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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION

COMPANY APPLICATION NO.912 OF 2015
IN
COMPANY PETITION NO.539 OF 2013

M/s. Khhushi Infratech Pvt. Ltd. ....Applicants

IN THE MATTER BETWEEN :

Mr. Deepak Patange ....Petitioner
V/s.

M/s. Intensiv Filter India Pvt. Ltd. ....Respondent

Ms. Asmita S. Sarangdhar for the applicants.

Mr. Mahindaar Aithe, Company Prosecutor for Official Liquidator
present.

CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J
DATE : 21t November, 2015

P.C.:-
1 This application is for leave to intervene in company

petition n0.539 of 2013.

2 Having considered the affidavit in support, it is the case of
the applicants that they were owners of the premises which was
given on leave and license and respondent company had not paid
substantial amount of license fees. It is also stated that the movables
of the respondent company are within the premises and the premises

has been taken possession by the Official Liquidator.
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3 In my view, it is a fit case to allow the application. The

Official Liquidator also has no objection.

4 In the circumstances, the application is allowed and

accordingly disposed of in terms of prayer clauses -(a) and (b).

(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)
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