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Order

On CA 60/2016 filed by rhe respondents, the petitioner side is
directed to file reply within two weeks hereot rejoind€r, if an, wilhin one

2. For the Administraror appointed in this cas€ has been takine care of
functioning of rhe company no pdrty ic e:peded lo create anv obieclion or
make any attribution against rhe adminisrrator. If any gri€vance is rherc to
any of them, th€y are ar liberty to ptace rhe same befo.e this Bench.

3. List this apptication for hearing on29.07.2016 at 2.30 D.m.

w*
(B.S.V. PRAKASH KUMAR)

M.mber (Judici.t)


