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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY,

NAGPUR BENCH, AT NAGPUR.

CIVIL APPLICATION NO.586 OF 2015

IN

COMPANY PETITION NO.22 OF 2013
(Suvidhaa Infoserve Pvt. Ltd. ..vs.. Digitech Telematics Pvt. Ltd.)

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                          Court's or Judge's orders
appearances, Court's orders of directions
and Registrar's orders
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 

Shri R.D. Dhande, Advocate for the applicant/petitioner.

CORAM : Z.A. HAQ, J.

DATED  :  27-03-2015

There is apparent error in fifth line of the order

dated 13-02-2015.  Instead of “company petition”, it is

transcribed  as  “contempt  petition”.   The  order  is

undisputedly passed in company petition.  

The  order  dated  13-02-2015  has  to  be  read as

follows :

“Heard Shri R.D. Dhande, the learned Advocate

for the petitioner.

In spite  of  service of  notice on the  respondent,

there is no appearance on his behalf.  The contentions of

the  petitioner  in  the  company  petition  are  not

controverted.

ADMIT.

The Office Liquidator attached to the office of this

Court  shall  take  charge  of  the  properties  of  the

respondent-Company.”
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The  civil  application  is  allowed  in  the  above

terms.

The office to take note.
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