per the definition of ‘basic
wages’ under section 2(b) of the Employees Provident Fund and Miscellaneous Provisions Act, 1952, all
allowances other than the specific exclusions mentioned in the section would be considered as basic wages
and that the Employer had defaulted in not considering certain allowances paid to its’ employees as part
of the basic wages. Aggrieved by the decision of the Authority, the Employer filed an appeal before the
Provident Fund Appellate Tribunal (“Appellate Authority”) at New Delhi. The Appellate Authority
admitted the appeal and stayed the order of the Authority vide its order dated November 16, 2010 subject
to the condition that the Employer deposited 30% of the assessed amount within two months of the order.
The Employer deposited an amount of '0.56 crores in compliance with the order of the Appellate
Authority. The matter is currently pending.

Our Bank received three notices from the Office of the Labour Enforcement Officer (Central) — Ministry
of Labour and Employment, Government of India (“Labour Department”), dated July 20, 2020 (“Notice
17), July 21, 2020 (“Notice 2’) and July 22, 2020 (“Notice 3”) (collectively, “Notices”) concerning
irregularities observed by the Labour Department with respect to the compliances required under the
Payment of Bonus Act, 1965 (“Bonus Act”), Payment of Gratuity Act, 1972 (“Gratuity Act”) and Equal
Remuneration Act, 1976 (“Remuneration Act”), respectively in each case read with the relevant rules
issued thereunder. Notice 1 was issued in relation to the alleged irregularity of our Bank in
maintaining/keeping the register for showing payment of bonus to our employees for Fiscal 2019. Notice
2 was issued in relation to our Banks default in displaying conspicuously at or near the main entrance to



the establishment, a notice in English, Hindi and a local language understood by majority of the employees
with the name and designation of the officer authorized by the employer to receive on its behalf notices
under the Gratuity Act (“Notice under the Gratuity Act”). Notice 3 was issued in relation to the non-
maintenance of the wage register in accordance with the ease of Compliance to maintain registers under
various Labour Laws Rules, 2017 (“Wage Register””). Our Bank has responded to Notice 1, Notice 2 and
Notice 3, by way of separate letters, all dated November 18, 2020 confirming that our Bank (i) had been
maintaining the register required under the Bonus Act, (ii) has complied with the requirement of
submitting the notice of commencement/completion to the concerned authority under the Gratuity Act and
as displayed the Notice under the Gratuity Act, as required and (iii) that the Wage Register as required was
appropriately maintained, respectively. After our response, the authority has closed the matter and
dropped the further proceedings.

Past actions by RBI against our Bank

I. Our Bank received the RBI Final Approval to carry on the business of an SFB in India on June 30,
2016 subject to certain terms and conditions. One of the conditions of the RBI Final Approval was
that our Bank should be listed within three years of commencement of operations. To ensure
compliance with such condition, our Bank sought the approval of RBI pursuant to a letter dated
November 16, 2017 for the merger of our Bank with EHL within the stipulated time. The RBI vide its
letter dated January 29, 2018 refused to give approval for the proposed merger. Our Bank, pursuant to
letters dated October 3, 2018 and December 28, 2018 to the RBI, sought extension of timeline for
listing of our Bank for a further three year period over the initial period of three years and to review its
decision on the proposed merger. The RBI rejected such requests vide its letters dated October 24,2018
and April 8, 2019 respectively and stated that our Bank should comply with the SFB Licensing
Guidelines. Thereafter, our Bank approached the RBI for its approval of a new scheme of arrangement
proposed between our Bank and EHL and their respective shareholders effective from September 4,
2021 and for seeking extension of timeline for listing of our Bank vide letters dated February 6, 2019,
April 15, 2019 and June 1, 2019. The RBI vide its letter dated June 6, 2019 reiterated that our Bank
must comply with the conditions of the RBI Final Approval in a timely manner. On August 5, 2019,
our Bank sought extension of timeline from the RBI for listing of Equity Shares. By a letter dated
September 6, 2019 the RBI refused to extend the timeline for listing of our Bank. Further, it found our
Bank to be in violation of para 6 of the SFB Licensing Guidelines for having breached the timeline for
listing of our Bank and imposed the following regulatory actions on our Bank with immediate effect
(“Regulatory Actions”):

(a) our Bank is not permitted to open any new branches till further advice; and
(b) the remuneration of our MD and CEO stands frozen at the existing level, till further advice.

The RBI also stated that further restrictions may be imposed if our Bank fails to make satisfactory progress
towards listing of its shares.

On September 9, 2019 our Bank requested the RBI to stay the restrictions imposed on our Bank, at least on the
opening of new branches. On September 13,2019 our Bank informed the RBI that the Board of the Bank pursuant
to its meeting dated September 10, 2019 had decided to initiate steps for listing of Equity Shares through initial
public offer by March, 2020. The RBI pursuant to its letter dated September 18, 2019 refused to stay the
regulatory actions taken against our Bank due to non-compliance with the terms and conditions of the RBI Final
Approval.

Subsequently, the RBI has, pursuant to a letter dated December 31, 2019, accorded our Bank the permission to
open 240 banking outlets, subject to certain conditions, in order to enable us to comply with the SFB Licensing
Guidelines and RBI Final Approval which require 25% of our banking outlets to be in URCs, and to further meet
contractual obligations in respect of 12 banking outlets. The RBI letter further stated that the Bank should not
proceed for the opening of 30 banking outlets for which RBI had earlier given in-principle permission prior to
the letter dated September 6, 2019, until further advice from the RBI.

Further, our Bank, pursuant to an email dated March 30, 2020, requested the RBI to grant it time till the first
week of November 2020 to list the Equity Shares, on account of the current circumstances. The Bank also
requested the RBI to remove the two penalties levied pursuant to the RBI letter dated September 6, 2019. The
RBI, pursuant to its email dated April 3, 2020, took on record our submission in relation to extension of the



timeline for the listing of Equity Shares. Pursuant to the letter dated November 9, 2020 from the RBI, the
abovementioned Regulatory Actions were lifted.

2. Our Bank received the RBI Final Approval to carry on the business of an SFB in India on June 30,
2016 subject to certain terms and conditions. One of the conditions of the RBI Final Approval was
that our Bank should be listed within three years of commencement of operations. To ensure
compliance with such condition, our Bank pursuant to its Board meeting held on January 31, 2019
(“Board Meeting”), had approved a draft scheme of arrangement (“Scheme”) envisaging issue of
892,062,982 Equity Shares for no cash consideration to the shareholders of EHL. Prior to the Board
Meeting, the authorised share capital of the Bank was ~1,155.00 crores, comprising of 1,155,000,000
Equity Shares while the issued, subscribed and paid-up capital was ~1,005.94 crores comprising of
1,005,943,363 Equity Shares. Therefore, to enable the issue and allotment of shares under the Scheme,
our Bank vide a shareholders’ resolution dated January 31, 2019 increased the authorised share capital
from 1,155.00 crores to 2,500.00 crores. Our Bank received a letter dated August 29, 2019 from
the RBI advising us to furnish reasons for non-compliance with section 12(1)(i) of Banking Regulation
Act which stipulates that a banking company can carry on business in India subject to the condition
that the subscribed capital of the company is not less than one-half of its authorised capital, and the
paid-up capital of the company is not less than one-half of its subscribed capital and that, if the capital
of the company is increased, it must comply with the conditions prescribed within such period not
exceeding two years as the RBI may allow, and directed our Bank submit a proposal to comply with
the same. Our Bank in its response dated September 5, 2019 stated that the authorized share capital
was increased only in order to issue Equity Shares under the Scheme to comply with the timeline for
listing of our Bank given under the RBI Final Approval and for achieving partial dilution of promoter
shareholding as required under the SFB Licensing Guidelines and that once the above Scheme comes
into effect and Equity Shares are allotted under the Scheme, our Bank would once again become
compliant with section 12(1)(i) of Banking Regulation Act. The RBI, pursuant to its letter dated
September 30, 2019, noted with serious concern that our Bank had neither noticed non-compliance
with the provisions of section 12(1)(i) of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 nor sought exemption
from the RBI and advised our Bank to be more careful in future. The RBI has also directed our Bank
to comply with the provisions of section 12(1)(i) of the Banking Regulation Act, 1949 by March 31,
2020. Our Bank vide its letter dated October 16, 2019 to the RBI, assured that all necessary steps,
including reduction in authorized share capital to the extent necessary will be undertaken on or before
March 31, 2020. Further, as the reduction in authorized share capital would result in an amendment to
the memorandum of association, our Bank sought the approval of RBI for such amendment.
Subsequently, the Board of Directors pursuant to a resolution dated November 7, 2019 approved the
decrease in the authorised share capital of the Bank under Section 61(1)(e) of the Companies Act, 2013,
from 2,500.00 crores divided into 2,50,00,00,000 Equity Shares of 10 each to 1,700.00 crores
divided into 1,70,00,00,000 Equity Shares of 10 each subject to the receipt of no objection from the
RBI and approval of the Shareholders. Our Bank vide its letter dated November 8, 2019 sought ‘no-
objection’ of the RBI for such reduction in authorized share capital. The RBI has pursuant to its letter
dated November 18, 2019 taken on record the proposed amendment to the MoA and the reduction of
authorized share capital of our Bank and the Shareholders have given their approval pursuant to their
resolution dated November 22, 2019. The reduction of authorised share capital of the Bank has been
completed as on the date of this Preliminary Placement Document.

Litigations or legal action pending or taken against the Promoter taken by any Ministry, Department of the
Government or any statutory authority in the last three years

As on date, there are no litigations or legal action pending or taken against the Promoter taken by any
Ministry, Department of the Government or any statutory authority in the last three financial years.

Prosecutions filed against, fines imposed on, or compounding of offences by our Bank under the
Companies Act, 2013 in the last three years

As on date, there are no prosecutions filed against, fines imposed on, or compounding of offences by our Bank
under the Companies Act, 2013 in the last three financial years.

Inquiries, inspections or investigations initiated or conducted under the Companies Act, 2013 against our
Bank in the last three years



As on date, there are no inquiries, inspections or investigations initiated or conducted under the under the
Companies Act, 2013 against our Bank in the last three financial years.

Details of default in repayment of (i) statutory dues; (ii) debentures and interest thereon; (iii) deposits and
interest thereon; (iv) loan from any bank or financial institution and interest thereon

There is no default in repayment of (i) statutory dues; (ii) debentures and interest thereon; (iii) deposits and
interest thereon;
(iv) loan from any bank or financial institution and interest thereon.

Details of significant and material orders passed by the Regulators, Courts and Tribunals impacting the
going concern status of our Bank and its future operations

There has been no order passed by any regulator, court or tribunal which impacts the going concern status of
our Bank and/or its future operations.

Details of default in annual filings under the Companies Act, 2013 or rules made thereunder
There has been no default in the annual filings under the Companies Act, 2013 or the rules made thereunder.

Tax Claims

Except as disclosed below, there are no claims related to direct and indirect taxes, involving our Bank.

INature of case INumber of cases l/Amount involved (in ° crore)

\Bank

Indirect Tax 12 4.57
\Promoter

Direct Tax 0 0




LOANNO STATE ALM AREA BRANCH CUSTOMER NAME NATURE OF PROCEEDING CASENO COURT NAME COURT LOCATION
I |SLGUNTR0125227 [ANDHRA PRADESH [AS SIVASRINIVASARAO | ANDHRA PRADESH | GUNTUR ANILKUMAR BODDU CONSUMER ccnra2019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM GUNTUR
SLESTDLO107733 | DELHI HARKISHAN SINGH EAST DELHI MUBARAK ALT CONSUMER [CCTIo2018 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM MEERUT. UTTAR PRADESH
SLFRDBD0222672_| DELHI HARKISHAN SINGH FARIDABAD SIKANDER KHAN CIVIL C5/2563/2019 [CIVIL JUDGE. JUNIOR DIVISION FARIDABAD. HARYANA
4 [SLFRDBD0147085 |DELHI HARKISHAN SINGH DELHI FARIDABAD MAHIPAL civiL ARB/172/2019 ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE PALWAL, HARYANA
5 [SLFRDBD0147085 [DELHI HARKISHAN SINGH DELHI FARIDABAD MAHIPAL CRIMINAL COMI4081/2018 JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE 1ST CLASS FARIDABAD, HARYANA
6 [SLFRDBD0147085 [DELHI HARKISHAN SINGH DELHI FARIDABAD MAHIPAL CRIMINAL CoMI28412018 JUDICIAL MAGISTRATE 1ST CLASS FARIDABAD, HARYANA
7_|SLFRDBD0200550_| DELHI HARKISHAN SINGH DELHI FARIDABAD TUBER CIVIL CS/34132019 [CIVILJUDGE. JUNIOR DIVISION FARIDABAD. HARYANA
8 [SLAZDPRO048084 | DELHI HARKISHAN SINGH DELHI AZADPUR RANBIR SINGH CIVIL CS SCI/1492/18 ROHINI COURT COMPLEX DELHUNORTH
9 [GUIARAT JITENDRA MODI [GUIARAT ‘GANDHIDHAM RAMESH DHARMSHI RAJGOR CONSUMER A/19/409 [CONSUMER STATE COMMISSION AHMEDABAD
GUIARAT JITENDRA MODI GUIARAT MAHESANA NASIRKHAN ABDULKHAN BALOUCHA CONSUMER ccnin DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM MEHSANA
A ROHTAK SANJAY KUMAR CONSUMER 04118 SUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM ROHTAK
A KARNAL JOGINDER CIVIL. CS/37772019 [CIVIL COURT KAITHAL KAITHAL
A AMBALA RAJIV KUMAR CIVIL. C5/293/2019 CIVIL C AMBALA AMBALA
A AMBALA PRINCE CHAUHAN CIVIL. CS/59/2019 CIVIL C AMBALA AMBALA
A KARNAL BALWINDER SINGH CIVIL. CS/27032018 [CIVIL COURT YAMUNANAGER VAMUNANAGER
HARYANA HARYANA AMBALA AJAY KUMAR civiL C5/118012019 CIVIL COURT AMBALA AMBALA
HARYANA HARYANA AMBALA MOHAN LAL CIVIL CS/1479/2019 [CIVIL COURT KURUKSHETRA KURUKSHETRA
HARYANA HARYANA KARNAL [CHAMAN LAL CIVIL 512172020 [CIVIL COURT KARNAL KARNAL
HARYANA HARYANA HISSAR RAGHUBER CIVIL CS/1018/2019 [CIVIL COURT HANST HISSAR
HARYANA HARYANA ROHTAK SATISH KUMAR CIVIL ARB/4412020 ROHTAK.
HARYANA NITIN HARYANA HISSAR SURESH KUMAR CONSUMER EA/1112020 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM, KARNAL HISSAR
KARNATAKA RIKIRAN BANGALORE MADIWALA RATUMB CIVIL (051740112017 [CCI-1 PRL CITY CIVIL AND SESSIONS JUDGE BANGALORE
MADHY A PRADESH [VIAY SINGH INDORE JABALPUR CONSUMER [CCl661/2014 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JABALPUR II
MADHYA PRADESH |VIAY SINGH INDORE SAGAR RATNESHESH SHRIVASTAVA CONSUMER cCr1602018 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM SAGAR
VADHYA PRADESH SINGH. INDORE CIVIL MIC AV/T1672017 INDORE
MADHYA PRADESH SINGH. INDORE CONSUMER [CC172016 SATNA
MADHYA PRADESH SINGH. INDORE CONSUMER APPEAL ATIIT1S BHOPAL
MADHYA PRADESH SINGH. INDORE VIAY SHAR! CIVIL. MIC AV/682018 INDORE
MADHYA PRADESH SINGH. INDORE MOHD IRSHAD KHAN CIVIL. [INDORE
MADHYA PRADESH SINGH. INDORE VINAY DUBEY MER INDORE
MADHYA PRADESH SINGH. INDORE JASBEER KAUR CONSUMER APPEAL BHOPAL
MADHYA PRADESH SINGH. INDORE UMESH KUMAR KURMI CONSUMER [CCI57412019 SAGAR
MADHYA PRADESH |VIAY SINGH INDORE VERSHA TIWARI CONSUMER cCr1592017 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM REWA
MADHYA PRADESH |VIAY SINGH INDORE JABALPUR ABHILASH SAHU CONSUMER CeiatsT2017 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JABALPUR
MADHY A PRADESH [VIAY SINGH INDORE CHINDWARA HEIKH YURUS CONSUMER [CCTI602018 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM [CHINDWARA
MADHYA PRADESH [VIJAY SINGH INDORE SATNA VIAY BHAN SINGH CONSUMER [CClo42019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM SATNA
MADHYA PRADESH [VIJAY SINGH INDORE JABALPUR MEERA RAIPUT CONSUMER [CCII812019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JABALPUR 2
MADHYA PRADESH [VIJAY SINGH INDORE SATNA ABHSHEK CHTURVEDL CONSUMER [CC3612020 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM SATNA
MAHARASHTRA  |SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA TAWARE COLONY MADHUSUDHAN RAMASWAMI CONSUMER ccn7nes DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM PUNE
MAHARASHTRA __[SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA TAWARE COLONY. VISHAL BABANRAO BHOSLE B CIVIL [Civil M.A/I0942014 DISTRICT COURT PUNE PUNE
41 [SLAUGBD0027402 |MAHARASHTRA | SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA AURANGABAD SHAIKH YUSUF SHAIKHMUSA CONSUMER Appeal No 741/19 STATE CONSUMER FORUM AURNAGABAD AURANGABAD
42 |SLAU 9789 SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA AURANGABAD GANJIDHAR MANIKRAO KAKADE CONSUMER EA/77/2019 IN CC/245/2018 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM AURANGABAD
MAHARASHTRA __[SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA PANDHARPUR SOMNATH NATAJI KOLT CIVIL [CIVILM.A/35/2018 DISTRICT COURT PANDHARPUR SOLAPUR
MAHARASHTRA __[SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA SOLAPUR ANIL VITTAL GAVALT CONSUMER [CCT19359 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM SOLAPUR
MAHARASHTRA __[SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA SOLAPUR SAHEBLAL MOULALI NADAF CIVIL R.C.5/59972019 DISTRICT AND SESSIONS COURT. SOLAPUR SOLAPUR
MAHARASHTRA __[SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA NANDED SAINATH KESHAVRAO UPASE CONSUMER CCR05367 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM NANDED
PRADIP GAJBE NAGPUR MANKAPUR SATISH RAMAVATAR SHIVHARE CONSUMER RBT/CC/18/478 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM NAGPUR
48 |SLSATRA0107813 AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |S MAHA SATARA SURESH SHANKAR MANE CONSUMER A201257 STATE CONSUMER REDRESSAL COMMISSION
49 |SLSATRA0091496 AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |S MAHA SATARA SHIVAJI GANAPATI BHOSALE CONSUMER A197841 STATE CONSUMER REDRESSAL COMMISSION MAHARASHTRA
50 |SLSATRA0033023 AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |S MAHA SATARA VIAY RAMCHANDRA NIKAM CONSUMER A18/1025 STATE CONSUMER REDRESSAL COMMISSION MAHARASHTRA
51_[SLKLHPRO091300 |MAHARASHTRA __|AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |5 MAHA KOLHAPUR MOHSIN SALIMSAHEB MULLA CONSUMER [CCrI8377 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM KOLHAPUR
52 [SLKLHPR0204795 |MAHARASHTRA __[AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE [S MAHA KOLHAPUR SIDDHI SIDDESH TAMAANKAR CONSUMER [CCrI9/704 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM KOLHAPUR
53 |SLWADIO019745 PRADIP GAJBE NAGPUR MANKAPUR RIYAZKHAN HAMIDKHAN civiL INSOLVENCY/1/2016 DISTRICT SESSIONS COURT IIl NAGPUR
54 |SLRTNGROI9S873 |MAHARASHTRA  |AXAY SUBHASH Gi S MAHA RATNAGIRI VISHWAIIT GULABRAO CHAVAN CONSUMER MA/2/2020 IN CC/13/2020 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM RATNAGIRT
55 |SLGDGLI0203007 |MAHARASHTRA  |AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |S MAHA GADHINGLA PRAKASH CHANDRAKANT DONGALE CONSUMER ccnom DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM KOLHAPUR
56 |SLKLHPROI28292 |MAHARASHTRA  |AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |S MAHA KOLHAPUR ZAKIR MOHAMAD MAKUBALE CONSUMER cCnon34 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM KOLHAPUR
MAHARASHTRA [ AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |5 MAHA KOLHAPUR SANTOSH DATTATRAY CHOUGULE CONSUMER A20266 IN CC/18224 STATE CONSUMER REDRESSAL COMMISSION MAHARASHTRA
RAJASTHAN JAIPUR JAIPUR [GADSHI RAM CONSUMER /392017 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JAIPUR - 11
RAJASTHAN JAIPUR JAIPUR MANGAL RAM MEENA CONSUMER /7152015 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JAIPUR - 1
RAJASTHAN JAIPUR KOTPUTALI KAMLESH KUMAR & ORS. CONSUMER CC19712019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JAIPUR - 11l
RATASTIL lKoTpuTAu NARENDRA SINGH CONSUMER [CCIR8612018 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM ALWAR
RATASTIL ALWAR ATARABL CIVIL. [Civil Misc/4172017 & Ciil Suit 11172017 X ALWAR
RATASTIL ALWAR SAKIR KHAN CONSUMER CC/1065/2017 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM ALWAR
RATASTIL KOTA BRUESH SHARMA CIVIL. 26512019 N KOTA ALWAR
RATASTIL JODHPUR RAM CHANDRA CONSUMER [CC/40572018 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JODHPUR - 11
RATASTIL ALWAR BABU LAL CONSUMER [CCrA5412019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM AR
RATASTIL BHILWARA VAKUB KHAN CONSUMER 1992018 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM BHILWARA
RAJASTHAN JAIPUR ALWAR SAMPAT KHAN CONSUMER ccra12017 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM ALWAR
RAJASTHAN JAIPUR ALWAR SAMPAT KHAN CONSUMER cCr7162017 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM ALWAR
RAJASTHAN JAIPUR BHILWARA RAMESHWAR LAL AHIR CONSUMER EA/8/2020 IN Co/22612016 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM [CHITTAURGARIT
RAJASTHAN HITESH KUMAR JAIN JAIPUR JHUNJHUNU VIDHY ADHAR SHARMA CONSUMER MA/1/2020 IN CC/185/2020 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM THUNJHUNU
RAJASTHAN JAIPUR JHUNTHUNU VINOD CONSUMER [CCr78772020 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM [CHURU
73 |SLMDURIO04SISI [ TAMIL NADU MADURAI KKNAGAR MADURAI MUTHUPANDI CONSUMER ccr12019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM MADURAI
[TAMIL NADU MADURAT KKNAGAR MADURAT MATHAN BHARATH CONSUMER [CCTIT82019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM MADURAT
[TAMIL NADU [COIMBATORE PONNUSAMY R CIVIL TP/1082019 ADDITIONAL SUB COURT KARUR
76 |SLTUTCNO005374 [ TAMIL NADU ESAISELVAM TIRUNELVELI TUTICORIN RIEGAN CONSUMER CCis3/2014 |ms TRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM TUTICORIN
[TAMIL NADU ESAISELVAM TIRUNELVELT [ TENKAST MARIAMMAL M CIVIL 0571702017 PRINCIPAL SUB COURT, TENKASI TIRUNELVELT
SLTNVLI0247924 | TAMIL NADU ESAISELVAM TIRUNELVELT [TIRUNELVELT MEERASHAKIP CONSUMER [CC23072020 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM [TIRUNELVELT




JLOKESVARAN TIRICHY. TRICHY KISHOREKUMAR K. CONSUMER DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM [TRICHY
LOKESVARAN TRICHY TRICHY T SIVALINGAM P CONSUMER DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM TRICHY
HEAD OFFICE ROC VIRUDHACHALAM ARUNAGIRT CONSUMER STATE COMMISSION [CHENNAT
RAJASTEPHEN [COIMBATORE TIRUPUR [PALPANDIAN CONSUMER DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM TIRUPUR
[RAJASTEPHEN [COIMBATORE COMBATORE C /13792015 PRINCIPAL DISTRICT MUNISFF COIMBATORE [COIMBATORE
RAJASTEPHEN [COIMBATORE COMBATORE CIVIL /195372016 [PRINCIPAL DISTRICT MUNISFF COIMBATORE [COIMBATORE
BHAGYARAT MADURAT KKNAGAR MADURAT CIVIL (0P /7172020 [PRINCIPAL DISTRICT COURT. MADURAI MADURAT
LOKESVARAN TRICHY ARIVAL CIVIL (OP/3772015 PRINCIPAL DISTRICT COURT, ARIVALUR ARIYALUR
SLPDKTI0 97194 LOKESVARAN TRICHY PUDUKOTTAT CONSUMER [CC3R019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM PUDUKOTTAL
88 [SLMDURIOI97635 |TAMILNADU BHAGYARAI MADURAI KKNAGAR MADURAI RAJALAKSHMI J CONSUMER cca12019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM MADURAI
89 |SLMHBNR0006559 [ TELANGANA YEKULA SUBBAREDDY | TELANGANA MAHABUNAGAR GOPALN CONSUMER EA/142019 IN CC/49/2016 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM MAHABUB NAGAR
SLMHBNR0006559 YEKULA SUBBAREDDY | TELANGANA MAHABUNAGAR GOPALN CONSUMER A425/2019 TELANGANA STATE COSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL COMISSION HYDERABAD
VEKULA SUBBA REDDY | TELANGANA THADEPALLY SRINIVASA KISHORE CONSUMER [CCIo872019 TELANGANA STATE COSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL COMISSION
SLMHBNR0223901 | TELANGANA YEKULA SUBBAREDDY | TELANGANA BOYA VENKATESH CONSUMER ccis2020 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM MAHABUB NAGAR
[CHHATTISGARH | MANISH SHURLA RAIPUR TARUN KUMAR SAHU CONSUMER CCri7237 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM BILASPUR
SLPSNGR0030240 |CHHATTISGARH | MANISH SHUKLA RAIPUR RAIPUR IRFAN BEG CONSUMER cCri6/ia6 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM RAIPUR
SLPSNGRO155401 TTISGARH M RAPUR (GEETA BAI BANJARE CONSUMER CC207222 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM RAIPUR
PUNJ CHANDIGARH [CHARANIIT SINGH CIVIL C5/9142019 CIVIL JUDGE, RUPNAGAR RUPNAGAR
PUNJ JALANDHAR RAT PAL VERSUS SAVINDER PAL CIVIL CS/1312019 [CIVIL JUDGE, SULTANPUR LODHT KAPURTHALA
PUNJ AMRITSA NIRMAL SINGH CIVIL CS/59772018 [CIVIL JUDGE . AMRITSAR AMRITSAR
PUNJ AMRITSAI [NIRMAL SINGH CIVIL APPEAL CA/I02021 [CIVIL JUDGE . AMRITSAR AMRITSAR
SLCNDGRO155933 [PUNJ CHANDIGARH [GURWINDER SINGH CIVIL C5/4942019 [CIVIL JUDGE. FARIDKO FARIDKOT
SLAMTSROI38984 [PUNJ AMRITSA BHUPINDER SINGH VS, ESFBL CONSUMER RBT/CC/I8/612 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM MUKTSAR
SLCNDGRO061333 | PUNJAB CHANDIGARH BUTTA SINGH CONSUMER RP/IS702018 NATIONAL COMMISSION, DELHI DELHI
SLBTNDAOI64681 |PUNJ BATHINDA VEERPAL RAUR C (00572015 PERMANENT LOK ADALAT. BATHINDA BATHINDA
PUNJ PATHANKOT KAMALIEET KUMAR C C5/6642020 CIVIL JUDGE. PATHANKOT PATHANKOT
PUNJ BATHINDA NAGINDER SINGH C [CWP/132192020 X [CHANDIGARH
PUNJ BATHINDA RAJU SINGH C ARB/193/2019 DISTRICT AND SESSION COURT, BATHINDA BATHINDA
PUNJ AMRITSA KUNAN SINGH C 526982020 R AMRITSAR
CHANDIGARH BALWINDER SINGH C ANo9T31/2.112020 X FATEHGARH SAHIB
CHANDIGARH TARA SINGH C ANo913272.11.2020 PERMANENT LOK ADALAT FATEHGARH SAHIB
CHANDIGARH SINDER KAUR C ARB/22021 ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, SANGRUR SANGRUR
AMRITSA BALDEV SINGH C C5/572021 [CIVIL JUDGE, AINALA AMRITSAR
[FARIDABAD RASHID C (C5/7072020 [CIVIL JUDGE. JUNIOR DIVISION FARIDABAD, HARVANA
KARNATARA TUMKUR [CHETHAN C 0.5/632020 [CIVIL JUDGE JR DN CHIKKANAY AKANAFALLT TUMAKURU
MAHARASHTRA Al AHMEDNAGAR [GANESH RANGNATH GADE CONSUMER [CC0/162 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM AHMEDNAGAR
SLILGON0224522 |MAHARASHTRA __|[VACANT MUMBAT JALGAON RATESH PANDIT CHAUDHART CONSUMER [CCR0/s DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JALGAON
SLCNDGR0232041 |PUNJAB VACANT PUNJAB CHANDIGARH DARSHAN SINGH CRIMINAL CRM-M/2586/2021 HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH CHANDIGARH
SLTNIVR0240170 | TAMIL NADU LOKESVARAN TRICHY. THANJAVUR D MANICKAM CIVIL GS/19772020 THANJAVUR
SLKARUR0237026 | TAMIL NADU RAJASTEPHEN SALEM KARUR SUDHA B CRIMINAL [CRIME NO 7162020 TUDICIAL MAGISTRATE NO T KARUR
SLIODPRO197696 | RAJASTHAN HITESH KUMAR JAIN JAIPUR JODHPUR KALURAM CONSUMER cci302021 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JODHPUR - 1
SLRATALOI69726 NITIN RAITHAL RAMESH KUMAR CIVIL 573397021 (CIVIL COURTS. KAITHAL
NITIN HISSAR SUBHASH CHANDER CIVIL C5/7012021 (CIVIL COURT HISAR
NITIN AMBALA JANESHWAR KUMAR CIVIL 5723662020 [CIVIL COURT Y AMUNANAGER
SLHISAR0IE9951 NITIN FISSAR SATBIR CIVIL ARB/72021 SESSION COURT HISSAR
SLNANDDO224104 |MAHARASHTRA  |SAMEER DHUMAL NANDED MOHAMMADMATEEN AHMED MOHAMMADUSMAN CONSUMER [SCEITE DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM NANDED
SLKRNALOT16845 [HARYANA NITIN KARNAL KRISHNA DEVIGULAB) CIVIL ARB/15/2021 SESSION COURT PANIPAT PANIPAT
SLIBLPR0218967 _|MADHYA PRADESH [VIAY SINGH JABALPUR SHIV KUMAR JHARIY A CONSUMER CCi6422021 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM JABALPUR 1T
SLPTNKT0266976 |PUNJAB VACANT PATHANKOT RAMANDEEP cviL 574412021 CIVIL COURT. GURDASPUR GURDASPUR
SLBADDI0211975_| PUNJ, CANT DD DHARAMPAL C [Civil Misc Application/ 43472021 [CIVIL COURT, NALAGARH, SOLAN HIMACHAL PRADESH
ON CANT JALANDHAR MALKIT SINGH C ARB3402019 ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE TALANDHAR
PUNJ CANT UDHIANA BIR DEVENDER C [CM/1392020 ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE FATEHGARH SAHIB
N 39 [PUNJ CANT UDHIANA BIR DEVENDER C [CM/14072020 ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE FATEHGARH SAHIB
SLLUDNAOI61514 [PUNJ CANT UDHIANA BIR DEVENDER C [CM/141/2020 ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE FATEHGARH SAHIB
SLNZMBD0231422 | TELANGANA YEKULASUBBAREDDY | TELANGANA NIZAMABAD SHAIK KALEEM v MVOP/296/2021 MOTOR ACCIDENTS CLAIMS TRIBUNAL NIZAMABAD
134 |SLMLDRIOI71371 | TAMIL NADU LOKESVARAN TRICHY MAYILADUTHURAL NATARAIAN CONSUMER cci62021 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM NAGAPATTINAM
SLAYDNROZ11195 |MAHARASHTRA | PRADIP GATBE NAGPUR AYODHY ANAGAR AMIT PANDURANG BATULWAR CONSUMER [SSAIN] ADDITIONAL DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUT REDRESSAL COMMISION | NAGPUR
136 PUNJAB VACANT PUNJAB MANPREET SINGH CIVIL 53112021 [CIVIL COURT, BUDHLADHA MANSA
137 [SLBTNDA0249464 | PUNIAB VACANT PUNJAB AMARPREET SINGH CIVIL 573102021 [CIVIL COURT. BUDHLADHA MANSA
SLINDII0I84781 | MADHYA PRADESH [VIAY SINGH INDORE MOHIT VERMA CONSUMER RBT/CCI682/2021 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM INDORE
139 |SLKRNAL0226199 |HARYANA NITIN HARYANA SONIYA v 5123272021 CIVIL COURT KARNAL |KARNAL
STKMBRMO165919 | TAMIL NADU LOKESVARAN SATHISHKUMAR R CIVIL (05726572021 PRL_SUB COURT, KUMBAKONAM THANJAVUR
SLAZDPR0207431_|DELHL FARKISHAN SINGH DELHI RAVINDER KUMAR CIVIL OMP (COMM.Y1622021 DISTRICT COURT (COMMERCIAL). ROHINI NORTH ROHINT
SLILNDROI135464_|PUNJAB VACANT PUNJAB JALANDHAR BALDEV SINGH CIVIL [CM/T002020 & CM/99/2020 ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE TALANDHAR
143 |SLAUGBDO109789 |MAHARASHTRA  [SAMEER DHUMAL |w MAHA AURANGABAD |GANJIDHAR MANIKRAO KAKADE CONSUMER RP/13402019
SLYATML0244248 | MAHARASHTRA __|PRADIP GAJBE CHANDRAPUR [GAUSUL SHAMSH ABDUL SALAM QURESHI CONSUMER CCRI/Tst
SLLUDNA0247560 UDHIANA [GURMAIL SINGH CIVIL CS/563/2021
SWINDER SINGH CONSUMER CCi21/29
N RAMAN KUMAR CIVIL CS/1087/2021
| GURPREET SINGH 1L CWP23192/2021
[NAVEEN INYANESHWAR ANTAKAR CONSUMER CCI572021
CIVIL 57752021
BRIGHT SELVAKUMAR CIVIL ARB O.P(COM.DIV./19472021 [CHENNAI
CIVIL (05 /387472020 [CHENNAI
CIVIL (05/41452020 [CHENNAI
SALIM MOHAMMED MULLA I (OP20471/2020 [CHENNAI
BATRANG LAL SONI CONSUMER [CC972019 THATTAR
SOMAL CRIMINAL (CRR/105/2019 BHIWANT
ARIF KHAN CONSUMER UDAIPUR
|GLOBAL ELECTRONICS SOLUTION CONSUMER CC/38772021 [4TH ADDITIONAL DISTRICT CONSUMER FORUM BANGALORE
FARIDABAD SIKANDER KHAN VERSUS EQUITAS CIVIL APPEAL CMA/106/2021 VASHVIR SINGH RATHORE FARIDABAD. HARYANA
SLAMTSR0271520 AMRITSAR C CS/35582021 [CIVILJUDGE. AMRITSAR AMRITSAR
BATHINDA i CS/33172021 CIVIL MANSA
N LUDHIANA C CS/100572021 CIVIL ARNALA
SLLUDNA0223067 B VACANT PUNJ; LUDHIANA [TARANIIT C CS/1005/2021 [CIVIL JUDGE. BARNALA ARNALA
SLDHRDNO166525 HARKISHAN SINGH DELH] DEHRADUN [RAIEEV KUMAR C Visc. Civil Reg 70/12/2021 DISTRTICT COURT, DEHRADUN TTARAKHAND
B VACANT PUNJAB AMRITSAR VARINDER SINGH VERSUS STATE OF PUNJAB AND ESFB___[C1 (CRM-M-25009 OF 2016) NEW NUMBER CRM-16433-2019 | HIGH COURT, CHANDIGARH CHANDIGARH
B |[PUNIAB CHANDIGARH SHADI KHAN C CS/459/2021 AMLOH
[ TIRUNELVELT TENKAST AKBER C (0574102021
SLKATAL0276393 THARYANA KAITHAL [GURDEV SINGH. C PLAPUS/ 142022
SLJHUNUOI95231_[R. JHUNJHUNU [OMPRARASH CHOMAL CONSUMER CCrm22022
170 |51 AZADPUR [GUNIIT SINGH KUMAR CIVIL. [OMP (COMM.)2272021
SLSHMGA(224450 | KARNATAKA X X SHIMOGA MOHAMMED SUHAIL CIVIL (0573612022
700003233659 DELHI SINGH GURGAON DUSHYANT TENT HOUSE v Cs/615/2022
SLSOLPR0226678 |MAHARASHTRA | SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA SOLAPUR NILESH ARUN GAVADE CONSUMER [CCRant




SLBTNDAO 89887 [PUNIA UNJAB [CHANDIGARH TGURNEB SINGH CIVIL 50472022 JCIVILJUDGE. SRIMUKTSAR SAHIB SRIMUKTSAR SAHIB
PUNJAI UNJAB [CHANDIGARH [JASPREET SINGH VS SUSHIL CHANDEL CIVIL 573612022 [CIVIL JUDGE. KHANNA LUDHIANA
TAMIL NADU RAT X i (05715172022 PRINCIPAL DISTRICT MUNSIF COURT
MAHARASHTRA UBHASH GHOGARE |5 MAHA UMESH MARUTI NIGADE CONSUMER CCR13T3 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM
SLKLHPRO310575 |MAHARASHTRA | AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |5 MAHA KOLHAPUR RAJKUMAR GAJANAN CHOUGULE CIVIL. S01.C.5./92022 [CIVIL COURTJAYSINGPUR
179 |SLCNDRP0256094 |MAHARASHTRA  [PRADIP GAIBE NAGPUR CHANDRAPUR SHEIKHA NISAR SHEIKH NASIR CONSUMER ccna0 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM
180 |SLCNDRP0251295 |MAHARASHTRA  [PRADIP GAIBE NAGPUR CHANDRAPUR RAJU MAIYALAL NISHAD CONSUMER cci3 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM
SLHISARD0S2384 | HARYANA HARYANA RAGHUBER CIVIL CAR342019 [CIVIL COURT BHIWANT
KARNATAKA RIRAN BANGALORE SAIYADHUSEN CIVIL (05/13622022 PRL CIVIL JUDGE AND JMFC, HUBBALLT
KARNATAKA BANGALORE SAIYADHUSEN CIVIL (0513772022 L TUDGE AND JMFC, HUBBALLT
KARNATAKA IMAMAHUSEN MOULASAB ANDALAGE CIVIL 05 /6842021 L TUDGE AND JMFC, HUBBALLT
MADHYA NEW RAHUL TRASPORT CONSUMER CC/1582022 T CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM TABALPUR 1T
ARADHANA CHOUKSEY CONSUMER CCR972022 CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM ABALPUR I
X PATHANKOT TARO DEVI CIVIL (53112022 T_PATHANKOT ATHANKOT
AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE SANGLI ROHIDAS YALLAPPA SHIVSHARAN CONSUMER CCR1n22 T CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM ANGALL
ESAISELVAM TIRUNELVELT KALA SARLET, W/O. MOSES MONI CIVIL ARBOP/102019 AL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE. NAGERCOIL KANY AKUMART
HARKISHAN SINGH DELHI NARESH KUMAR CONSUMER CCI1202022 CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM, HARIDWAR TTARAKHAND
HAR NITIN i A RARNAL SHREE SAI LOGISTICS CIVIL ARB22022 AND SESSION COURT PANIPAT ANIPAT
HAR RUPINDER KAUR CIVIL C5/4372022 TUDICIAL COMPLEX. SAFIDON IND
GUIARAT GANDHIDHAM IMRAN UMAR TRAYA CONSUMER e DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM KACHCHH
PUNIAL VACANT UDHIANA CONSUMER SEHIE] DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM UDHIANA
PUNJAI VACANT CHANDIGARH CIVIL C52750022 ATIALA
PUNJAI VACANT CHANDIGARH CIVIL CWP/632612022 CHANDIGARTH
PUNJAI VACANT CHANDIGARH i CWP/89792022 T CHANDIGARH
AMIL NADU LOKESVARAN THANJAVUR CONSUMER CCI792017 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM HANJAVUR
PUNJAB LUDHIANA CIVIL CR/70772022 PUNJAB
MADHY A PRADESH JABALPUR CONSUMER CC/5112021 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM TABALPUR 1T
MAHARASHTRA | AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE SATARA CONSUMER A21/33 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM SATARA
MAHARASHTRA [ AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE SATARA CONSUMER ARISL DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM SATARA
SLPONDY0250012 | TAMIL NADU LOKESVARAN PONDICHERRY SOMASUNDARAM CIVIL 573502022 TADM, PUDUCHERRY PUDUCHERRY.
204 |SLAKOLAO113776 |MAHARASHTRA  |PRADIP GAIBE NAGPUR AKOLA SYEDAASIM SYEDSALIM CONSUMER ceis12022 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM WASHIM
205 |SLAKOLAO135125 |MAHARASHTRA  |PRADIP GAIBE NAGPUR AKOLA SAYYADADIL SAYYAD SALEEM CONSUMER ceis22022 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM WASHIM
206 |SLAKOLAOI01388 |MAHARASHTRA  |PRADIP GAIBE NAGPUR AKOLA SYEDAASIM SYEDSALIM CONSUMER 532022 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM WASHIM
MADHYA PRADESH |VIAY SINGH TNDORE INDORE 1L PRAKASH CHANDRA JATWA CONSUMER [CCRYT36 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM TITAN
SLSALEM0224158 | TAMIL NADU RAJASTEPHEN SALEM SALEM BALASUBRAMANIYAN 1 CONSUMER [CC382027 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM SALEM
209 |SLSRMPR0200207 |MAHARASHTRA  |SAMEER DHUMAL W MAHA SHRIRAMPUR ARUN RAMDAS DAHIFALE VITTHAL NAMDEV DAHIFALE | CONSUMER MA/19/22 IN CC/144/2019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM AHMEDNAGAR
SLYATML0244248 |MAHARASHTRA | PRADIP GATBE NAGPUR CHANDRAPUR [GAUSUL SHAMSH ABDUL SALAM QURESHI C il MA 4272022 PRINCIPAL DISTRICT AND SESSIONS JUDGE, CHANDRAPUR [CHANDRAPUR
TAIPUR JODHPUR NENI KANWR C 7072022 PERMANENT LOK ADALAT PUBLIC UTILITY SERVICES TODHPUR
HARYANA AMBALA MOHAN LAL C APPI22/2021 PERMANENT LOK ADALAT PUBLIC UTILITY SERVICES KURUKSHETRA
HARYANA KARNAL ATESH C C5 /782022 TUDICIAL COMPLEX. PANIPAT PANIPAT
SLCNDGRO128223 PUNJAI CHANDIGARH AGANDEEP_SINGH C ARB/ 11572021 DISTRICT AND SESSIONS COURT PATIAL
SLBADDI0250430 [PUNJAI BADDI MOHAN LAL C Civil Misc Application/962022 [CIVIL JUDGE SENIOR DIVISION. KASAULL SOLAN HIMACHAL PRADESH
SLBADDI0250430 [PUNJAI BADDI VOHAN LAL C Suit For Permanent Injunction/55/2022 HIMACHAL PRADESH
SLSVKSI0204513 BHAGYARAT MADURAT SIVAKAST EY ALARSHMIT CONSUMER CCR226 VIRUDHUNAGAR
SLIBLPRO301425 VIJAY SINGH INDORE JABALPUR HIRDAY NARAYAN CONSUMER (CCR12022 KATND
SLAMTSROI991 14 [PUNJ ACANT PUNJAB AMRITSAR RAIWINDER KAUR C ARB/42022 TARN TARAN
700004128520 MAHARASHTRA __|PRADIP GAJBE [NAGPUR VAVATMAL MIRZASHHEBAZBAIG MIRZASHAFAKATBAIG CONSUMER CCI502022 WASHIM
221 |SLMNIUR0311772 | TAMIL NADU SIVAGURUNATHAN CHENNAI MINIUR BARANIK v 05/3315/2022 CHENNAI
SLAZDPR0290806_| DELAL FARKISHAN SINGH DELHT AZADPUR VINOD KUMAR YADAV CONSUMER [CCioR022 NORTH WEST
223 |SLSONPT0209410 |HARYANA NITIN HARYANA SONIPAT SHILAK RAM v CWP/10901/2022 HIGH COURT OF PUNJAB & HARYANA AT CHANDIGARH CHANDIGARH
224 |SLDVNHL0312786 |KARNATAKA HARIKIRAN BANGALORE DEVANAHALLI HARISHKUMAR K CONSUMER ccr02022 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM CHIKKABALLAPUR
225 |SLSNGGRO206476 | TAMIL NADU RAJASTEPHEN SALEM SANGAGIRI GUNASEKARAN P CONSUMER ccnnoo DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM SALEM
226 |SLAZDPRO218462 | DELHI HARKISHAN SINGH DELHI AZADPUR BROWNBIRD ENTERPRISES PRIVATELIMITED cviL cwer 2022 HIGH COURT, DELHI DELHI
PUNJAB VACANT PUNJAB BATHINDA VAKIL SINGH CIVIL TUDICIAL COMPLEX. MANSA PLAMANSA
589 [PUNIAB VACANT PUNJAB BATHINDA BALJNDER SING CONSUMER CCr0R0L DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM BATHINDA
SLMLDRI0219267 | TAMIL NADU LOKESVARAN PONDICHERRY | MAYILADUTHURAT CIVIL (052062020 NAGAPATTINAM
230 |SLSNGGRO206476 | TAMIL NADU RAJASTEPHEN SALEM SANGAGIRI GUNASEKARAN P CONSUMER APPEAL RP/3/2022 STATE CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL COMMISSION CHENNAI
T00004124750 TAMIL NADU MADURAT THENT CONSUMER CCi6R021 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM (THENT
SLFRDBDO3 11554 [HARYANA HARYANA FARIDABAD CIVIL 526142022 [CIVIL COURTS. FARIDABAD FARIDABAD
233 |SLFRDBD0222299 |HARYANA HARKISHAN SINGH HARYANA FARIDABAD HARISH CHAND v /30062022 DISTRICT COURT FARIDABAD
SLSHMGA(263657 | KARNATARA FARTKIRAN BANGALORE MOHAMMED ALEEM CIVIL (05724372022 PRL CIVIL JUDGE SHIVAMOGGA
KARNATAKA HARIKIRAN BANGALORE CIVIL 05713372022 PRL. CIVIL JUDGE SHIVAMOGGA
KARNATAKA HARIKIRAN BANGALORE CIVIL 0562472021 PRL_CIVIL JUDGE SHIVAMOGGA
SLHAVRI0245320 |KARNATAKA HARTKIRAN BANGALORE HASIM MOHAMMAD RAJAVT CIVIL (0574172022 PR CIVIL JUDGE AND JMFC HUBBALLT DHARWAD
238 |SLHOSPTO179506 | KARNATAKA HARIKIRAN BANGALORE B HHUSSAIN ( PEERAMMA ) CONSUMER CC/5912019 DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM BELLARY
SLKLHPRO313285 |MAHARASHTRA | AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |5 MAHA ROLHAPUR UMESH BASAVRAT HADAPAD CONSUMER (SRR DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM KOLHAPUR
SLKLHPR0233531 |MAHARASHTRA | AXAY SUBHASH GHOGARE |5 MAHA KOLHAPUR UMESH BASAVRAT HADAPAD CONSUMER [CCR33R DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM KOLHAPUR
241 |SLGRCPX0232979 | TAMIL NADU SIVAGURUNATHAN CHENNAI CHENNAL MAIN BRANCH |PERUMAL P cviL 1P2/2022 HIGH COURT (INSOLVENCY) CHENNAI
242 |SLGRCPX0232980 | TAMIL NADU SIVAGURUNATHAN CHENNAI CHENNAL MAIN BRANCH |PERUMAL P CviL 1P/2/2022 HIGH COURT (INSOLVENCY) CHENNAI
243 |SLONDGR0224347 |PUNJAB VACANT PUNJAB CHANDIGARH RAKESH KUMAR HANS CONSUMER cCnoiss DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL FORUM PATIALA
SLPONDY 0312428 | TAMIL NADU LOKESVARA NDICHERRY | PONDICHERRY PUSHPARAT C 57455372022 [CITY CIVIL COURT [CHENNAT
245 HITESH KUMAR JAIN TAIPUR C Civil Misc. Non Connected (38) 10012022 ALWAR COURT COMPLEXT ALWAR
SLCNDGR0256720 VACANT PUNJAB C C5/9152022 TUDICIAL COMPLEX. RATPURA PATIALA
247 [SLBTNDA0245717 |PUNJAB PUNJAB C CWP/ 15556272022 HIGH COURT. PUNJAB PUNJAB
SLKTPTI0203365 |RAJASTHAN TAIPUR C Civil Misc. Non Connected (38) 10112022 ALWAR COURT COMPLEXT ALWAR
249 RAJASTHAN JAIPUR C 172022 [PERMANENT LOK ADALAT KOTA
SLKRNAL0249555 |HARYANA HARYANA C (5723867022 [CIVIL COURTS. KARNAL KARNAL




F FACT OF THE CASE CLAIM AMOUNT _[CASE FILED DATY] CURRENT STAGE

BORROWER AVAILED FINANCE ASSSTANCE ON TRACTOR. THE SAID ASSETWAS REFGSSESSED AND SOLD A5 PER DUE COURSE. FE ALLEGED IN THE COMPLAINT RAT SEIZORE AND SALE OF THE VEFICLE DONE WiTHOUT FOLLOWING DUE COURSE AND ASSETWAS S0LD ATIOWER RATE

|COMPARITVELY WITH MARKET PRICE. ALSO COMPLAINED ABOUT ARBITRATION VENUE AT CHENNAI AS WELL AS HE COULD NOT FIND ARBITRATOR OFFICE N THE GIVEN ADDRESS OF ARBITRATION NOTICE. AS THE COMPLAINANT WAS GIVEN LAST CHANCE FOR HIS APPEARANCE BY THE 500000 03-5ep19 | EVIDENCE AFFIDAVIT FILED, POSTED FOR HEARING
ARBITRATOR, HE ATTENDED BEFORE TRIBUNAL AND FILED HIS OBJECTIONS. PRAYER PART FROM THE COMPLAINANT IS THAT TO PAY RS 5.00 LAKHS TOWARDS MENTAL AGONY, LEGAL EXPENSES & COMPENSATION FOR NON FUNCTIONING OF THE VEHICLE OR ANY APPROPRIATE ORDERS THE

FORUM DEEMS FIT AND PROPER_WRITTEN STATEMENT EILED AND POSTED FOR FILING AFFIDAVIT FROM BOTH PARTIES

VEHICLE WAS SEIZED AND SOLD. EXECUTION PETITION PENDING. 1500000 11Jul-18 | COMPLAINANT SIDE EVIDENCE
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION 0 22-Aug19_[PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
MATTER WAS SETTLED IN MARCH 2018 BY STATING THAT HIS CLAIM IS DECLINED AND RS 300000~ WAS DEPOSITED. THEREAFTER WE CAME TO KNOW THAT THE CLAIM IS NOT DECLINED AND HENCE WE WITHDRAW THE SETTLEMENT AND AGGRIVED BY OUR ACT, THE HIRER FILED COMPLANT 300000 \5May-1s  |REPLY

BEFORE PS AND 156/3 IN COURT FOR REGISTRATION OF FIR AGAINST THE BM SAME WAS LASTLY LISTED FOR ARGUMENTS. OBJECTION 34 ARBITRATION ACT

MATTER WAS SETTLED IN MARCH 2018 BY STATING THAT HIS CLAIM IS DECLINED AND RS 300000/- WAS DEPOSITED. THEREAFTER WE CAME TO KNOW THAT THE CLAIM IS NOT DECLINED AND HENCE WE WITHDRAW THE SETTLEMENT AND AGGRIVED BY OUR ACT, THE HIRER FILED COMPLANT 300000 0Dect1s | EVIDENCE

BEFORE PS AND 156/3 IN COURT FOR REGISTRATION OF FIR AGAINST THE BM SAME WAS LASTLY LISTED FOR ARGUMENTS. REGISTRATION OF FIR AGAINST RAVIRANGA UJS 406/420/468/471

MATTER WAS SETTLED IN MARCH 2018 BY STATING THAT HIS CLAIM IS DECLINED AND RS 300000/- WAS DEPOSITED. THEREAFTER WE CAME TO KNOW THAT THE CLAIM IS NOT DECLINED AND HENCE WE WITHDRAW THE SETTLEMENT AND AGGRIVED BY OUR ACT, THE HIRER FILED COMPLANT 300000 |5May18 | ARGUMENTS ON SUMMONING
BEFORE PS AND 156/3 IN COURT FOR REGISTRATION OF FIR AGAINST THE BM SAME WAS LASTLY LISTED FOR ARGUMENTS. REGISTRATION OF FIR AGAINST THE BANK AND OFFICIAL BM

EMI WERE DUE VEHICLE REPOSSESSED AND SOLD. WE MOVED SECTION 5 APPLICATION 0 T5Nov-19___[FOR REPLY TO ARBITRATION APPLICATION SECTION 5 & §
RANBIR MATTER IS CLOSED BUT IN ANOTHER MATTER HE STOOD AS GUARANTOR AND THE MATTER 1S NPA LE HARL OM-SLAZDPRO0TS2S2. 0 03-Dec-18__[FOR ARGUMENT ON OUR APPLICATION SEC § AND O7 R
[CUSTOMER FILED CASE AGAINST THE BANK IN DISTRICT COMMISSION AND GOT FAVOURABLE ORDER WITH THE COMPENSATION OF RS. 63000/- AND WE FILED APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER AND GOT STAY 63000 07-Jan-19__[FOR FILING STAY ORDER
INSURAANCE CO. NOT PASS THE CLAIM DUE TO SOME TECHNICAL ISSUE SO CUSTOMER FILED THE CASE IN DISTRICT FORUM MEHSANA AGAINST I. AMCO MOTORS PVT LTD, 2. M S CHOLA INSURANCE CO,, 3. EQUITAS SMALL FINANCE BANK LTD FOR GETTING CLAIM FROM INSURANCE CO. AND

COMPENSATION FROM US AND RECOVER HIS VEHICLE FROM AMCO MOTORS PVT LTD. INSURAANCE CO. NOT PASS THE CLAIM DUE TO SOME TECHNICAL ISSUE SO CUSTOMER FILED THE CASE IN DISTRICT FORUM MEHSANA AGAINST 1. AMCO MOTORS PVT LTD, 2. M § CHOLA INSURANCE CO., 3. u 0l-Jan21 [AWAITNOTICE

EOUITAS SMALL FINANCE BANK LTD) FOR GETTING CI AIM FROM INSURANCE CO_AND COMPENSATION FROM US AND RECOVER HIS VEHICLE FROM AMCO MOTORS PVT LD,

THIRD PARTY FILED CONSUMER CASE DEMAING THE VEHICLE RC PAPERS. THE VEHICLE WAS SOLD "AS I WHERE IS CONDITION”. 41000 17-Oct| ARGUMENTS

BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION FOR DECLARE NOTICE DATED 5.2.2019 ILLEGALNULL AND VOID_ NOT TO REPOSSESS THE VEHICLE AND NOT TO THREAT HIM 0 02-Mar| REPLICATION

BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION FOR DECLARE LETTER DATED 7.1.2019, ILLEGALNULL AND VOID, NOT TO REPOSSESS THE VEHICLE AND NOT TO THREAT HIM 0 14-Feb- ARGUMENTS

BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION FOR NOT TO REPOSSESS THE VEHICLE FORCIBLY AND NOT TO USE BLANK CHEQUES OF GUARANTOR 0 10-Jan REPLY OF SEC§

BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION FOR RETURN THE VEHICLE WITHOUT ANY EXPENSES WITH COMPENSATION OF RS 3000/-PER DAY 3000 PER DAY 15-Dec- ARGUMENTS

BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION FOR MANDATORY INJUCTION DIRECTING THE DEFENDANT NOT TO DEDUCT THE INSTALMENTS HIS SAVING ACCOUNT TILL THE FINAL DECISION OF HIS CLAIM PETETION BEFORE THE LD MOTOR ACCIDENT CLAIM o A5 ul19

TRIBUNAL AMBAL

BORROWER HAS FILED THE SUIT FOR REDENTATION OF HIS ACCOUNT AND DECREE FOR RENDITION OF HIS LOAN ACCOUNT.WITH DIRECTION NOTTO REPOSSESS THE VEHICLE AND NOT TO THREAT HIM 0 28Nov-19

BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION FOR TO REMOVE OVER DUE CHARGES. VISIT CHARGES. PREPAYMENT CHARGES. INSURANCE PENLTY CHARGES ETC AND NOT TO TAKE VEHICLE FORCIBLY 0 24-Jan-20

BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION FOR NO RECOVERY. 3 AMOUNT AS HE HAS VEHICLE SOLD TO THIRD PARTY. 0 09-Dec-19

BORROWER HAS FILED APPLICATION U/S 34 OF ARBITRATION ACT THAT THE AWARD DATED 27-02-2018 MAY KINDLY BE SET-ASIDE. 0 06-Feh-20

EXECUTION U'S 25 AND 27 OF CP ACT FILED BY THE CUSTOMER, FILED STAY APPLICATION BEFORE STATE FORUM AND THE SAME IS PENDING FOR_ APPEAREANCE FOR RESPONDENTFOR21-09-2020. , MEANWHILE EXECUTION PROCEEDING STAYED. SIMILARLY WE FILED APPEAL REGARDING AGAINST | 9o 0. T6Jan20 |COM PLIANCE

|CASE FILED BY CUSTOMER WITH AN APPLICATION TO CONDONE THE DELAY OF 255 DAYS SAME IS ALSO FIXED FOR ARGUMENTS FOR 21-09-2020.

BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INIUCTION 0 TI:Nov-19___[OBJECTIONS

[CUSTOMER FILED CASE AGAINST INSURNACE COMPANY FOR RELIEF OF CLAIM AMOUNT. WE ARE A FORMAL PARTY AS A FINANCIER. NO CLAIM AGAISNT Us 12Nov-15__[FOR REPLY

CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL. HE HAS ALSO CLAIMED COMPENSATION OF RS. § LAKHS. WE HAVE SOLD THE VEHICLE AFTER REPOSSESSION. WE HAVE FILED OUR REPLY AND CASE IS POSTED FOR ARGUMENTS  {500000 06-Jun-18 |ARG\JMI:N TS

[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION U'S 34 OF ARB, ACT AGAINST THE ORDER OF ARBITRATION AWARD. PRESENTLY AGREEMENT APPEAR IN LOSS ON SALE. 20000 Il T

[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL. HE HAS ALSO CLAIMED COMPENSATION OF RS. 30K. WE HAVE FILED OUR REPLY AND THE CASE IS POSTED FOR ARGUMENT 30000 -Dec |

[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL_HE GOT A FAVOUR ORDER. WE HAVE FILED APPEAL AND THE CASE IS POSTED FOR ARGUMENT 828561 -Jan-1

[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION U/S 34 OF ARB, ACT AGAINST THE ORDER OF ARBITRATION AWARD. PRESENTLY AGREEMENT APPEAR IN LOSS ON SALE. 227000 May-|

[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION U/S 34 OF ARB, ACT AGAINST THE ORDER OF ARBITRATION AWARD. PRESENTLY AGREEMENT APPEAR IN LOSS ON SALE. 320000 -Ar-

[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION U'S 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT AFTER SEIZE AND RELEASE OF VEHICLE, PRESENTLY AGREEMENT IS LIVE 7000 ~Jun-|

APPEAL AGAINST THE ORDER OF DCDRF. NEEMUCH 200000 ~Jun-|

[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT SEEKING ORDERS TO RESTRAIN US FROM TAKING CUSTODY OF THE VEHICLE AND HAS ALSO SOUGHT COMPENSATION OF RS 10.49. 180/~ THE CASE IS POSTED FOR REPLY. 1049150 BN

CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION USS 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT AFTER SEIZE AND SOLD OF VEHICLE, DCDRF JABALPUR PASSED THE ORDER IN THE FAVOUR OF CUSTOMER THEN AFTER WE HAVE FILE A APPEL IN STATE FORUM BHOPAL. PRESENTLY AGREEMENT APPEAR IN LOSS ON SALE {65000 25ul-17 [EVIDENCE OF OPPOSITE PARTY
CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION USS 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT AFTER SEIZE AND SOLD OF VEHICLE, DCDRF JABALPUR PASSED THE ORDER IN THE FAVOUR OF CUSTOMER THEN AFTER WE HAVE FILE A APPEL IN STATE FORUM BHOPAL. PRESENTLY AGREEMENT APPEAR IN LOSS ON SALE {30000 13:5p-19  |REPLY ARGUMENTS
[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION USS 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT FOR THE WAIVER IN CHARGES._THIS IS A MATUARED CASE 15000 EVIDENCE OF OPPOSITE PARTY
[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION USS 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT FOR HIS VIHICLE DIMONDING AFTER SEIZE AND SOLD OF VEHICLE IN SATNA BRANCH 50000 FOR REPLY

[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION USS 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT FOR HIS VIHICLE DIMONDING AFTER SEIZE AND SOLD OF VEHICLE IN JABALPUR BRANCHL 75000 27Mar-19__|FOR REPLY
[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION U'S 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT AFTER SIZED AND SOLD OF VEHICLE. CUSTOMER ASKING FOR HIS VEHICLE AND COMENSATION. 50000 27-Jan20___|REPLY ARGUMENTS
[CUSTOMER FILED THE PRESENT CASE CLAIMING THAT WE HAVE CHARGED HIM INTEREST WHICH WAS NOT AGREED UPON AND THAT WE ARE RECOVERING MONEY ILLEGALLY. WE HAVE FILED OUR REPLY AND THE CASE IS POSTED FOR FINAL ARGUMENTS. BUT CUSTOMER IS NOW ASKED FOR 100000 07Feb17 | ARGUMENTS

FILING OF EVIDANCE HENCE MATTER IS POSTED FOR FILING OF EVIDANCE AFFIDAVIT OF CUSTOMER, NOW MATTER IS POSTED FOR FINAL ARGUMEN

[CM HAS FILED APPEAL CHALLEGING AWARD PASSED BY THE ARBITRATOR AND WE HAVE APPEARED IN THE SAID APPEAL THROUGH ADV AGARWAL AND NOW THE SAID APPEALIS AT THE STAGE OF FINAL ARGUMENTS. 15-Aor-14__|ARGUMENTS

(CUSTOMER FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT ON THE GROUND THAT HE HAS NOT BEEN FUNDED THE ENTIRE AMOUNT FOR WHICH HE HAD APPLIED FOR LOAN FOR PURCHASE OF VEHICLE BEARING REG NO. MH 21 X 1250_ THE COURT REJECTED HIS COMPLAINT IN OUR FAVOUR. AGAINST THIS ORDER,

CUSTOMER FILED AN APPEAL BEFORE THE STATE COMMISSION WHICH HAS REMANDED BACK THE MATTER TO THE CONSUMER FORUM TO DECIDE AFRESH AFTER RECORDING EVIDENCE OF THE COMPLAINANT. CASE IS POSTED FOR EVIDENCE OF THE COMPLAINANT AND ON ...... THE DCRF PASSED

THE ORDER AS BANK TO PAY RS RESPONDENT BANK SHALL PAY 40,000/~ TO APPLICANT AS A COMPENSATION AND COST OF APPLICATION WITHIN 30 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF ORDER LE. 2§ FEB 19 169000 27-Mar-19 [ARGUMENTS

RESPONDENT BANK SHALL DEPOSIT RS 25,000/~ TO CONSUMER WELFARE FUND WITHIN 30 DAYS FROM THE DATE OF ORDER, AS PER PROVISION OF SEC. 14 (1) (HB)

NOW WE HAVE FIl ED THE APPEAL IN STATE FORLIM AURANGARAD ON 27 MAR 19_IN APPEAL THE CASE IS NOW KEPT EOR APPERANCE AND ARGUMENT NDH IS:

CUSTOMER HAS FILED CONSUMER COMPLAINT AGAINST US ALLAGING THAT NOT TO SALE HIS VEHICLE AND HAND OVER HIS VEHICLE. CONSUMER COURT HAS ALLOWED HIS APPLICATION. WE HAVE FILED APPEAL BEFORE STATE COMMISSION. STATE COMMISSION HAS REJECTED OUR APPEAL, 120000 0sAug19 | COMPLIANCE

THENAFTER WE HAVE FILED REVISION APPEAL BEFORE NATIONAL COMMISSION. DELHI NOW THIS REVISION IS PENDING FOR INTERIM ORDER.

[CUSTOMER FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT U'S 34 APPEAL FOR CHALLANGING THE ARBITRATION AWARD 0 03-Sep-18___[FOR FILING STAY ORDER
[CUSTOMER FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT FOR GETTING/REFUND THE EXCESS AMOUNT DEDUCTED BY INSURANCE CLAIM AFTER FULL AND FINAL SETTLEMENT IN LOK LOK ADALAT 350000 11:Nov-19___[NO WS ORDER PASSED AGAINST ON OPP. NO.1 &
[CUSTOMER FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT FOR_NOT TO USE HIS CHEOUES FOR. PRESENTING THE OUR DUE AMOUNT FROM HIM. BECOUSE HIS VEH_HAS THEFTED & HIS FIGHT TO GET CLAIM FROM INSURANCE COMPANY. 0 10-Dec-19__[1SSUES

LO SAIDAS VISITED TO CUSTOEMER IN THE MONTH OF JUNE 20 FOR SE NEGOTIATION . BUT CUSTOMER HAS DENIED SE RECOVERY AND FILED CONSUMER CASE ASKING FOR HOLD AUCTION PROCEEDINGS AND PRAY FOR CUSTODY OF VEHICLE AS HE IS READY FOR SETTLEMENT 120000 03-Jul20 | FOR FILING STAY ORDER
BORROWER / COMPLAINANT HAS FILED THEFT CLAIM TO SHRIRAM GENERAL INSURANCE CO; BUT SAME WAS REJECTED. HENCE, COMPLAINANT HAS FILED THIS CONSUMER COMPLAINANT WITHOUT MAKING US PARTY. HENCE, WE FILED INTERVENTION APPLICATION ON THE RECORD AND 200000 ISdunls | ARGUMENTS

|CONVIENCE FORUM TO PASS THE ORDER TO MAKE US A NECESSARY PARTY.

APPEAL FILED BEFORE STATE COMMISSION KOLHAPUR AGAINST THE ORDER PASSED BY DCDRF SATARA( CASE NO.60/2017) - CONSUMER CASE DECIDED AGAINST THE BANK .ALLEGATIONS THAT OUR RESPOSSESSION WAS ILLEGAL AND SEEKING COMPENSATION OF RS. 1.8 LAKHS. WE HAVE FILED | 00 03Feb20 | FIRST HEARING

APPEAL BEFORE STATE COMMISSION IT IS POSTED FOR FIRST HEARING ON 03.06.2020

|CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL. HE HAS ALSO CLAIMED COMPENSATION OF RS. 4.15 LAKHS. THE CASE IS DIPOSED AGAINST THE BANK WE FILED APPEAL AGAINST THE DISTRICT FORUM IN APPEAL NO. 84112019, 415000 31Jul19 | ARGUMENT

[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL. HE HAS ALSO CLAIMED COMPENSATION OF RS. 13.20 LAKHS, AN INTERIM ORDER PASSED BY DCDRF, DIRECTING US NOT TO SELL THE VEHICLE, BUT THE SAID VEHICLE WAS ALREADY

SOLD IN THE YEAR OF 2016 ITSELF AND FILED OUR WRITTEN VERSION THAT THE CASE HAS BECOME INFRUCUOUS. DESPITE OF OUR SUBMISSION, THE DISTRICT FORUM PASSED FINAL ORDERS AGAINST US AND DIRECTING US TO RETURN THE VEHICLE, IF THE CUSTOMER PAYS THE OVERDUES. THE [205000 06-Jan-19 | ARGUMENT

|CUSTOMER HAS NOT COMPLIED THE ORDER_WE FILED APPEAL AGAINST THE DISTRICT FORUM ORDER.

[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL. HE HAS ALSO CLAIMED COMPENSATION OF RS. | LAKHS. WE HAVE FILED OUR REPLY AND CASE IS POSTED FOR COMPLAINANTS EVIDENCE, 100000 14Nov-18__[EVIDENCE

[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL AND NOT READY TO ACCEPT AUCTION PROCESS 540000 29-0ct-19__[EVIDENCE

INSOLVENCY PETITION FILED BY BORROWER. WE WERE SERVED RECENTLY. WE HAVE ENTERED APPEARANCE AND THE MATTER IS POSTED FOR OUR COUNTER. BORROWER HAS NOT FILED ANY DETAILS REGARDING HIS ASSETS AND LIABILITIES. WE WILL BE TAKING THIS ASPECT TO THE NOTICE OF| \4Mar16  |EVIDENCE

THE COURT ON THE NEXT HEARING DATE.

(c)us'rsoM E\;{ HAS l;ILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL.COMPLAINANT ALSO OBTAINED AN INTERIM ORDER FOR RESTAINING REPOSSESSION OF VEHICLE VIDE M A APPLICATION NO.02/2020. COMPENSATION ASKED BY THE COMPLAINANT |7 000 24Feb20 | FOR FURTHER STEPS

E RS. 7.10 LAKHE

[COMPLETE FACTS ARE NOT AVAILABLE AS NO ANY HARD COPY DOCUMENTS ARE RECEIVED YET .WE GOT THE DETAILS FROM ONLINE WEBSITE AND FROM OUR BANK'S LAWYER INTERIM ORDER PASSED IN THE SAID CASE BY STATING THAT "INTERIM APPLICATION WILL BE ALLOWED IF THE 50000 03Feb20  |FORWS

|COMPLAINANT PAY RS. SOK WITHIN 20 DAYS FROM THE ORDER OF THIS INTERIM APPLICATION. WILL COME TO KNOW ENTIRE DETAILS OF THE CASE ONCE WE GET THE HARD COPY DOCUMENTS FROM COURT

[COMPLETE FACTS ARE NOT AVAILABLE AS NO ANY HARD COPY DOCUMENTS ARE RECEIVED YET .WE GOT THE DETAILS FROM ONLINE WEBSITE AND FROM OUR BANK'S LAWYER INTERIM ORDER PASSED IN THE SAID CASE BY STATING THAT "INTERIM APPLICATION WILL BE ALLOWED IF THE 50000 M2 |FORWS

|COMPLAINANT PAY RS, 15K WITHIN § DAYS FROM THE ORDER OF THIS INTERIM APPLICATION, WILL COME TO KNOW ENTIRE DETAILS OF THE CASE ONCE WE GET THE HARD COPY DOCUMENTS FROM COURT.

[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL AND FORUM ORDERED TO RETURN THE VEHICLE IN ACTUAL CONDITION WHEN IT WAS REPOSSESED AND AND COMPENSATION OF RS.3.20 LAKHS 320000 03-Feh20 _ [FOR WS

WE HAVE REPOSSESSED & SOLD THE ASSET AND AFTER THAT BORROWER FILED CONSUMER CASE WHERE_HIS TI HAS BEEN DISMISSED_ NOW CASE FOR OUR EVIDENCE. 733056 20Jan-17__|FINAL ARGUMENTS
BORROWER FILED CONSUMER CASE AGAINST US AFTER REPOSSESSION OF VEHICLE WITH A PRAYER TO RELEASE VEHICLE IN HIS FAVOUR AND DEMANDING RS. | LAKH FOR MENTAL HARASSMENT, RS. 2 LAKH FOR ECONOMIC LOSS RS. | LAKH FOR DEFICIENCY IN SERVICE AND RS. 21 K AS 121000 0715 |CLAIMANT EVIDENCE
LITIGATION COST. VERSION FILED BY US. COMPLAINANT HAS NOT LET IN HIS EVIDENCE. WE HAVE LET IN OUR EVIDENCE. POSTED FOR ARGUMENTS. IN THE MEANTIME. VEHICLE HAS BEEN SOLD AND OWNERSHIP OF VEHICLE ALSO TRANSFERRED IN THE NAME OF PURCHASER,

HIRER EXPIRED, HIS LEGAL HEIRS FILED CONSUMER CASE TO GET INSURANCE CLAIM OF CREDIT SHIELD AND NOT TO REPOSSESSED HIS VEHICLE. WE ALREADY GOT INSURANCE CLAIM AND EXCESS AMOUNT ALREADY REFUNDED TO NOMINEE . WE RECEIVED NOTICE LATER SO COURT ORDERED | (| A 1n1 AGAISNT Us OJu19 | CLAIMANT EVIDENCE

FOR EX-PARTE WHICH WAS ALREADY CHALLENGED BY US BEFORE STATE CONSUMER FORUM. JAIPUR ’ ’

HIRER CLAIMED TOTAL LOSS IN THIS ACCIDENTAL VEHICLE AND INSURANCE IS AGREE TO PAY PARTLY PAYMNET  CASE IS FIX FOR REPLY NO CLAIM AGAISNT Us Dec | FOR ARGUMENTS
BORROWER FILED CIVIL CASE OF MANDATORY INJUNCTION & GOT STAY ON REPOSSESSION OF VEHICLE. WE FILED SEC-§ ARBITRATION APPLICATION ON SAME DAY _NOW CASE IS FOR REPLY AND ARGUMENTS ON SEC-§ ARB. APPLICATION 0 -Feb- ARGUMENTS ON SEC-S ARB. ACT
SAKIR FILED CONSUMER CASE TO GET NOC OF HIS VEHICLE WHICH WAS BLOCKED WAS US BECAUSE HE IS GUARANTOR IN SHORTFALL CASE OF ASHU-SLALWAR0040114 36100 -Sep- ARGUMENTS'

THERE ARE MANUFACTURING DEFACT IN VEHICLE SO HE FILED CASE AGAINST DEALER & INSURANCE COMPANY. WE ARE NECESSARY PARTY BECAUSE OF FINANCER. 0 Nov| ARGUMENTS'

WE HAVE FUNDED NEW VEHICLE WHERE HIRER IS DEMANDING EXCHANGE OF VEHICLE FROM DEALER DUE TO MANUFACTURING DEFECT IN VEHICLE. WE HAVE ALREADY REPO THE ASSET IN COMPLIANCE OF SEC-17 & AFTER SELLING OF THE VEHICLE . WE WILL FILE REPLY ON NEXT DATE. 300000 b EVIDENCE OF COMPLAINANT
HIRER EXPIRED. HIS LEGAL HEIRS FILED CONSUMER CASE TO GET INSURANCE CLAIM OF CREDIT SHIELD BUT IT IS SUICIDE CASE WITH IN ONE YEAR SO CLAIM IS DECLAINED BY INSURANCE COMPANY. CASE IS FIX FOR REPLY. 500000 19 [FOR ARGUMENTS

50 CALLED PURCHARSER CLAIMED FOR REFUND OF SALE AMOUNT. WHICH WAS ALREADY REFUNDED AND CANCELLED THE ENTRY. ACTUALLY VEHICLE SALE ON HIGH OUATION OF R. 5.80 LAKH. 625000 b-19___|FOR ORDERS

VEHICLE W (;\s ACCIDENT /:)NDKN 10TAL LOSS BORROWER FILED CONSUMER CASE TO GET INSURANCE CLAIM BUT BEFORE FIRST DATE OF HEARING, WE ALREADY GOT THE INSURANCE CLAIM FROM INSURANCE COMPANY. WE HAVE FILED APPLICATION U/S 26 CP ACT. NOW CASE IS FIXED FOR NO CLAIM AGAISNT US ot |ARGUMENTS

REPLY OF OUR APPLICATION & ARG

WSE HAVEO REPOSSESSED & SOLD THE ASSET AND AFTER THAT BORROWER CLAIMED THAT HE DEPOSITED AMOUNT BUT VEHICLE WAS NOT RELEASED TO HIM, HE FILED FIR AGAINST OUR EMPLOYEES ALSO. ACTUALLY AMOUNT WAS DEPOSITED BY PURCHASER DEPOSITED THE AMOUNT, CASEIS | |57c00 o1 | ARGUMENTS ON SEC-26 CP ACT
LISTED FOR REPLY.

VEHICLE WAS THEFT & INSURANCE COMPANY DECLAINED THE CLAIM_DCE CHITTORGARH. AWARDED 10.92.500/- IN OVER FAVOUR._WHICH WAS CHELLANGED BY INSURANCE BEFORE SCE UDAIPUR. 1092500 08Nov-16___|FOR ARGUMENTS

WE HAVE REPOSSESSED THIS VEHICLE ON 5TH FEB 2020 & ON 08TH FEB 2020 HIRER DEPOSITED PENDING DUES BUT HE HAS NOT TAKEN RELEASE OF THE ASSET. LETER | WAS PENDING DUE TO LOCKDOWN. ON 1STJULY 2020 & 20THJULY 2020 WE HAVE ISSUED TWO NOTICES TO CUSTOMER FOR

RELEASE OF THE ASSET. BUT HE APPROCH TO CONSUMER COURT JHUNJHUNU. FOR VEHICLE RELEASE & HARRASSMENT AMOUNT OF TWO LACS. ON FIRST COURT DATE 6 AUG 2020 COURT ORDERED US TO RELEASE THE ASSEST WITHIN 48 HOURS IN PROPER RECEIPT OF CUSTOMER. BUT CUSTOMER {0000 4520 |ARGUMENTS

NOT APPROCH TO OUR BRANCH FOR VEHICLE RELEASE & APPROCH TO YARD DIRECTLY. WHERE YARD OWNER REFUSE TO RELEASE THE ASSET AS BANK NOTICE ISSUED RELEASE LETTER & IN ORDER VEHICLE NO. NOT MENTIONED. WE INTIMAITED TO COURT ON 10TH AUG 2020 WITH VEHICLE

RELEASE LETTER COPY_NOW CASE FOR REPLY.

FORCE FULLY POSSESSION & VEHICLE SELLIN LOW AMOUNT 505000 09-Dec20 _[FORCE

HIRER EXPIRED, CO-APPLICANT IS SON OF HIRER, FILED CONSUMER CASE TO GET THE CREDIT SHIELD INSURANCE CLAIM FOR THE DEATH OF HIS MOTHER (WHO IS HIRER HEREIN) THE CREDIT SHIELD POLICY IS APPLICABLE ONLY FOR THE DRIVER AND IT WAS TAKEN IN THE NAME OF CO- 116000 A1Feb19 | AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLAINANT
BORROWER. HENCE REJECTED HIS CLAIM_HENCE HEE APPROACHED CONSUMER FORUM ALLEGING UNFAIR TRADE PRACTIVE AND SEEKING REFUND OF INSURANCE PREMIUM OF RS. 6000/ AND RS, | LACS TOWARD MENTAL D RS. 10K TOWARDS COST

CUSTOMER FILE1 CONSUMER COMPLAINT AL EGING THAT WE HAVE FUNDED VERICLE FOR K8, 14 LACS AND ORIGINAL R NOT RETURNED, SUBSEGUENT) ¥ INSURANCE POUICE & FC L AFSED. SPFKING COMPENSION GF RS- 16,7593 THF CARE I POSTED FOR P NG WRTTTEN VERSION 1871593 25-Jul-19 | WRITTEN VERSION
[CUSTOMER FILED IP AGAINST US AND WE ARE THE 11TH RESPONDENT IN THE PETITION. OUR VEHICLE IS ALSO MENTIONED IN SCHEDULE OF PROPERTY 0 14-0ct-19___[FOR COUNTER OF RITAND RI3 CALLON
[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL. HE HAS ALSO CLAIMED COMPENSATION OF RS. 2 LAKHS. WE HAVE SOLD THE VEHICLE AFTER REPOSSESSION AND THEREFORE THE CASE HAS BECOME INFRUCTUOUS. WE HAVE 200000 25014 | ARGUMENTS

FILED OUR REPLY AND CASE IS POSTED FOR ARGUMENTS OF THE COMPLAINANT

[CO-APPLICANT HAS FILED THE SUIT FOR MANDATORY INJUNCTION AGAINST US NOT TO SEIZE THE VEHICLE EXCEPT UNDER DUE PROCESS OF LAW AND ALSO INTERIM INJUNCTION_ SEC.§ APPLICATION HAS BEEN FILED. 0 12-Jun-17 NQUIRY

THE CUSTOMER HAS TWO ACCOUNT WITH US.CUSTOMER FILED THE PRESENT CASE CLAIMING THAT WE HAVE CHARGED HIM INTEREST AND CHEOUE BOUNCE ISSUE WHICH WAS NOT AGREED UPON AND THAT WE ARE RECOVERING MONEY ILLEGALLY. 200000 1-Sep-20 _|EVIDENCE OF COMPLAINANT




[CLAIMIN ORIGINAL RC BOOK. 455000 27Feb ENQUIRY
[CLAIVING PDD COMPLETION AND NON REFOSSESSION OF THE VENICLE 0 ~Feb- FOR ORDERS
BORROWER FILED A CONSUMER CAS| UGHT FOR ORIGINAL RC AND COMPENSATION OF RS.22.50 LAKHS. WE HAVE FILED OUR VERSION AND CASE IS POSTED FOR ARGUMENT 2250000 -Jan WRITTER ARGUMENT
APPEAL FILED AGAINST I EXPARTE-ORDER AN GOY STAY AGARIST THE EXECUTION PROCEEDINGE SETASIDE TH EXPARTE ORDIR AND THE CASE IS FOSTED ERFORF DISTRICT PRI AND FURTHER FROCEEDINGS 0000 Jun-| STEPS TO AMEND THE PETITION
[CUSTOMER SON ONE ANANDAN FILED SUIT FOR SEEKING PERMANENT INJUNCTION NOT TO SEIZE THE VEHICLE -Jun-| TA/EA PENDING/CMP PENDING/CRP PENDING/ CMA PENDING
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTIONCUSTOMER SON ONE ANANDAN FILED SUIT FOR SEEKING PERMANENT INJUNCTION NOT TO SEIZE THE VEHICLE cc| ARGUMENTS
[CUSTOMER FILED PRESENT PETION TO CHALLENGE THE ARBITRATION AWARD AND PROCEEDING AND TO CALL FOR RECORDS FORM ARBITRATOR ALREADY CUSTOMER FILED CONSUMER CASE FOR REPO ISSUE 13-Mar2( EXPARTE EVIDENCE
[CUSTOMER FILED ARBITRATION APPEAL AGAINST OUR EP PROCEEDINGS TO GET STAY OF EP PROCEEDINGS' 04-Avr 19 [ENQURY
VECHILE MET AN ACCIDENT BUT NAME TRANSFER OF INSURANCE IS ISSUSES 00000 28-Feb-19 | WRITTEN ARGUMENTS
'AS PER LOAN AGREEMENT THE BORROWER/CUSTOMER WAS A LADY (SON IS CO-APPLICANT, WHO IS THE LITIGANT HERE IN) THE BORROWER DIED OF NATURAL CAUSES SUBSEQUENTLY THE SON WHO IS THE CO-APPLICANT & DRIVER OF THE LOAN VEHICLE HAD INFORMED THE SAME TO THE
COMPANY.THE CO-APPLICANT DEMANDED FOR CREDIT SHEILD INSURANCE FOR OUTSTANDING LOAN TO BE ADJUSTED , BUT OUR TEAM HAD GIVEN FEEDBACK THAT CREDIT SHIELD FOR LOAN ACCOUNT WAS DONE IN THE NAME OF CO APPLICANT (LE ACTUAL DRIVER OF THE LOAN VEHICLE) & |} 1¢100 2Feb19 | AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLAINANT
\401 ONBEHALF OF THE EORROWER/CUSTOMER AGORIEVED BY THE SAME THE CO-APPLICANT NOW FILED CONSUMER CASE & ALLEGES UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICE, SEEKING REFUND OF THE INSURANCE PREMIUM AMOUNT OF RS 60001 LAKH COMPENSATION FOR MENTAL HARASSMENT AND
TOWARDS COSTS OF LITK
BISTRICT FORU . MAHABUBNAGAR ORIDERED ESFH 0 7Y RS 120 KIS TOWARDS CONPENSATION FOR UNFATCTRADE FRACTICE AND DEFECTANCY OF SERVICE AND ALSO 70 PAY RS 2007 TOWARDS COSTS GF TiE CONPLAINT WITHIN ONE NONTIT FRONT i BTE OF ORDER 21 06 2075 VIDE
CC 49/2016. WE HAVE FILED APPEAL IN STATE CONSUMER DISPUTE REDRESSEL COMMISSION AT HYDERABAD VIDE ANO: 425/2019 AG, SAID ORDER AND THE SAME IS PENDING FOR RECORDS FROM DISTRICT FORUM. IN THE MEANWHILE THE COMPLAINANT FILED EA NO: 142019 IN DISTRICT | 110000 19-Sep-19 |FOR FILING STAY ORDER
FORUM TO EXECUTE ITS ORDER FOR WHICH WE HAVE INFORMED THAT APPEAL PENDING WITH STATE FORUM._THE FA PENDING FOR_STAY ORDER COPY.
APPEAL FILED BY ESFB AGAINST ORDER PASSED BY DISTRICT CONSUMER FORUM, MAHBUBNAGAR IN CASE NO: CC/49/2016. IT IS DIRECTED BY DISTRICT FORUM TO ESFB TO PAY RS 120 LAKHS TOWARDS COMPENSATION FOR UNFAIR TRADE PRACTICE AND DEFECIANCY OF SERVICE AND ALSOTO || 0 Sute  |HEARING
PAY RS 2000/- TOWARDS COSTS OF THE COMPLAINT WITHIN ONE MONTH FROM THE DATE OF ORDER 21.06.2019.
[CUSTOMER FILED COMPLAINT AGAINST M/S JASPER INDUSTRIES PVT LTD FOR WHICH IT WAS PREFERRED APPEAL IN NCDRC WHICH ORDERS AWAITING, ESFB ADDED AS FORMAL PARTY TO THE COMPLAIN NO CLAIM AGAISNT Us 28 May-19 | FOR FILING AFFIDAVT/ EVIDENCE
(CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT SEEKING ORDERS TO RESTRAIN US FROM TAKING CUSTODY OF THE VEHICLE . THE FORUM HAS HEARD THE COUNSEL FOR PETITIONER AND ALLOWER THE PETITION AND DIRECTED THE PETITIONER TO PAY AN AMOUNT OF RS.78, 840- DUE TO
RESPONDENT ON OR BEFORE 21-01-2020 AND MEANWHILE DIRECTED US NOT TO SEIZE THE VEHICLE. THE PETITIONER IS FURTHER DIRECTED TO PAY THE FUTURE MONTHLY INSTALLMENTS REGULARLY TO THE REPSONDENT. MEANHWILE OUR ADVOCATE HAVE FILED VAKALAT AND IT IS POSTED 80000 07Jan20  |FOR ARGUMENTS
FOR COUNTER. THE PETITIONER HAS MADE THE PAYMENT TO US AS PER THE ORDER AND THE SAME IS PENDING FOR
BORROWER FILED COMPLAINT BEFORE DISTRICT CONSUMER FORUM FOR REDELIVERY OF REPOSSESSED VEHICLE AND COMPENSATION. CASE IS POSTED FOR OUR REPLY. 7000 O3 Mar-17___|FOR ARGUMENTS
BORROWER AVAILED FINANCE FOR PURCHASE OF TATA 4018/2007 VEHICLE AND ALSO STOOD GUARANTEE IN ANOTHER CONTRACT AND ALSO DEPOSITED HIS PROPERTY TITLE DEEDS FOR COMFORT, BORROWER SETTLED HIS LOAN ACCOUNT AND SOUGHT FOR NOC & PROPERTY PAPERS. NOC WAS
ISSUED BUT SINCE THERE WAS DUES UNDER GUARANTEED CONTRACT, WE DID NOT RELEASE THE TITLE DEEDS. HE THEREFORE FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT AFTER TWO YEARS SEEKING ORIGINAL PROPERTY DOCUMENTS AND COMPENSATION. WE HAVE FILED OUR REPLY. CASE IS POSTED FOR |50000 17Jul-16 | FOR ARGUMENTS
FURTHER PROCESS. NO JUDGE AT PRESENT.
BORROWER FILED COMPLAINT BEFORE DISTRICT CONSUMER FORUM FOR REDELIVERY OF REPOSSESSED VEHICLE AND COMPENSATION, CASE IS POSTED FOR OUR APPEARANCE. 40000 T-Jun WRITTEN ARGUMENTS
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INIUCTION 4-0ct- FOR APPEARANCE
THIRD PARTY FILED CIVIL SUIT AGAINST THE CUSTOMER. THE SAID LOAN ACCOUNT IS CLOSED. THERE IS SOME DISPUTE BETWEEN CUSTOMER AND THIRD PARTY. WE ARE A FORMAL PARTY AS A FINANCIER. 5-0ct- PLAINTIFF EVIDENCE
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INIUCTION 04-Oct-| WRITTEN STATEMENT
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION 8- Mar FOR APPEARANCE
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INIUCTION 0-Mar FOR REPLY
[CUSTOMER HAS FILED PRESENT COMPLAINT SEEKING FOR ILLEGAL REPOSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE, 50000 7-Sep- ARGUMENTS
(CUSTOMER FILED A COMPLAINT IN DCDRF FOR RETURN OF THE SEIZED VEHICLE. COURT GRANTED A STAY RESTRAINING US FROM SELLING THE VEHICLE. THEREFTER COURT PASSED FINAL ORDERS DIRECTING US TO RETURN THE VEHICLE TO THE CUSTOMER AND ALSO ORDERED US TO PAY RS.
50,000/- COMPENSATION TO THE CUSTOMER. AGAINST THIS WE FILED AN APPEAL BEFORE THE STATE COMMISSSION BUT STATE COMMISSION ALSO UPHELD THE LOWER COURTS ORDERS. AGAINST THIS WE FILED A REVISION BEFORE THE NATIONAL COMMISSION AND OBTAINED STAY. THE VEHICLE  |50000 18 [ARGUMENTS
|CANNOT BF SOILD UNTIL FINAL DISPOSAI OF THE CASE. WE CAN SELL THE VEHICLE AS SOON AS WE VACATE THE STAY ORDER
[CUSTOMER DIED AND HIS WIFE FILED CASE AGAINST INSURANCE COMPANY FOR INSURANCE CLAIM. WE ARE FORMAL PARTY AS FINANCIER - CASE PAPERS PENDING ~Aug WE FILED REPLY NOW FOR REPLY OF RESPONDENT |
[CUSTOMER SEEKS STAY FOR ILLEGAL REPOSSESSION OF THE VEHILCE. Nov: EXPARTE EVIDENCE
[CUSTOMER FILLED WRIT PETITION TO NO TAKE FORCIBILY POSSESSION OF VEHICLE Sep- YET TO LIST
PETITION U'S 34 OF ARBITRATION ACT, TO SET ASIDE EXPARTE AWARD Now-
[CUSTOMER SEEKS PERMANENT STAY FOR ILLEGAL POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE. Nov
PETITION UNDER SECTION 22-C OF LEGAL SERVICES AUTHORITIE Sep-
PETTTION UNDER SECTION 2.6 OF LEGAL SPRVICES AUTHORITIES ACT 5-Mar-
PETITION U'S 34 OF THE ARBITRATION & CONCILIATION AC 4-Feb-
N THIS CASE CUSTMER 1L D IUNCTION SUTT 70 RS (KA T BANK FRGM TAKING FORCIALE FOSSESSION OF THE FINANCED ASSET 7-Avr N
EMI WERE DUE VEHICLE REPOSSESSED AND SOLD. WE MOVED SECTION 5 APPLICATION. 5-Mar: |FOR WRITTEN STATEMENT
INJUNCTION DIRECTING THE BANK TO HAND OVER THE CUSTODY OF THE VEHICLE 0-Jun- [AWAIT ORDERS
[CUSTOMER HAS ALLEGED THAT BANK HAS FORCEFULLY REPOSSESSED HIS VEHICLE WITH THE HELP OF GOONS _ THOUGH HE WAS READY TO PAY TOTAL DUES AT THE TIME OF REPOSSESSION OF VEHICLE, FILED INTERIM APPLICATION FOR STAY OF AUCTION PROCESS. 40000 4-Jun- ARGUMENTS
BORROWER / COMPLAINANT HAS FILED THEFT CLAIM TO CHOLA INSURANCE CO: BUT SAME WAS REJECTED. H COMPLAINANT HAS FILED THIS CONSUMER COMPLAINANT WITH MAKING US FORMAL PARTY. HENCE. WE FILED VP NO CLAIM AGAISNT Us 0Feb- NOTICE/SUMMON STAGE
PRESENT CRIMINAL PETITION HAS BEEN FILED UNDER SEC 482 CR.P.C., FOR ISSUANCE OF DIRECTIONS TO RESPONDENTS NO.1 TO 3 TO TAKE LEGAL ACTION AGAINST RESPONDENTS NO .4 & 5, WHO HAD FORCIBLY TAKEN INTO POSSESSION THE TRUCK, BEARING REGISTRATION NO.PB 13BF 9107 OF THE || 97 o6l |FOR REPLY
PETITONER WITH THE HELP OF RECOVERY AGENTS.
PERMANENT INJUNCTION 3 THE DEFENDANT AND THEIR SUBORDINATES FROM IN ANY WAY TAKING THE VEHICLE FROM THE CUSTODY OF THE PLAINTIFF EXCEPT DUE PROCESS OF LAW. 121500 26-Apr21 | WRITTEN STATEMENT
[COAPPLICANT. | N.BASKARAN WAS COMMITTED SUICIDE IN FRONT OF DISTRICT COLLETERATE-KARUR @ MIDNIGHT. HE_HAS WROTE A LETTER BEFORE COMMITTING SUICIDE. POLICE FILED FIR AGANST US 0 11-Dec-20 | BAIL ORDERED SC NOT NUMBER
(CUSTOMER ALLEGED THAT BANK ARE DEMANDING MORE AMOUNT AGAINST ACTUAL DUES AND DUE TO THIS HE WAS NOT ABLE TO RUN THE VEHICLE. CUSTOMER WANTS TO RELEASE THE VEHICLE WHERE WE HAVE REPOSSESSED THE VEHICLE ON 15TH JULY. REPLY FILED, TUSTAY DISMISSED. B 20021 | CLAIMANT EVIDENCE
NEXT DATE IS 26-AUG-21 FOR CLAIMANT EVIDENCE,
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION FOR NOT TO TAKE VEHICLE FORCIBLY 0 15-Mar21
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION 0 20-Apr21
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION 0 11-Dec-20
BORROWER HAS FILED APPLICATION U'S 34 OF ARBITRATION ACT 0 02-ul21
(CUSTOMER HAS ALLEGED THAT BANK HAS FORCEFULLY REPOSSESSED HIS VEHICLE, THOUGH HE WAS READY TO PAY TOTAL DUES AT THE TIME OF REPOSSESSION OF VEHICLE, AND CUST HAS ALSO ALLEGING THAT BANK HAS NOT GIVEN BENEFIT OF PANDEMIC SITUATION OF COVID 19 ASPER 1500000 a2l
DIRECTION OF RESERVE BANK.
BORROWER HAS FILED APPLICATION US 34 OF ARBITRATION ACT 0 02-Aug-21
[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION U/S 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT.COSTUMAR HAS DIMAND RELEEF IN DCDRF JABALPUR CLOSE ARVITRETION AND GIVEN NOC AND UPDATE CIBIL_ AND COMPANSETION AND EXPENCE 100000 100000 07-Apr21
(CUSTOMER FIELD AN CIVIL SUIT SEEKING DIRECTIONS FROM COURT REGARDING ALLIENATION OF VEHICLE WHICH IS ALREADY REPOSSESSED BY BANK-IN THIS CASE WE ALREADY SOLD THAT VEHICLE PRIOR TO FILING OF SUIT, WE ARE MOVING S-7(11) IN THIS CASE TO VACATE THE STAY ORDERS | 3000 09-Ap21 | CONSIDERATION
WHICH WERE GRANTED BY COURT ON FIRST HEARING OF THE CASE( EX PARTY)-
BORROWER FILE SUIT FOR MANDATORY INJUNCTION DIRECTING THE DEFENDANTS TO RECEEVE INSTALLMENTS OF LOAN FROM THE PLAINTIFE AND NOT TO TAKE THE VEHICLE FROM CUSTOMER AS ALLEGED BY HIM BRANCH OFFICIALS ARE THREATENING HIM TO SNATH HIS VEHICLE ul-2
[CASE FILED TO SET ASIDE THE AWARD- 13-May- CONSIDRATION
IN THIS CASE CUSTMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE FINANCED ASSET 19-Nov COMPROMISE
INTHIS CASE CUSTMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE FINANCED ASSET 19Nov:: COMPROMISE
IN THIS CASE CUSTMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE FINANCED ASSET 19Nov: COMPROMISE
IHE PETITIONERS FILED OP IN MACT FOR GRANTING COMPENSATION FROM OUR EXISTING CUSTOMER BY WHOSE VEHICLE, THE PETITIONER'S HUSBAND KILLED IN ACCIDENT. ESFB ADDED AS PARTY TO THE COMPLAINT. WE HAVE FILED VAKALATH AND THE MATTER POSTED T0 22.09.2021 FOR OUR | {0000 JSul21 | EXPARTE EVIDENCE
“OUNTER.
BORROWER HAS PURCHASED THE TRUCK FROM ABI & ABIMOTORS BUT THAT TRUCKS ENGINE WAS FAULTY. HENCE, CUSTOMER HAS FILED THIS COMPLAINT. THERE ARE NO ANY ALLEGATIONS AGAINST US. COMPLAINANT PRAYED TO FORUM THAT THE BANK'S EMISHOULD BE PAID BY DEALER | 1000~ \3aug2l | |EVIDENCE
AND MANUFACTURE.
[CUSTOMER FILED COMPLAINT FOR NOT TO TAKE ANY COERCIVE ACTION AGAINST HIM. BECOUSE HIS VEH. HAS THEFTED & HE FIGHT TO GET CLAIM FROM INSURANCE COMPANY 1232325 37021 [ARGUMENTS
[CUSTOMER FILED INJUNCTIONS SUIT CLAIMING THAT BANK WANTS TO REPOSSESS THE VEHICLE AND HE 1S HAVING APP] SION THAT THEY WILL SNATCH HIS VEHICLE WITH MUSCLE POWER 0 06:5ep-21 | FOR REPLY
[CUSTOMER FILED INJUNCTIONS SUIT CLAIMING THAT BANK WANTS TO REPOSSESS THE VEHICLE AND HE 1S HAVING APP] SION THAT THEY WILL SNATCH HIS VEHICLE WITH MUSCLE POWER 0 06-Sep-21 | FOR REPLY
APPLICANT FILE A APPLICATION USS 12 OF CONSUMER PORTECTION ACT FOR A DEMANDING OF INSURANCE CLAIM UNDER CREDIT SHIELD INSURANCE. CUSTOMER WAS DIED AND CREDIT SHIELD AMOUNT IS CREDIT IN OUR SHORTFALL CASE. 685248 7-0ct21 REPLY ARGUMENTS
CO-APPLICANT NAMELY SONIYA HAS FILED A SUIT FOR FOR MANDATORY INJUNCTION WITH CONSEQUENTIAL RELIEF OF PERMANENT INJUNCTION. HIRER HAS BEEN EXPIRED AND HIS WIFE IS DEMANDING IS DEATH CLAIM AND NOC FROM US AND VEHICLE IS IN THE POSSESSION OF THIRD PARTY. | 725621 | WRITTEN STATEMENT
SHE IS ALSO PRAYING TO COURT TO TAKE BACK THE CUSTODY OF VEHICLE FROM THIRD PARTY.
PLAIN RETURN THE VEHICLE AND ORIGINAL VEHICLE PERMIT IF LOST OBTAIN DUPLICATE PERMIT FROM THE RTO AND PAY THE DAMAGES 450000 01Sep21 _|ENQUIRY INLA
PETITION FILED BY THE CUSTOMER TO SET A SIDE THE ARBITRATION AWARD 0 04-Sep21 | APPEARANCE
WE FILED EXECUTION PETITION IN THIS CASE AGAINST CUSTOMER POST WHICH HE CHALLENGED THE AWARD BY FILING SEC34 ATJALNDHAR COURT 0 18-Feb-20 | CONSIDERATION
CUSTOMER HAS FILED CONSUMER COMPLAINT AGAINST US ALLAGING THAT NOT TO SALE HIS VEHICLE AND HAND OVER HIS VEHICLE. CONSUMER COURT HAS ALLOWED HIS APPLICATION. WE HAVE FILED APPEAL BEFORE STATE COMMISSION. STATE COMMISSION HAS REJECTED OUR APPEAL. 120000 07-5ep21 | COMPLIANCE
UENAFTER WE HAVL HLED REVISION APPEAL BEFORE NATIONAL COMMISSION.DELILLNOW 115 REVISION IS PENDING FOR INTERIN ORDER
[COMELANANT. BORROWER IS IN DEFAULT AND.JUST T0 AVOID-THE REPOSSESSION, HE EILED THIS. COMPLAINT ALONG W TH STATUS OUE, STATING THAT THE SOA OF THE BANK IS NOT UNDERSTANDABLE AND BANK IS ASKING EXCESS AMOUNT THAN DUE 105000 25-0ct REJOINDER
E CUSTMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM IAKJN(:E-(JR(IELI: POSSESSION OF THE FINANCED 16-5ep- REPLY
[CUSTOMER FILED AN CONSUMER COMPLAINANT USS. 12 OF THE CP ACT. THE COMPLAINANT APPROACHED THE CONSUMER COMMISION WITH A REOUEST TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE 03-Nov: EVIDENCE OF COMPLAINANT
[CUSTOMER FILED CIVIL SUIT AND ASKING FOR RENDITION OF ACCOUNT. HE ALLEGES THAT BANK CHARGES HIGHER ROI POST DISBURSEMENT OF LOAN 25-0ct- ‘CONSIDERATION
[CUSTOMER FILED A CIVIL WRIT PETITION FOR NOT TO TAKE THE FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE BY THE RESPONDENTS 3 & 4. WE ARE THE TS 3 & 4_STATE OF PUNJAB IS RESPONDENT NO 1. SERIOR SUPERINTENDENT OF POLICE IS RESPONDENT NO 2. 11-Nov- FOR APPEARANCE
[CUSTOMER FILED THE PETITION FOR DIRECTION THE OPPONENTS NO.1 TO 4 TO REPLACE THE VEHICLE AND REPAY THE LOAN AMOUNT WITH INTEREST. WE ARE IMPLEADING AS OPPONENTS NO 5 TO 7 00000 May-21 | WRITTEN VERSION
[CUSTOMER FILE THE SUIT AGAINST US AND HDFC BANK FOR INJUNCTION TO NOT TO SEIZE THE VEHICLE WITH OUT DUE PROCES OF LAW AND IN THIS WE ALREADY SETTLE THE ACCOUNT AND NOC ISSUED un- WRITTEN STATEMENT
PETITON FILED BY THE PETITIONER TO SET A SIDE AND CHALLENGE THE AWARD PASSED BY THE ARBITR Now
INJUNCTION APPLICATION AND PERMANENT INJUNCTION e
INJUNCTION APPLICATION AND PERMANENT INIUNCTION Nov STEPS TO AMEND THE I'E‘HTION
PETITON FILED BY THE PETITIONER TO SET A SIDE AND CHALLENGE THE AWARD PASSED BY THE ARBITRATOR Feb- FOR APPEAR,
ITIS A INSURANCE MATTER. HE CAME TO US FOR AVAILING LOAN FACILITIES BUT DUE TO SOME REASONS. HIS LOAN WAS NOT COMPLETED BUT INSURANCE ISSUED TO HIM. -May- |EVIDENCE OF COMI‘LAINANT
[CRIMINAL REVISION -Sep- ARGUMENTS
| CUSTOMER FILED THE PETITION AGAINST THE INSURANCE COMPANY_WE IMPLEADING AS 2ND OPPONENT 58500 un- FOR REPLY
[CUSTOMER FILED THE PETITION TO PAY COMPENSATION FOR THE LOSS AND RETURN THE TOOLS AND MATERIAL WERE KEPT IN THE VEHICLE AT THE TUME OF SEIZURE 500000 -Sep- AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLAINANT
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INJUCTION. OUR APPLICATION US 5 & § DISMISSED. APPEAL FILED AGAINST THE SAME, AWARD ALREADY PASSED AND EXECUTION PENDIN -Dec FOR ARGUMENTS
[CUSTOMER FILED SUIT FOR RESTRAINING THE BANK TO REPOSSEES THE VEHICLE -Dec- |WRITTEN STATEMENT
IN THIS CASE CUSTMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE FINANCED ASSET ~Sep- E M_FVIDENCE
JSTMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE FINANCED ASSET -Dec FOR REP!
JSTMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE FINANCED ASSET -Dec REP!
URANTOR (RAJESH SETHD FILED SEC. 34 APPLICATION TO SET A SIDE THE ARBITRATION AWARD PASSED ON 19-09-2019. Mar: APPEARANCE
BORROWER HAS FILED SUIT FOR DECLARATION WITH PERMANENT INIUCTION 5-Mar| REP!
IN THIS CASE CUSTMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE FINANCED ASSET Dec AI’P RANCE
APPLICANT HAS FILED THE SUIT FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION AGAINST US NOT TO SEIZE THE VEHICLE EXCEPT UNDER DUE PROCESS OF LAW AND ALSO INTERIM INIUNCTION. VAKALATH FILED -Dec TER
PRAYER FOR RELEASE VEHICLE AND GIVE NOC AFTER SETTLEMEN -Feb- CONSIDERATION
HIRER FILED CONSUMER CASE  AS PER HIM WE HAVE ILLEGALLY REPO HIS VEHICLE AND TRY TO SALE THE SAME, COURT GIVEN STAY ON SALE SO WE WILL REVERSE THE SALE, 100000 9-Feb- R REPLY
[CUSTOMER FILED SEC. 34 APPLICATION TO CALL FOR THE RECORDS OF THE ARBITRATION PROCEEDINGS AND SET ASIDE THE AWARD PASSED ON 14-12-2018, 0 7-Dec- R SETTLEMENT
THE PETITIONER FILED THE SUIT FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAINING THE DEFENDANT FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE WITHOUT RESORTIN HE DUE PROCESS OF LAW 0 12-Jan RITTEN STATEMENT
THE CUSTOMER FILED THE SUIT FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION TO RESTRAINING THE DEFENDANT FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE AND RESTRAINING FROM SELLING THE VEHICLE TO THIRD PARTY WITHOUT RESORTING TO THE DUE PROCESS OF LAW. AND PRAY DIRECTION TO | 300 reb22 | FORREPLY
HANDOVER THE VEHICLE BACK TO THE PLAINTIFE IN ITS ORIGINAL CONDITION AND ALSO PRAY COMPANSATION FOR RS.3.00.000/-
REQUEST FOR CUSTODY OF VEHICLE MAHINDRA PICK UP MH25 T5485 . WHICH WAS ALREADY AUCTION TO SHAIKH AMIR SHAIKH MIRSHAB 2. PRAYED FOR COMPENSATION OF RS 3.00.000- TOWARDS MENTAL AND FINANCIAL LOS 30000 TiFeb22 |FOR FILING SAY




[CUSTOMER FILED AN CIVIL WITH A REOUEST TO RESTRAIN THE BANK FROM TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE 0 0l-Feb- REFER TO LOK ADALATH
[CUSTOMER FILED SUIT FOR RESTRAINING THE BANK TO REPOSSEES THE VEHICLE 0 28-Jan
THE CUSTOMER FILED THE SUIT FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION TO RESTRAINING THE DEFENDANT FOR LOAN PAYMENT AND TAKING FORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE WITHOUT RESORTING TO THE DUE PROCESS OF LAW 0 17-Feb- EXI’ARTE EVIDENCE
[COURT PRAYER FOR NOT REPOSITION VEHICLE IN CORONA CORONA PANDEMIC SITUATION COURT IS ALLOWED INTERIM ORDER PASSED 0 15-Sep-
[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL AND FORUM ORDERED TO RETURN THE VEHICLE IN ACTUAL CONDITION WHEN IT WAS REPOSSESED AND AND COMPENSATION OF RS.6.92 LAKH: 692000 03-Feb-
[COMPLAINANT / BORROWER IS IN DEFAULT AND JUST TO AVOID THE REPOSSESSION, HE FILED THIS COMPLAINT ALONG WITH STATUS QUE, STATING THAT THE SOA OF THE BANK IS NOT UNDERSTANDABLE AND BANK IS ASKING EXCESS AMOUNT THAN DUE. 1) BA\IK SHOULD PROVIDE THE CERTIFIED | <o O1Feb22 | REJOINDER
LOAN AGREEMENT. 2) BANK SHOULD RETUR THE SEIZE VEHICLE AND SHOULD NOT SALE WITHOUT ANY COURT ORDER, 3) BANK SHOULD PAY RS. 1.05.000
(COMPLAINANT/ BORROWER IS IN DEFAULT AND HENCE WE REPOSSESSED THE VENICLE. THEREAFTER, CUSTOMER HAS FILED THIS COMPLAINT TO RESTRAIN US T AUCTION THE VEFICLE. FORUM TTAS PASSED AD-INTERIV ORDER TO SALE THE VERICLE. 1) BANK SHOULD PROVIDE THE CERTIFIED 65000 D1Feb22 | REJOINDER
LOAN AGREEMENT. 2) BANK SHOULD RETUR THE SEIZE VEHICLE AND SHOULD NOT SALE WITHOUT ANY COURT ORDER. 3) BANK SHOULD PAY RS. 65000 /-
BORROWER HAS FILED THE SUIT FOR REDENTATION OF HIS ACCOUNT AND RENDER COMPLETE DETAIL OF LOAN ACCOUNT WITH DIRECTION NOT TO AUCTION THE VEHICLE AND NOT TO REPOSSESS THE VEHICLE OITH COMPENSATION OF RS.1 LAC 100000 Jul- APPEARANCI
[CUSTOMER FILED FOR TEMPORARY INIUNCTION RES  THE DEFENDANTS FROM SEIZING THE VEHICLE 0 Feb- ORDERS ON LA
[CUSTOMER FILED FOR TEMPORARY INIUNCTION RES  THE DEFENDANTS FROM SEIZING THE VEHICLE 0 Feb- ORDERS ON LA
[CUSTOMER FILED FOR TEMPORARY INIUNCTION RES  THE DEFENDANTS FROM SEIZING THE VEHICLE 0 -Dec ORDERS ON LA
[OUR BIDDER HAS FILE A APPLICATION U/S 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT.COSTUMAR HAS DIMAND RELEEF IN DCDRF JABALPUR FOR TRANSFER OCTIONED VEHICLE 950000 -Jan- AFFIDAVIT OF COMPLAINANT
[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION USS 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT AFTER SIZED AND SOLD OF VEHICLE. CUSTOMER ASKING FOR HIS VEHICLE AND COMENSATION. CLAIM AMOUNT 125000 AND OTHER AMOUNT AS PER FORUM ORDER. 125000 Mar FOR NOTIC
[CUSTOMER FILED THE SUIT FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION TO RESTRAINING THE DEFENDANTS. THEIR AGENTS. ASSIGNESS. REPRESENTATIVES AND SERVANTS FROM FORCIBLY AND ILLEGALLY TAKING POSSESS| THE VEHICLE. EXCEPT DUE COURSE OF LAW WITH COSTS -Apr-: [WRITTEN STATEMENT
[CUSTOMER HAS FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT CLAIMING THAT THE REPOSSESION OF THE VEHICLE WAS ILLEGAL. HE HAS ALSO CLAIMED COMPENSATION OF RS 4.15 LAKHS 415000 Sep- [ARGUMENT:
[CO-APPLICANT HAS REOUESTED TO COURT FOR DECLARE THE AWARD IS INVALID DUE TO AWARD PASSED IN WITHOUT INFORMATION AND APPLICANT ALSO DIED INSURANCE NOT CLAIMED. 0 Nov| ORDERS ON LA
VEHICLE WAS SEIZED_CUSTOMER TOOK THE RELEIVING ORDER BUT FAILED TO RELIEVE IT AS WAS HAVING SOME DISPUTE WITH THE YARD OWNER FILED CLAIM OF LOSS OF 2000 PER DAY FROM THE DAY OF SEIZING OF THE VEHICLE. 1500000 A FOR REPLY
HIRER HAS FILED OBJECTIONS U'S 34 OF ARB ACT AND CHALLENGING THE AWARD! 0 Jan- APPEARANCE
HIER IS DIED NOW HIS LEGAL HIRERS WANTS TO TAKE NOC AND DEATH BENEFIT, FOR ISSUANCE OF NOC AND DEATH BENEFIT 0 LJan WRITTEN STATEMENT
C‘iST?:ER ZII(.ED ‘CASE AGAINST THE BANK IN DISTRICT COMMISSION FOR ILLEGLE REPO. AND APPLY TO COURT FOR NOC AND CLAIM THE AMOUNT OF RS 450000/~ OUR PRAYER THAT WE ARE BANK AND CUSTOMER IS NOT PAYING INSTALLMENT AND HE IS A DEFAULER IN OUR BANK SO PLEASE |, \oap22 | |EVIDENCE
DISMISS THIS COMPLAIN
IN THIS CASE WE SOLD THE VEHICLE POST REPOSSESSION AND CUSTOMER FILED CONSUMER COMPLAINT STATING THAT HIS ASSET WAS SOLD ILLEGALY AND THERE WAS DIESAL IN VEHICLE WHICH WAS ALSO TAKEN OUT BY THE AUTHORIZED YARD OWNER. 0 T4Jan FOR APPEARANCE
IN THIS CASE WE TOOK THE POSSESSION OF VEHICLE POST NON DEPOSITION OF INSTALLMENTS BY THE CUSTOMER.NOW POST REPOSSESSION CUSTOMER FILED CIVIL SUIT STATING THAT HIS VEHICLE WAS SNATCHED FORCIBLY AND WITHOUT ADOPTING DUE COURSE OF LAW 0 Mar- WRITTEN STATEMENT
[CUSTOMER SEEKS STAY FOR ILLEGAL REPOSSESSION OF THE VEHILCE AND READY TO DEPOSIT 0% OF DEFAULT PAYMENT 0 Mar: FOR APPEARANCE
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK TO ISSUE A WRIT IN THE NATURE OF MANDAMUS TO ISSUE NECESSARY DIRECTION TO RELEASE THE TRUCK RJ 14 GB-1 190 OF THE PETITIONED WHICH IS ILLEGALLY DETAINED BY THE BANK AND WRIT PETITON BE ALLOWED WITH COSTS. 0 Ao VETTO LIST
[CLAIMING PDD COMPLETION AND NON REPOSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE 100000 -Sep- IA PENDING
[CUSTOMER FILED SUIT FOR RESTRAINING THE BANK TO REPOSSEES THE VEHICLE _ COURT GRANTED HIM STAY WRT FORCIBLE POSSESSION 0 Mar 'TTTO LiST
[CUSTOMER FILE A APPLICATION US 12 OF CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT AFTER SIZED AND SOLD OF VEHICLE. CUSTOMER ASKING FOR HIS VEHICLE AND COMPENSATION 0 -Apr-: | FOR REPLY
DISTRICT FOURM PASSED FINAL ORDER AGAINST US TO RETURN THE VEHICLE AND RECOVER PENDING AMOUNT . COMPLINCE THIS ORDER_FOR EXECUTION DISTRICT FOURM _SATARA 0 Jun- [FOR APPEARANCE
[CUSTOMER FILED PRESENT CASE FILED AGAINST BANKS DISRCT CONSUMER FOURM ORDER NOT COMPLINCE. 1050000 -Sep- E_ R APPEARANCE
[CUSTOMER FILED SUIT FOR THE RELIEF OF PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAINING US. OUR OFFICERS. OUR MEN OR AGENT OR ANYONE CLAIMING THROGH US FROM FORCIBLY SNATCHING OR TAKING POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE 0 Mar 'SUMMON TO DEFENDANTS
(CUSTOMER HAS AVAILED THE LOAN AND PAID ALL EMI BUT CHARGES ARE PENDING, HENCE HE HAS FILED COMPLAINT TO GET RELIEF FROM THE CHARGES. 1) BANK SHOULD PROVIDE NOC OF THE LOAN AGREEMENT. 2) BANK SHOULD PAY RS. 2.00,000 /- TOWARDS LOSS AND RS. 50,000 /- FOR 70000 20May22  |REJOINDER
MENTAL, PHYSICAL AND ECONOMICAL HARRASMENT AND RS. 20,000 /- FOR THE LITIGATION CHAR
(CUSTOMER HAS AVAILED THE LOAN AND PAID ALL EMI BUT CHARGES ARE PENDING, HENCE HE HAS FILED COMPLAINTTO GET RELIEF FROM THE CHARGES. 1) BANK SHOULD PROVIDE NOC OF THE LOAN AGREEMENT. 2) BANK SHOULD PAY RS. 2.00,000 /- TOWARDS LOSS AND RS. 50,000 /- FOR 70000 20May22  |REJOINDER
MENTAL, PHYSICAL AND ECONOMICAL HARRASMENT AND RS. 20,000 /- FOR THE LITIGATION CHAR
(CUSTOMER HAS AVAILED THE LOAN AND PAID ALL EMI BUT CHARGES ARE PENDING, HENCE HE HAS FILED COMPLAINTTO GET RELIEF FROM THE CHARGES. 1) BANK SHOULD PROVIDE NOC OF THE LOAN AGREEMENT. 2) BANK SHOULD PAY RS. 2.00,000 /- TOWARDS LOSS AND RS. 50,000 /- FOR 70000 20May22  |REJOINDER
MENTAL. PHYSICAL AND ECONOMICAL HARRASMENT AND RS. 20,000 /- FOR THE LITIGATION CHAR
BORROWER/COMPLAINANT HAS FILED THEFT CLAIM TO NATIONAL INSURANCE COMPANY. SAME w,\s REJECTED. HENCE COMPLAINANT HAS FILED THIS CONSUMER COMPLAINANT AGAINST THE INSURANCE COMPANY AND MAKING US A PARTY. 1152000 26-Apr22 __|FOR REPLY
IN THIS CASE CUSTOMER WAS DIED. CO-BORROWER/COMPLAINANT HAS FILED THE CONSUMER CASE AGAINST THE CHOLAMANDALAM MS GENERAL INSURANCE COMPANY TO PAY THE INSURANCE POLICY AMOUNT TO THE BANK AND PAY COMPENSATION WITH INTEREST 23-May-22 | WRITTEN STATEMENT,
(CUSTOMER HAS FILED CONSUMER COMPLAINT AGAINST US ALLEGING THAT NOT TO REPOSSESS THE VEHICLE OR DID NOT HAND OVER TO THIRD PARTY. PRAYED TO CONSUMER COURT FOR ALLOW THE INTERIM APPLICATION AND ALLOW APPLICANT TO USE OF SAID VEHICLE TILL THE DISPOSAL OF | 5,00 \Miy19 | FORREPLY
THIS CASE. DEMANDING AMOUNT OF RS 200000/- TOWARDS COMPENSATION . MENTAL T AND AMOUNT OF RS 25000 FOR COURT EXPENSES
[CUSTOMER FILED SEC. 34 APPLICATION TO CALL FOR THE RECORDS OF THE ARBITRATION PROCEEDINGS AND SET ASIDE THE AWARD PASSED ON 18-02-2022. 0 2-Ar WRITTEN ARGUMENTS
THIS INSURANCE DISPUTE CASE. CUSTOMER'S HUSBAND (CO-APP) ALLEGATION... N INSURANCE POLICY HIS NAME WRONGLY MENTIONED AS INSURER INSTEAD OF NENI KANWAR (APP/WIFE), THATS REASON INSURANCE COMPANY UNBLE TO PROCESS CLAIM 103000 1-Jun
[CUSTOMER FILED THE APPLICATION TO SETTLE THE DISPURE AMICABLY AND WAIVE OFF ALL THE PENDING LOAN AMOUNT AND ISSUE THE NDC CERTIFICATE TO THE CUSTOMER, BORROWER PRAYED THAT TO ISSUE NOC AND GIVE WAIVER AND SUPPLY COPY OF INSURANCE 22000 8- Mar-
SUIT FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION an
PETITION FILED USS 34 ARBITRATION ACT. CHALLENGINNG THE AWARD 1735 Mar-
[CUSTOMER FILED SUIT FOR THE RELIEF OF PERMANENT INIUNCTION RESTRAINING US. OUR OFFICERS. OUR MEN OR AGENT OR ANYONE CLAIMING THROGH US FROM NOT 0 TAKE ILLEGALFORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE NO. HR 58 B- Jun-
[CUSTOMER FILED SUIT FOR THE RELIEF OF PERMANENT INIUNCTION RESTRAINING US. OUR OFFICERS. OUR MEN OR AGENT OR ANYONE CLAIMING THROGH US FROM NOT TO TAKE ILLEGALFORCIBLE POSSESSION OF THE VEHICLE NO_ HR 5§ B- Jun-
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR HIS VEHICLE UNDER THE BLOCK LIST FOR WITHOUT PERMIT AND F.C. CUSTOMER STATES THAT . MONEY WAS COLLECTED BY THE BANK FOR PERMIT AND F.C. BUT NOT TAKEN ANY PRO(&SS mk THAT. AND PAY COMPENSTATION 500000 May- [WRITTEN STATEMENT
[ CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK TO PROVIDE HIS VEHICLE BACK AND PAY COMPENSTATION FOR MENTAL AGONY 160000 Fel | FOR APPEARANCE
[CUSTOMER DIED. HIS WIFE FILED SEC. 34 APPLICATION TO CALL FOR THE RECORDS OF THE ARBITRATION PROCEEDINGS AND SET ASIDE THE AWARD PASSED ON 24-08 2031 0 FOR APPEARANCE
[COMPLAINANT IS TP. HE HAS PURCHASED THE VEHICLE FROM OUR BORROWER AND WE HAVE NOT RELEASED NOC AS BORROWER HAS OTHER LOAN IN DEFAULT, HENCE, COMPLAINANT IS NOT IN A POSITION TO CHAGE THE NAME OF OWNER FROM RTO RECORD. 25000 19-May-22__[REJOINDER
CUS(;ISNMER FILEI()) sTH|§ SUITSFSR “THE RELIEF OF PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAINING US, OUR OFFICERS, OUR MEN OR AGENT OR ANYONE CLAIMING THROGH US FROM SEIZING THE VEHICLE BEARING REG. NO, TN 05 BV-7§63 WITHOUT DUE PROCESS OF LAW UNDER THE GUISE OF COLLECT EMI | J7.Am22 | EXPARTE EVIDENCE
AMOUNT, AND COST OF THIS SUIT
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR TAKE HIS INSTALLMENTS OF RS.400000 INSTEAD OF RS.448500 AND REPAY THE INSTALLMENT OF RS.16010. 0 03-Jan-22__[FOR APPEARANCE
(CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR SETTING ASIDE OF IMPUGNED PRE-SALE NOTICE DATED 09-05-2022 ISSUED BY THE BANK AND NOT SALE OUT THE VEHICLE HR 67 A-9054 AND RELEASE THE VEHICLE. THE BANK ALLOW THE PETITIONER TO CONTINUE THE LOAN ACCOUNT PAY ALL [ \3Miy22 | FOR APFEARANCE
INSTALLMENTS AS PER SCHEDULE. THE CUSTOMER FURTHER PRAY STAY THE PRE SALE NOTICE ISSUED BY THE BANK DURING THE PENDENCY OF PRESENT WRIT PETITION.
(CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR HIS EMI AMOUNT FOR THE MONTH OF DECEMBER 2021 WAS DEDUCTED FROM HIS SB ACCOUNT OF RS.10,420/~ ON VERIFICATION OF THE BANK STATEMENT BY THE COMPLAINANT ITS FOUND THAN ON 27-02-2022 ACH RETURNIGN CHARGES OF | ¢~ Dldun22 | WRITTEN STATEMENT
RS.500/- WAS DEDUCTED ILLEGALLY FROM THE ACCOUNT OF THE COMPLAINANT EVEN THOUGH THE EMI FOR THE DECEMBER 2021 WAS CLEARED ON 05-02-2022 ITSELF. SO PRAY COMPENSATION FOR RS £.00.000/-. DAMAGES FOR RS.10.00.000/- AND RS.3000/- FOR LEGAL NOTICE,
WE CAME TO KNOW THAT THE ABOVE SAID VEHICLE MET WITH FIRE ACCIDENT AND BURNT COMPLETELY NEAR SABAHAPUR GATE, BIDAR CITY, KARNATAKA ON 3-05-2019. THEREFORE A PETITION HAS BEEN FILED ON BEHALF OF THE CUSTOMER TO GET THE INSURANCE AMOUNT AND IS PENDING | 100~ 06020 | FOR APPEARANCE
BEFORE DISTRICT CONSUMER DISPUTES REDRESSAL COMMISSION OF SALEM IN CC.NO: 1 /2021
(CUSTOMER HAS FILED WRIT PETITION IN DELHI HIGH COURT FOR NOT TAKING ANY COERCIVE ACTION AGAINST THEM. APART FROM US THERE ARE 9 OTHER NBFC'S AND BANKS MADE PARTY. AS PER PETITION TOTAL 91 VEHICLES ARE REPOSSESSED WITHOUT ANY INFORMATION AND FOLLOWING | VETTO LIST
LEGAL PROCESS. CUSTOMER SEEKS DIRECTION FOR RELEASE OF VEHICLES. OUT OF 91 VEHICLES 21 ARE IN OUR POSSE:
[CUSTOMER SEEKS STAY FOR ILLEGAL REPOSSESSION OF THE VEHILCE. 0 REPLY
IN THIS COMPLAINT FILED COMPLAINT AGAINST INSURANCE COMPANY_HE JUST FORMALY MAKE US PARTY 0 17Nov-20 _ [ARGUMENT
|CUSTOMER FILED THIS SUIT FOR THE RELIEF OF PERMANENT INJUNCTION TO PRODUCE HIS ORIGINAL R.C.BOOK WITH COST 0 04Nov20 __|EXPARTE EVIDENCE
RELIANCE INSURANCE COMPANY FILED THIS APPEAL AGAINST THE CUSTOMER TO SET ASIDE THE ORDER IN MA.20-2021 IN CC. 172020 BY THE DCDRC, SALEM ON 11-10-2021. THE COURT ALLOWED THE PETITION AND IMPLEADED US AS A PARTY AND THE MATTER WAS SENT BACK THE CONSUMER | FOR APPEARANCE
FORUM SALEM.
[CUSTOMER FILED THE PRESENT COMPLAINT SEEKING NOT 1O TAKE THE POSSITION OF THE VEHICLE ILLEGALLY AND NOT TO DEMAND TO PAY THE LOAN AMOUNT AND INTEREST 1000000 T9Feb 21 |ENQURY
VEHICLE WAS REPOSSE! D SOLD THEREAFTER. CUSTOMER TOOK LOAN OF 10 LACS AND ALSO RESTRUCTURED TWICE, PAID 25 INSTALMENTS. CURRENT OUTSTANDING 10.50 LACS. CUSTOMER WANTS THE VEHICLE RELEASED TO HIM_ VEHICLE ALREADY SOLD AT §.50 LA 0 18-Jun-22__[FOR REPLY
CUSTOMER GOT FINANCED TWO VEHICLES FROM US, ONE IS IN 31-60 OTHER 1-30. ACC.TO CUSTOMER VEHICLE WAS STOPPED AND REPO AGENTS TOOK 10K FROM HIN TO RELEASE THE VEHICLE AND THE CUSTOMER FILED INJUNCTION SUIT AGAINST US. INJUNCTION SUIT AND APPLICATION TOSTAY | 26Jul22 | FOR APPEARANCE
REPOSSESSION OF THE VEHIC!
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK FROM ANYWAY RECOVERING OR SEIZING OR TAKING AWAY THE VEHICLE 0 01-Apr22 __|OBJECTION
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK FROM ANYWAY RECOVERING OR SEIZING OR TAKING AWAY THE VEHICLE 0 16:Feb-22|OBJECTION
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK FROM ANYWAY RECOVERING OR SEIZING OR TAKING AWAY THE VEHICLE. 0 29-Sep-21__|OBJECTION
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK FROM ANYWAY RECOVERING OR SEIZING OR TAKING AWAY THE VEHICLE. 0 [7-Jan22 | WRITTEN STATEMENT
(CUSTOMER FILED AGAINST THE INSURNACE COMPANY. WE FILED INTERVENTION APPICATION, BEING A FINANICER. COMPLAINT HAS BEEN FILED BY THE SON OF THE DECEASED CUSTOMER . IN FACT NO INSURANCE COVERAGE WAS TAKEN FOR THE CUSTOMER AND BRANCH HAS TAKEN 250000 |SMi-19 | COMPLAINANT SIDE ORAL ARGUMENTS
INSURANCE COVERAGE FOR THE COMPLAINT WHO IS CO. VER IN THE DEAL . CASES WAS FILED AGAINST OUR BANK AND HDEC EROGO LIFE INSURANCE
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK FROM ANYWAY RECOVERING OR SEIZING OR TAKING AWAY THE VEHICLE 0 23Jun22 __[FOR APPEARANCE
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK FROM ANYWAY RECOVERING OR SEIZING OR TAKING AWAY THE VEHICLE. 0 23-Jun22 __[FOR APPEARANCE
cus‘roMERC FILED A(r): Nsor.vsz:cv rE(TrnoN 'BEFORE THE HIGH COURT JUDICATURE AT MADRAS IN INSOLVENCY. THE COURT REQUESTED TO FURNISH THE STATUS OF THE VEHICLE BEARING REG, NO. TN §7 A-1255 & TN 87 A-1257 AND DETAILS OF THE LOANS OBTAINED FROM THE BANK AND FOR | 17Dec2] | NOTICE TO CREDITORS
i PLACED BEFORE THE HONBLE COURT
cus‘r(oMERC FILED A(r): Nsor.vsz:cv PETITION BEFORE THE HIGH COURT JUDICATURE ATMADRAS IN INSOLVENCY. THE COURT REQUESTED TO FURNISH THE STATUS OF THE VEFICLE BEARING REG.NO-TN §7 A-1255 & TN §7 1257 AND DETAILS OF THE LOANS OBTAINED FROM THE BANK AND FOR | 17Dec2l | NOTICE TO CREDITORS
BEING PLACED BEFORE THE HONBLE COURT
(CUSTOMER FILED AN CONSUMER COMPLAINANT U'S. 12 OF THE CP ACT, THE COMPLAINANT APPROACHED THE OPPOSITE PARITES AND REQUESTED THEM TO RETURN THE VERICLE OF THE COMPLAINANT WITH DIRE CONSEQUENCES AND REFUSED FOR THE SAME. THE OPPOSITE PARTIES ALSO
| THREATENED TO DISPOSE OF AND ALIENATE THE VEHICLE IN QUESTION BY WAY OF SALE WITHOUT ANY RIGHT TITLE AUTHORITY AND THE OPPOSITE PPARITES HAVE GOT NO RIGHT TO DO SO. AS SUCH, UNDER THE COMPELLING CIRCUMSTANCES THE COMPLAINANT HAD TO FILE A SUIT FOR
MANDATORY INJUNCTION AND PERMANENT AGAINST THE OPPOSITE PARTIES IN WHICH THE HONBLE COURT OF SH. ABINAV KIRAN SEKHON CIVIL JUDGE JUNIOR DIVISION RAJPURA GRANTED STAY AGAINST THHE DEFENDANTS REGARDING ALIENATION OF VEHICLE IN QUESTION. COPY OF STAY 60000 06-Dec-19 [EVIDENCE
ORDER DATED 24.09.2019 IS EX C-7, THE SAID SUIT IS NOW PENDING FOR 09.12.2019. NOT ONLY THE COMPLAINANT HAS ALSO FILED A CRIMINAL COMPLAINANT U'S. 323, 379-B, 506 IPC WHICH IS PENDING BEFORE MAGISTRATE IST CLASS RAIPURA, FOR 11.12.2019, TO PAY COMPENSTATION OF RS.50,000/-
OF MENTAI AGONY_TENSION T_INCONVENIENCE_HUMINATION SUFFERED BY THE COMPLAINANT TO PAY 50 000/- T0 ACCOUNT OF [INFAILAND MAI_PRACTICES AND TO PAY RS 10.000/- AS COSTS AND | ITITAGION EXPENSES
| CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK FROM ANYWAY RECOVERING OR SEIZING OR TAKING AWAY THE VEHICLE REG. NO. TN 28 AV-8199 FROM PLAINTIFF AND ISSUE THE DOCUMENTS TO THE PLAINTIFE WITH COST 0 0A-Jul- WRITTEN STATEMENT
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK HANDOVER THE VEHICLE REG NO. RJ 02 GA-8373 TO THE CUSTOMER AND RES  THE BANK FROM SEIZING THE VEHICLE AND PAY COMPENSATION 70000 -Aug FOR APPEARANCE
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK FROM FORCIBLY TAKING THE VEHICLE TRUCK BEARING REGISTRATION NO. PB 11 CU-0108 FROM THE POSSESSIONICUSTODY OF PLAINTIFES. 0 -Aug WRITTEN STATEMENT
Sl FOR REPL
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK HANDOVER THE VEHICLE TO THE CUSTOMER AND RES 3 THE BANK FROM SEIZING THE VEHICLE AND PAY COMPENSATION 70000 -Aug FOR APPEARANCE
RD OWNER — AMBIKA PARKING YARD. KOTA FILED CASE AGAINST US BEFORE PERMANENT LOK ADALAT. KOTA DUE TO PARKING CHARGES (RS. 132 LAKH) DISPUTE IN BELOW MENTIONED VEHICLE REG. NO_RJ 48 GA-0656. 132000 2-Aug: FOR APPEARANCE
[CUSTOMER FILED THIS CASE AGAINST THE BANK FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION RESTRAING THE BANK TO TAKE THE VEHICLE BEARING REGISTRATION NO. HR 45 C-4567 ILLEGALLY AND FORCIBLY IN ANY MANNER. 0 Aug: FOR APPEARANCE
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