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Order

t€amed counsel for the pehtioner has dmwn my attention to Para

No.s of the r€ply where the PracticinS Company Secretary on behalI of the

respondenB has stated Orat the r€spondents would not be able to appear in

New Delhi to attend the heaiing of the petition which are frlrolous as the
respondents does not hav€ my money and time to reach Delhi.

2. The aforesaid reply filed by the PmcticinS Company Secretary showg

scant regaid for the proceeding before the Company taw Board. The stand

takm is one of defiance. However, one last opportunity is gant€d to the

respondents to appear and d€fend the application seeking transfer of the

Detitron from Bombav to Delhi.

Contd/-



3. Il tl€ lesPsdenis Iail fo aPFar, rhen tle hearinS of the aPPlicatidr

shal proceed and the otder ex_Patte shaf be Passed '1:

4. Ust th€ natter on 25 07.2016 at 2.00 P.m

nnful 
-
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