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ORDER
Petition mentioned.

Mr. P.K. Mittal, Id. counsel for Respondent No.1 & 2 requests for some time to file
reply. Let the reply be filed within four weeks with a copy in advance to the counsel
for the Petitioner. Rejoinder, if any, be filed within two weeks thereafter with a copy

in advance to the counsel opposite,

Mr. Mittal has further offered to deposit a sum of Rs. 10,000,00/- (Rupees Ten lacs
only) in order to prove the bonafides of the company which holds 95% of the shares
and has further offered to amicably settle the dispute with the petitioner holding 5%
share and is a former employee of Respondent No.1 company. Let the amount of Rs.
10 lacs be deposited in the form of Fixed Deposit in the name of Company Law
Board within two weeks.

Ld. counsel for Respondent No.3 has stated that no relief has been claimed and
Respondent No.3 is being unnecessarily dragged in this matter. Respondent No.3

may file their reply with a copy in advance to the counsel opposite.
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