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             IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

                    ORDINARY ORIGINAL CIVIL  JURISDICTION  
                          

COMPANY APPLICATION NO.338 OF 2017

IN

                       COMPANY PETITION NO.702 OF 2014

Makhni Hotels and Restaurant Pvt. Ltd.   )….Applicant
            V/s.

Registrar of Companies )....Respondent
 ----

Mr.Mayur Agarwal i/by Prudentia Advisory LLP  for the applicant.
None for respondent.

----

                CORAM : K.R.SHRIRAM,J   

                 DATE     : 27.2.2018

P.C.:-

1 The  time  sought  in  this  application  expired  long  ago. 

Nothing remained in the application.  Application disposed.

2 It has to be noted that by an order dated 12.1.2016, the 

applicant was to comply with all the statutory compliances within 12 

weeks.   This  application  itself  was  lodged  in  February-2017  when 

more  than  52  weeks  from the  date  of  order  dated  12.1.2016  had 

lapsed.  We are on 27.2.2018 and another 55 weeks have passed after 

this application has been filed.  Therefore, approximately more than 

90 weeks have passed beyond the time sought and in this application 

applicant is seeking only 20 weeks more to comply.  Therefore, it is 

KJ



2/2 CA338.17-49

rather obvious that the applicant is not inclined to fulfill the orders of 

the court.

 Application dismissed. 

(K.R.SHRIRAM,J)
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