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

COMPANY PETITION (LODGING) NO.84 OF 2016

WITH
COMPANY APPLICATION (LODGING) NO.175 OF 2016
Religare Finvest Ltd. Petitioner / Applicant
Vs.
Daisy Holdings Pvt. Ltd. ... Respondent
ALONG WITH
COMPANY PETITION (LODGING) NO.119 OF 2016
WITH
COMPANY APPLICATION (LODGING) NO.176 OF 2016
Religare Finvest Ltd. Petitioner / Applicant
Vs.
Laxsons (India) Pvt. Ltd. Respondent
ALONG WITH
COMPANY PETITION (LODGING) NO.123 OF 2016
WITH
COMPANY APPLICATION (LODGING) NO.174 OF 2016
Religare Finvest Ltd. Petitioner / Applicant
Vs.
Laxsons Automation Pvt. Ltd. Respondent

None for the Petitioners-Applicants.
Ms. Veena R. Advani for the Respondent.

CORAM : A.S. GADKARI, J.
DATE :14™ JULY, 2017.

None present for the Petitioner-Applicant.
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2. On the earlier occasion, the learned counsel for the Petitioner-
Applicant had submitted that the Petitioner was in the process of filing
an application for recalling of the order dated 7" June 2017 passed by
the Company Registrar. By the said order dated 7" June 2017, these
three Petitions were rejected under Rule 986 of Bombay High Court

(Original Side) Rules for non-compliance of office objections.

3. It appears that the Petitioner has not moved any application for
recalling the order dated 7" June 2017. It further appears that the
Petitioner is not interested in pursuing these Petitions further. Hence,

these Petitions are dismissed for non-prosecution.

4. In view dismissal of the Petitions, the Company Applications
pending therein do not survive and the same stand dismissed

accordingly.

[A.S. GADKARI, J.]
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