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

R.C.W. NO.103 OF 2012

M/s. Mahima Timber Traders ....Petitioner
V/s.
Marvel Landmark Pvt. Ltd. ....Respondent

Mr. Rushabh Sheth i/b. Pralhad D. Paranjpe for the petitioner.

None for the respondent.

CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J
DATE : 29" FEBRUARY, 2016

P.C.:-

1 Mr. Sheth, counsel for the petitioner requests for some more
time to take instructions. The petition was rejected in January, 2012 for
non removal of office objections. The petition was restored on
11™ November, 2014 almost after three years. Office objections on the
restored petition was raised on 26™ November, 2014. It is more than
1 % years and the same has not been complied with. Mr. Sheth further

states that he has not been receiving instructions from the clients.

2 Therefore, I see no reason why the matter should be kept
pending. In view of the observations made by the Company Registrar in

his order dated 3" February, 2016, the application stands dismissed.

(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)

Gauri GaeKwad



	             IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
	                   ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL JURISDICTION 
	                                             
	R.C.W. NO.103 OF 2012
	M/s. Mahima Timber Traders 	 	….Petitioner
		V/s. 	
	Marvel Landmark Pvt. Ltd. 	 	….Respondent 
	  ----
	Mr. Rushabh Sheth i/b. Pralhad D. Paranjpe for the petitioner.
	None for the respondent.	 	
	 			     ----

		                		CORAM :	K.R.SHRIRAM,J   
		                 	DATE     : 29th FEBRUARY, 2016
	P.C.:-
	1	Mr. Sheth, counsel for the petitioner requests for some more time to take instructions. The petition was rejected in January, 2012 for non removal of office objections. The petition was restored on                         11th November, 2014 almost after three years. Office objections on the restored petition was raised on 26th November, 2014. It is more than                1 ½ years and the same has not been complied with. Mr. Sheth further states that he has not been receiving instructions from the clients.
	2	Therefore, I see no reason why the matter should be kept pending. In view of the observations made by the Company Registrar in his order dated 3rd February, 2016, the application stands dismissed.
					(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)

