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Appearance should be shared during the hearing in the Chat Box in the Cisco webex with item No. and for whom they are appearing.

Parties/Counsels appearing physically should make attendance in the Register maintained in the court for the purpose.

In case joining through video conferencing, parties shall join through Laptop and not through Mobile and not while in a Vehicle.

While joining hearing through VC, Counsels/ parties have to write the Item No. along with their names (in the Username Box while 

logging in), otherwise joining the hearing through VC may not be permitted.

Parties are requested to test the Audio & Video Quality of their system before hearing and switch on their camera only at the time of 

appearance.

Parties shall keep their Audio muted & Video closed till their matter is called out.

Parties should be ready with requisite infrastructure to share the documents on-line during the hearing.

Parties should be ready to share on-line, the Judgments/Citations sought to be relied upon.

FRIDAY
Video Conference ID : 25100830144 27/09/2024

Video Conference Link & ID : https://ncltgua.webex.com/meet/registrar-gau 02:30 P.M.

Following matters are listed before the Bench for hearing through Hybrid Mode.

.

.

NATIONAL COMPANY LAW TRIBUNAL
SUPPLEMENTARY DAILY CAUSE LIST

BENCH – GUWAHATI

Hearing Through : Hybrid Mode



S.L. 

No.
CP No. IA / CA / MA No. Purpose

Section (s) / 

Rules
Name of Parties

Name of 

Counsel for 

Petitioner / 

Applicant

Name of 

Counsel for 

Respondent / 

Non 

Applicant

Name of IRP 

/ RP/ 

Liquidator / 

MP

Remarks

Main Case (Admitted vide 

order dated 26-

08-2021)

(Liquidator 

appointed vide 

order dtd. 11-

12- 2023)

U/s 7  of IBC, 

2016.

State Bank  of India 

Vs

Nayak Infrastructure Pvt. Ltd.

Mr. Vishal 

Ghisulal Jain,

RP.

Ms. Sudha 

Sarma, 

Liquidator

IA(IBC)/2/GB/2022 For Further 

Consideration

U/s 19(2), r/w 

section 70 of 

IBC, 2016, 

regulation 30 of 

IBBI, 2016 & 

rule 11 of NCLT 

Rules 2016

Sudha Sarma, Liquidator 

Vs

Ananta Charan Nayak,

2. Umesh Senapati. 3. Biswajit Nayak,

4. Renu Devi Nayak, 5. Suhasini Nayak &

6. M/s Kumar Roybarman Prasanta & 

Associates.

Mr. Nirmal 

Goenka, Adv.

IA(IBC)/52/GB/2022 For Further 

Consideration

U/s 60(5) of 

IBC, 2016. R/w 

section 425 of 

Comp. Act, 

2013.

Sudha Sarma, Liquidator, 

Vs

Ananta Charan Nayak & Five Others.

Sudha Sarma, 

Liquidator in 

person

Ms. S. Tejawat, 

CA.

Copy to:

1. Notice Board

(27-09-2024) (27-09-2024)

11 CP(IB)/10/GB/2021

________________________ ___________________________

Jahnabi Choudhury Shatabdi Paul Choudhury

Court Officer Deputy Registrar

Note: Although all efforts have been made to give accurate information in the Cause List, the possibility of an inadvertent error cannot be ruled out and is regretted, if any.

2. NCLT Website (www.nclt.gov.in)

Sd/- Sd/-

CORAM :        1. SHRI DEEP CHANDRA JOSHI, HON’BLE MEMBER, (JUDICIAL)

                      2. SHRI BALRAJ JOSHI, HON’BLE MEMBER, (TECHNICAL)

ORDINARY LIST


