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ORDER
CA No.92lMB/2016:

This is e applica$on i ed und.r wtion 6344 ot the Companies Act 1956

complaining rhat t})c order dat€d 30.04.2015 passed by tris coun has not b€cn

complicd with. According to para 2 of the aforeeid order passed in CP

No.O2l201s the consent tems were accepred by the parties dd it was

exF.t d of both lh€ parties that they rculd abide by the* tems and

@ndirioDs within thc time stipulated therein, The cor*nt terms aE daled

2a.04.2015 (Annexur€- A, P-2), In para 3 it was made clear that in case the

parties confrcnt any di||iculty they were lree to approach thc C.L.B. for the

implemcntation of rh€ on*nt tems which wrc mde subject to applicable

las. The c.A. was accordingly di3po&d of-

I-d. counsel for the applicmt has poi.led out that there is flagret violation of

the cons.nt tems No. 3, 4, 6,15 and 24.

Reply to the application as wen aB rejoinder have be€n nled and I have heard

ld, counsel for the parlies.

on behalf of lhe non-appliqnt ir has been submittcd at tl|e our*t that Rs. a5

lacs towards additional peFonal guaEntee shall be deposited with the ttnjab
National Bdk within two week6 from today whi.h wolr]d di$harge obligations

undenakrn in lduse 12.

ln respecr of clause 3, ld. @usl for non'epplicdt states thar he would be

able to eek insttuctions with regard to two magzine buildings out of the
whi.h are to be rctained for a period of 15 years subject to further conditions

stated thecin. Ld. counsl shall edsue insttuctions in ihat rcga.d.

In resp.ct of clausc-6, it has b€cn stated that the cohsel for the respond€n.

sball furnish details of the land whi.h is ofiered in exchansc with the land

belonging to the petition€r within two weeks by sendirg apprcpriate communi-
V
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@lion by sFedpost/c-mail or any other mde. Thereafter cficctive sreps shau

be taken by Ftition€! No.i as thc land in po6s.s6ion of R.spondent No.l
company belongs to shn Ali sayeed, who is thc brcther of Pctitioner No. l
Nedfulshall be don. befoF tne nexr dare orhearins.

ln respect of Clausc l5 Fom DIR-ll has bdn upl@ded in thc MCA Portal

reearding resisnation of P€titioncr No.l from thc R€spondcnt No.l company.

The dale of resignation is shown to be 01.02.2016. L€t the ncw Fom DIR-Il
dd DIR-12 be uploadcd showing thc date of resignalion ftum 30.I1.2015.

ln rcsp.ct of clausc-24 the non-applicant-respond€Dt bas alrcady appli€d for

shifting of electric kansfomer lrom its location ar its om land suftey No.275

st tbeir oM cost. T hc petitioner Iroup has to apply for a n.e connction at

their om ost for .lccric bdsfom€r to be lGatcd on the lud belonging to

thcm. Ncedtul shaU bc done beforc tlte lext dalc or he&ins.

Fo. complidce of thc aloresaid

appli@nt-rcspondcnt No, 1, 2!

@unsel opposite a *tek belore

List on 25.07.2016 at 2.o0 PM.

stipulations, d additional aflidavit by the Don-

3 & 4 b€ nlcd with a @py in advece to the

the next date of hearing.
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