~ SANJEEV MAHESHWARI
LIQUI_DATOR- UB-EN‘GINEERlNG LIMITED

3" & 4™ Floor, Vaastu Darshan, “B” Wing, , Tel. 022-6191 9293 / 9200
Above Central Bank of India, Azad Road, Email: ub.liquidator@gmail.com
Andheri ( East ),Mumbai — 400 069.

Date: 2" Janyary, 2018

National Stock Exchange of India Limited,
Exchange Plaza,
Plot No. C/1, G Block -

Bandra Kurla Complex, Bandra East, o .
Mumbai — 400 051 ‘ /

Kind attn : Mr. Kautuk Upadhyay, / Mr.Hiren Shah - Manager
Dear Sir,

Sub: 1) Non-submission of Statement of Investor complaints for the quarter ended
September 30, 2017 under Regulation 13 (3) of SEBI LODR 2015.
(Letter no. NSE/MEM/31214 dated 27.12.2017).

2) Non-compliance as per Regulation 33 of SEBI (Listing Obligations & Disclosure
Regquirements) Regulations 2015 (Letter no. NSE/LIST/30333 dated 20.12.2017)

We refer to your aforesaid letters addressed to the Corhpany Secretary of UB Engineering Limited, on the
subject. -

In this connection, we would like to inform you as under:

1) Company has not appointed Company Secretary, since March, 2014.
~'2) - Company has submitted Application to the Hon'ble National Company Law Tribunal (NCLT),
' Mumbai, pursuant to Insoivency and Bankruptcy Code (IBC 2016) and NCLT has passed the
Order on 18.01.2017. In terms of the said Order, powers of the Board were suspended.

3) The Hon’ble National Company Law Tribunal, has passed the Order for Liquidation of the
Company on 5% December, 2017, copy whereof was already submitted by the Company on 12
December, 2017. .

4) In terms of the Hon'ble NCLT Order, dated 5% December, 2017, we have been appointed as
Liquidator of the Company. We once again enclose a copy of the Order.

In view of the above, compliance under SEBI LODR Regulations 2015 and SEBi (Listing Obligations &
Disclosure Requirements) Regulations 2015, referred above, is not possible.

This is for your kind information and record.

Encl :as above
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IN THE NATIONAL COMPANY LAW TRIBUNAL

MUMBAI BENCH

M.A. 528/2017
C.P. NO.1A/I&BP/NCLT/MAH/2017

Under Section 30 and 10 of IBC, 2016

Mr. Sanjeev Maheshwari . ..., Applicant
(Resolution Professional)

e e T, AP SRS 5

~ In the matter of

i R N e s T e

U. B. Engineering Ltd. Corborate'beb‘tizogl '

Order delivered on 5.12.2017

Coram: Hon’ble B.S.V. Prakash Kﬁm'ar,- Member :(jj)‘

Hon’ble V. Nallasenapathy, Member (T)

For theé: Applicant: Mr

For the Respondent: Mr. Rathina Maravarman, Advocate, Mr. Ashish
Pyasi, a/w Umang Thakar, i/b Dhir & Dhir Associates

For the Intervener: Mr. Sanjeev Maheshwari.

SR

Per B. S. V. Prakash Kumar, Member (Judicial)

ORDER

. - LT/MUM/2017

The Insolvency Resolution professional has filed Misceilaneous
Application 528/2017 stating that the Resolution Plan filed by a
Resolution Applicant has not been approved by not less than 75% of

voting share of the Committee of Creditors and since the Committee of
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Creditors has not approved the resolution plan even after completion of

270 days period already given, the Resolution professional has

refore, filed this MA 528/2017 reporting rejection of th

e plan by the

CoC to be taken on record and pass orders accordingly.

2. On computation of 270 days’ period given for insolvency

resolution process from the date of admission, I.e. 18.1.2017 was over

by 13* October, 2017. In these 270 days, the Committee of Creditors

was validly constituted, thereafter several meetings of the CoC taken

place, wherein a resolution plan given by the Resolution applicant
namely Western India Erectors LLP was considered and thereafter on
10.10.2017, the ‘Committee of Creditors rejected the said pian. For no

resolution plan was approved by the Committee of Creditors, indeed

CoC rejected the plan that came before it on 13 10.2017, this

‘Resolutlon professional ﬁled this MA intlmating that no plan was.

approved within the resolution period granted to this Corporate Debtor.

3. Before going to say what call thlsAdjudicatlng Authority has to
take when no resolution plan was not approved by the Committee of
Creditors within the resolution period, it is essential to look into the
section as to what mandate is given to the Adjudicating Authority to
proceed further in respect to the Corporate Debtor, for which Section 33

of the Code say as follows:
"Section 33: Initiation of Liquidation:
‘ 1[(1) Where the Adjudicatmg Authority, --

(a) before the expiry of the msolvency resolution process period or
the maximum period permitted for completion of the corporate
insolvency resolution process under section 12 or the fast track

corporate insolvency resolution process under section 56, as the
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case may be, does not receive a resolution plan under sub-section

(6) of section 30, or

(b) rejects the resolution plan under section 31 for the non-

compliance of the requigg‘ments specified therein,

it shafl— "
(i) pass an order requiring the corporate debtor to be liquidated in

the manner as laid down in this Chapter;

‘(ii) Jssue a public announcement stating that the corporate debtor

is in liquidation; and

(iii) require such order to be sent to the authority with which the

corporate debtor is registered.

(2) Where the resolution professional, at any time during the

corporate insolvency resolution process but before confirmation of

resolution plan, intimates the Adjudicating Authority of the decision
of the committee of creditors to liquidate the corporate debtor, the
Adjudicating Authority shall pass a liquidation order as referred to

in sub-clauses (i), (i) and (iii) of clause (b) of sub-section (1)

(3) Where the resolution plan approved by the Adjudicating
Authority is contravened by the concerned corporate debtor, any
person other than the corporate debtor, whose interests are
prejudicially affected by such contravention, may make an
application to the Adjudicating Authority for a liquidation order as
referred to in sub-clauses (i), (ii) and (iii) of clause (b) of sub-

section (1).

(4) On receipt of an application under sub-section (3), if the
Adjudicating Authority determines that the corporate debtor has

contravened the provisions of the resolution plan, it shall pass a

3
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liquidation order as referred to in sub-clauses (i), (i) and (iii) of

clause (b) of sub-section (1).

(5) Subject to section 52, when a liquidation order has been
passed, no suit or other legal proceeding shall be instituted by or

against the corporate debtor:

Provided that a suit or 6ther legal proceedlhg may be instituted by
the liquidator, on behalf of the corporate debtor, with the prior

approval of the Adjudicating Authority.

(6) Tﬁe provisions of sub-section (5) shall not apply to legal
proceedings in relation to such transactions as may be notified by
the Central Government in consultation with any financial sector

regulator.

(7) The order for liquidation under this section shall be deemed to
be a notice of discharge to the officers, employees and workmen of

the corporate debtor, ex}f ;

when the baslness of the comorate
debtor ls contmued dun'ng the Ilqmdatfon process by the
liquidator.]”

4. By reading this Section, when no Resolution plan was approved by
super majority in CoC, the question of Resolution Professional
submitting  Resolution Plan before Adjudicating  Authority as

| ;contemplated u/s 30(6) of the Cade will not arisa ‘when no such plan

~has not been received from the RP by this Adjudicating Authority, then
question of this Authority exercising its jurisdiction for approving the
pPlan u/s 31 of the Code will also not arise. In the meanwhile If the
Corporate Insolvency Resolution Process Period" ‘,0,. maximum period.

permitted for completion of the Corporate Insolvency Resolution Process
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u/s 12 of. the Code, the recourse Open to this Authority then is
envisaged under Section 33 (1)(a) of the Code, a&er comp}etnon of the
maximum period of the Corporate Insolvency Resolution process given

under Section 12 of the Code, it shall pass an order requiring the

Corporate Debtor to be liquidated in the manner as laid down in the

chapter of tiqdidation of process, issue a public announcement stating

that the Corporate Debtor is in liquidation and require such order to be

sent to the authority in which the Corporate Debtor is registered..

5. As to initiate process under Section 33(1) of the Code, no
application need to be filed by the Resolution Professional. Once it has

been reported that no resolution plan has been approved by the CoC in

resolution process, then the Adjudicating Autho:-it‘y can pass an o‘rder for

initiation of hquidatlon under sub-section 1 of Section 33 of the Code.

6. Here fr this case, since

period and the same has beers informed by th ':Resoiution professtonai
by filing this application, we hereby.hold that this Adjudicating Authority
is conferred with power ordering the Corporate Debtor to be liquidated

in the manner as laid down under Liquidation process,

7. Looking at the averments of the application, this Bench admitted
the application filed u/s 10 of the Code on 18.01.2017 by appointing
one Mr. Aadesh Kumar Mehta as Interim Resolution Professional under
Section 16 of the Code, in furtherance of it, public announcement was
given on 3.2.2017 in accordance with Section 13(b) and 15 of the Code

inviting proof of claims from the creditors of the Corporate Debtor,

pursuant to this, on various creditors made their claims, the Ir:

Insolvency Resolut:on Professional on examination of those claims,

constituted Committee of Creditors. The first meeting of the CoC was

S
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held on 2.3.2017, wherein the preSen‘i apptl;ant Sanjeev Maheshwari
was proposed as Resolution Professional accordingly, he was appointed
as Resolution Professional by this Adjudlcatmg Authoruty on 11.5.2017.

In fumherance of It, this Applicant Invited

Resotﬂt!on Appticants to submit the resa%utien ptan for the Corporate

Debtor.

On Resolution Applicant by name, Western India Erectors LLP
submitted its Resolution plan dated 6.9.2017, since the plan was in

compliance of Section 30 (2) of Insolvency & Bankruptcy Code, 2016

r/w. Secﬁon 37 & 38 of IBBI (Insolvency Resolution Process for

' i!@morate Petsnns) Regulations, 2015 Qn such resolution plan has been

rejeeted by the Committee of Creditors, this applicant had filed an
application for extension of 90 days’ period beyond 180 days already
provided, on considering it, this Bench ordered on 7.7.2017 granting
extension of 90 days u/s 12(2) of the Code. As the extension period was
also to expire by 14.10.2017, it was filed on 13.10.2017 reporting that

~ no resolution plan was approved by the Committee of Creditors within

270 days’ perlod

8.‘ For this Bench has already stated that once report has come
stating that the resolution plan has not been approved by the
Committee of Creditors, on looking at the report given by the Resolution
Professional stating no approved plan has been filed before the
Adjudicating Authority as contemplated under Section 31 of the Code,
this Bench is supposed to initiate liquidation against the Corporate
Debtor as envisaged u/s 33 (1)(a) of the Code, accordingly, this Bench
hereby ordered the Corporate Debtor to be liquidated in the manner as

laid down in the Chapter by issuing a Public Notice stating that the
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“Corporate Debtor is in liquidation with a difection to the Liquidator to

send this order to RoC under which this Company has been registered.

9. As to appointment of Liquidator, the Resolution Professional ie

the applicant herein is hereby du'ected to act as a Liquidator for the
purpose of liquidation with all powers of the Board of Directors, key

managerial persons and the partners of the Corporate Debtor shall

cease to have effect and hereby vested in the Liquidator. The personnel

of the Corporate Debtor are directed to extent all co-operation to the

Liquidator as may be required by him in managing the affairs of the

“Corporate Debtor. The Insolvency Professional appointed as Liguidator

idation pmceedings in proportion

to the value of the nquadatlon estate assets as specified by the

Bankruptcy Board and the same shall be paid to the Liquidator from the

- proceeds of the liquidation estate under Section Siipf thea.(:ode.-

proceeding shall be instituted by or against the Corporate Debtor
without prior approval of this Adjudicating Authority save and except as

mentioned in sub-section 6 of Section 33 of the Code.

“11. This liquidation order shall be deemed to be notice of discharge to
- --the offices, employees and workmen of the Corporate Debtor except to

the extent of the business of the Corporate Debtor is continued during

the liquidation process by the Liquidator.

—_— o A
V. NALLASENAPATHY : ‘ B. S. V. PRAKASH KUMAR

Member (Technical) : Member (Judicial)
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- SANJEEV MAHESHWARI
LIQUIDATOR- UB ENGINEERING LIMITED

3" & 4" Floor, Vaastu Darshan, “B” Wing, N Tel. 022-6191 9293 / 9200
Above Central Bank of India, Azad Road, - Email: ub.liquidator@gmail.com
Andheri ( East ),Mumbai — 400 069.

Date: 2" January, 2018

National Stock Exchange of India Limited,
Exchange Plaza, :
Plot No. C/1, G Block

Bandra Kurla Complex, Bandra East,

Mumbai - 400 051 /

Kind attn : Mr. Kautuk Upadhyay, / Mr.Hiren Shah - Manager

Dear Sir, -

Sub: 1) Noh-submission of Statement of Investor complaints for the quarter ended
September 30, 2017 under Regulation 13 (3) of SEBI LODR 2015.
(Letter no. NSE/MEM/31214 dated 27.12.2017).

2) Non-compliance as per Regulation 33 of SEBI (Listing Obligations & Disclosure
Requirements) Regulations 2015 (Letter no. NSE/LIST/30333 dated 20.12.2017)

We refer to your éforesaid letters addressed to the Company Secretary of UB Engineering Limited, on the

subject.
In this connection, we would like to inform you as under :

1) Company has not appointed Company Secretary, since March, 2014.

2) Company has submitted Application to the Hon’ble National Company Law Tribunal (NCLT),
Mumbai, pursuant io Insoivency and Bankruptcy Code (iBC 2016) and NCLT has passed the

Order on 18.01.2017. In terms of the said Order, powers of the Board were suspended.

3) The Hon'ble National Company Law Tribunal, has passed the Order for Liquidation of the
Company on 5" December, 2017, copy whereof was already submitted by the Company on 12"

December, 2017.

4) In terms of the Hon'ble NCLT Order, dated 5" December, 2017, we have been appointed as

Liquidator of the Company. We once again enclose a copy of the Order.

In view of the above, compliance under SEBI LODR Regulations 2015 and SEBI (Listing Obligations &

Disclosure Requirements) Regulations 2015, referred above, is not possible.

This is for your kind information and record.

flor UB ENGINE

lp}))2213

SHALCE
_eer

SHKQ)Y

Encl :as above
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M.A. 528 in CP1A/2017/1&BP/2017

IN THE NATIONAL COMPANY LAW TRIBUNAL
MUMBAI BENCH

M.A. 528/2017
C.P. NO.1A/I&BP/NCLT/MAH/2017

 Under Section 30 and 10 of IBC, 2016

Mr. Sanjeev Maheshwari .see. Applicant
(Resolution Professional)

In the matter of
U. B. Engineering Ltd.  ..... Corporate Debtor

Order delivered on 5.12.2017

Coram: Hon'ble B.S.V. Prakash Kumar, Member (J)

Hon’ble V. Nallasenapathy, Member (T)

For the Applicant: Mr. Shyam Kapadia, Advocate, i/b Abhishek Adke

For the Respondent: Mr. Rathina Maravarman, Advocate, Mr, Ashish
Pyasi, a/w Umang Thakar, i/b Dhir & Dhir Associates

For the Intervener: Mr. Sanjeev Maheshwari.

Per B. S. V. Prakash Kumar, Member (Judicial)

The Insolvency Resolution professional has filed Miscellaneous

Application 528/2017 stating that the Resolution Plan filed by a

Resolution Applicant has not been approved by not less than 75% of

voting share of the Committee of Creditors and since the Committee of

Jp—
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Creditors has not approved the resolution plan even after completion of

270 days period already given, the Resolution ‘professional has

erefore, filed this MA 528/2017 reporting rejection of the plan by the

CoC to be taken on record and pass orders accordingly.

2. On computation of 270 days’ period given for insolvency
resolution process from the date of admission, i.e. 18.1.2017 was over
by 13* October, 2017. In these 270 days, the Committee of Creditors
was‘ validly cdnstituted, thereafter several meetings of the CoC taken

place, wherein a resolution plan given by the Resolution applicant

namely Western India Erectors LLP was considered and thereMer on .. .

10.10.2017, the Committee of Creditors rejected the said plan. For no

resolution plan was approved by the Committee of Creditors, indeed

C6C rejected the plan that came ‘before it on 13.10.2017, this
Resolution professional filed this MA intimating that no plan was

. approved within the resolution -period granted to this Corporate Debtor.

3. Before going to say what call this Adjudicating Authority has to
take when no resolution plan was not approved by the Committee of
Creditors within the resolution period, it is essential to look into the
section as to what mandate is given to the Adjudicating Authority to
) ‘proceed further in respect to the Corporate Debtor, for which Section 33

of the Code say as follows:
"Section 33: Initiation of Liquidation:
1[(1) Where the Adjudicating Authority, --

(a) before the expiry of the insolvency resolution process period or
the maximum period permitted for completion of the corporate
insolvency resolution process under section 12 or the fast track

corporate insolvency resolution process under section 56; as the

T
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case may be, does not receive a resolution plan under sub-section

(6) of section 30; or

(b) reject:s the resolution plan under sectlon 31 for the non-
compﬁance of the requirements speciﬁed thereln,

it shall—

(i) pass an order requiring the corporate debtor to be liquidated in

the manner as laid down in this Chapter;

(ii) issue a public announcement stating that the corporate debtor

18 in liguidation; and

(Iii) require such order to be sent to the authority with which the

corporate debtor is registered.

(2) Where the resolution professional, at any time during the
corporate insolvency resolution process but before confirmation of
resolution plan, intimates the Adjudicating Authority of the decision
of the committee of creditors to ,Iiguldate the corporate debtor, the
Adjudicating Authority shall paﬁsa !iqumatian order aé referred to

in sub-clauses (i), (ii) and (iii} of clause (b) of sub-section (1).

(3) Where the resolution plan approved by the Adjudicating
Authority is contravened by the concerned corporate debtor, any
person other than the corporate debtor, whose interests are
prejudicially affected by such contravention, may make an

'app!icaﬂon to the Adjudicating Authority- for a liguidation order as

refen‘ed to in sub-clauses ), (fl) and (ili) of clause (b) of sub-
section (1).

(4) On receipt of an application under sub-section (3), if the
Adjudicating Authority determines that the corporate debtor has

contravened the provisions of the resolution plan, it shall pass a

3
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liquidation order as referred to in ‘sub-clauses (i), (ii) and (iii) of

clause (b) of sub-section (1).

(5) Subject to section 52, when a liquidation order has been
passed, no suit or other legal proceeding shall be instituted by or

against the corporate debtor:

Provided that a suit or other legal proceeding may be instituted by
the liquidator, on behalf of the corporate debtor, with the prior

approval of the Adjudicating Authority.

(6) The provisions of sub-section (5) shall not apply to legal
proceedings in relation to such transactions as may be notified by
the Central Government in consultation with any financial sector

regulator.

(7) The order for liquidation under this section shall be deemed to
be a notice of discharge to the officers, employees and workmen of

the corporate debtor, except when the business of the corporate

' debtor s continued during the liquidation process by the

liguidator.]”

4. By reading this Section, when no ﬁesolution plan was approved by
super majority in CoC, the question of Resolution Professional
submitting Resolution Plan before Adjudicating Authority as
contemplated u/s 30(6) of the Code will not arise, when no such plan
has not been received from the RP by this Adjudicating Authority, then
,questlon of this Authority exercismg its jurisdiction for approving the
plan u/s 31 of the Code will also not aﬁse In the meanwhile If the
Corporate Insolvency Resolution Process Period or maximum period

permitted for completion of the Corporate Insolvency Resolution Process
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u/s 12 of the Code, therecourse open to th!s Authority then is
envisaged under Section 33 (1)(a) of the Code, aﬁer completion of the
maximum period of the Corporate Insolvency Resolution process given
~ under Section 12 of the Code, it shall pass an order requiring the
Corporate Debtor to be liquidated in the manner as laid down in the
chapter of liquidation of process, issue a public announcement stating
~ that the Corporate Debtor is in liquidation and require such order to be

sent to the authority in which the Corporate Debtor is registered.

5. As to initiate process under Section 33(1) of the Code, no
application need to be filed by the Resolution Professional. Once it has

,;bgﬁer‘preported that no reséiutibn plan has been apprgived by the CoC in

~ the maximum period permitted for completion of Corporate Insolvency
| rdéduﬁon process, then the Adjudicating Authority can pass an order for B

initiation of qu‘uidat(on under sub-section 1 of Section 33 of the Code.

6. Here in this case, since no plan was approved within the resolution
period and the same has been informed by the Resolution professional
by filing this application, we hereby hold that this Adjudicating Authority
Is conferred with power ordering the Corporate Dehtorz'-to‘ be liquidated

in the manner as laid down under Liquidation process.

7. Looking at the averments of the application, this Bench admitted
the application filed u/s 10 of the Code on 18.01.2017 by appointing
one Mr. Aadesh Kumar Mehta as Interim Resolutioh Professional under
Séction 16 of the Code, in furtherance of it, public announcement was
given on 3.2.2017 in accordang:e with Section 13(b) and 15 of the Code
inviting proof of claims from the creditors of the Corporate Debtor,
pursuant to this, on various creditors made their claims, the Interim
Insolvency Resolution Professional on examination of those claims,

 constituted Committee of Creditors. The first meeting of the CoC was

5
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held on 2.3.2017, wherein the npresent applicant Sanjeev Maheshwari
was proposed as Resolution Professional accordingly, he was appointed
“as Resolution Professional by‘i:his'Adjuditating Authority on 11,5.2017..
In furtherance of it, this Apﬁii’cant invited 'éxpression of interest from
Resolution Applicants to submit the resolution plan for the Corporate

Debtor.

On Resolution Applicaht by name, Western India Erectors LLP
submitted its Resolution plan dated 6.9.2017, since the plan was in
compliance of Section 30 (2) of Insolvency & Bankruptcy Code, 2016
r/w Section 37 & 38 of IBBI (Insolvency Resolution Process for
Corporate Persons) Regulations, 2016. On such resolution plan has been
rejected by the Committee of Creditors, this applicant had filed an
appncation for‘ extension of‘ 90 days’ period beyond 180 days air,e,aggl
pfbvided, on considering It, '{his Bench ordered on 7.7:2017 grant!ﬂg
extension of 90 days u/s 12(2) of the Code. As the extension period was
also to expire by 14.10.2017, it was filed on 13.10.2017 reporting that
no resolution plan was approved by the Committee of Creditors within

270 days’ period.

8. For this Bench has already stated that once report has come
stating that the resolution plan has not been approved by the
Committee of Creditors, on looking at the report given by the Resolution
Professional stating no approved plan has been filed before the
Adjudicating Authority as contemplated under Section 31 of the Code,
this Bench Is supposed to initiate liquidation against the Corporate
Debtor as envisaged u/s 33 (1)(a) of the Code, accordingly, this Bench
hereby ordered the Corporate Debtor to be liquidated in the manner as

laid down in the Chapter by issuing a Public Notice stating that the
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Corporate Debtor is in liquidation with a direction to the Liquidator to

send this order to RoC under which this Company has been registered.

9. Asto appointment’?éf Liquidator, the Resolution Professional i.e.
the applicant herein is hereby directed to act as a Liquidator for the
purpose of liquidation with all powers of the Board of Directors, key
managerial persons and the partners of the Corporate Debtor shall
cease to have effect and hereby vested in the Liquidator. The personnel
of the Corporate Debtor are directed to extent all co-operation to the
Liquidator as may be required by him in managing the affairs of the
Corporate Debtor. The Insolvency Professional appoiﬁte‘d as Liquidator
will charge fees for conduct of the liquidation proceedings in proportion
to the value of the liquidation estate assets as specified by the
Saﬁkruptcy Board and the same shall be paid to the Liquidator from the

proceeds of the liquidation estate under Section 53 of the Code.

10. Since this liquidation order has been passed, no suit or other legal

proceeding shall be instituted by or against the Corporate Debtor

mentioned in sub-section 6 of Section 33 of the Code.

11. This liquidation order shall be deemed to be notice of discharge to
the offices, employees and workmen of the Corporate Debtor except to
the extent of the business of the Corporate Debtor is continued during

the liquidation process by the Liquidator.

_— S
Sdf- Sd/-
V. NALLASENAPATHY B. S. V. PRAKASH KUMAR

Member (Technical) Member (Judicial)
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