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JUDGMENT

This petition is filecl r,rncler Sectiorr g of the Insolvency ancl

Bankruptcy Code,20'16 (hereitrafter referrcd to as code) reard wi6 Rule 6 of

CP (lF)) No. 3\lCttcJlftryt20't?



the Insolvency ancl BankrLrptLy (Application to Acljr.rclicating ALrthority) Rules,

2016 (hereinafter referred to as Rules) by M/s pawan Cargo Forwards pvt.

Ltcl" (Operational Creditor) for initiating the Corporate lrrsolvency Resolutior)

Process (CIRP) irr the case of M/s Bestways 1-ransport (lnclia) LtrJ. (Corporate

Debtor).

2. The corporate debtor was incorporated on 16.11.1g83 as a

Private Limited company uncler the provisions of companies Act,2013. The

clN of the corporate debtor is U630901-lR1983prc0169s2. As per master

data at page 32 of the petition, tl-re registerecl office of tlre Corporate Debtor is

5 Nl'l/87 NlT, Fariclabad, l-laryana. -fherefore, tlre juriscliction lies witlr this

Bench of the Tribunal. : .

3. lt is stated that ttre corporate clebtor has approaclrecl tf e

operational creditor in the year 2011 and booked several cilnsignrnents with

the operational creditor throLrglr its clivision office, i.e. tVl/s Clale Countrywicie

Movers, situated at Yerwada, Pune ancl against. all valicl and confirmecl

consignments for delivery at different places such as Delhi, CSelnai ancl

Calcutta. lt is further stated that tlre operational creditor has rendered its

services from time to time orr credit basis, as usually practicecl in the due

course of business.

4. lt is further subnritted that the corlrorate clebtor has acknowledged

its liability towarcJs operationat ,'",titu, vicje eineril .clated 29.10.?,01?. ancl

18.11.2a'15, but however"lras failecl to make any payment in respect qf its

CP (lB) No. 3llClu)lHry/2_O19



3

liability despite several renrinders by the operational creditor', Copy ol'the e-

mail dated 18.11.2015 is marked as Annexure P-8 of this petition.

5. As per Part lV of Forrr 1, the total amount due frorn the corporate

debtor is {5,32,61,032 irrcluding 24% interest per annun.l. i.e. {2,99,95,502/-

as on 01.03.2018. lt is stated that the total clebt has arisen on account of

unpaici invoices raised during the period of 30.09.2011 to 15.05.2013 by the

operational creditor in lieu of its services provicled to the corporate debtor and

the same are attached at Antrexure P-11. lt is also stated that the clperational

creditor has also maintained fhe ledg;er account of the corporate debtor and

sanre is also a part of Arrncxuro f,i f of thc petition.

6. Tlre clernand notices are statecl to be issuecl or'r 21.09.2015 &

25.10.2015 being Annexure P-6 of the petition. lt is stated that tlre denrand

rrotice was acconlpanied by the corlputation of the t.rlal ouf$tanding towards

tlre corporate debtor comnrencing frorl 30.09.2011 till 15.05.2013 in tlre nan"te

of tlre corporate debtor wherein the corporate debtor was called upon to pay

the outstanding amount of {4,02,95,390/- alorrg with future interest @ 24%

per annum from the date of notice till actual realization on the total amount of

t4,02,95,390/- togetherwitlr the notice fee of {15,000/-witlrin 7 clavs of the

receipt of this notice. f-''

7. lt is stated that tlre corporate debtor after the receipt of the above

notices called the Counsel for tlre operational creclitor and sought some tirlb

to tttultu puylrtuttts uncl tlteteaftet', serrI cilt riltrail d"rLurj l8.l l.2Ull] wlrr:reltt

the corporate debtor has admitted the saicl liability ancl to pay the interest on
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the outstanding due. Copy of the ernail dated 18.11.2015 is annexed as

Annexure P-B of the petition.

8. The petition is signed by Mr. Sanjay Agarwal, Managing Director

of the operational creditor, duly authorised vicle Boarcl Resolution dated

18.09.2015 (Annexure P-1 of the petition).

9. In Part lll of Form 5, the operational creditor has not proposed tlre

narne of lRP. i-

10. Notice of the petitiorr was directecl to bc issr"red to tlre corporate

delrtor on 24.01.201g as to wlry this petitiorr be not aclrnittecl.

11. Tlre corporate debtor irr its rc;ply (Dialy No. 7?-25 clated

17.12.2019) has sulrmitted that the petition is liable to lre disnrissed as the

email dated 18.11.2015 being projected as an adnlssion rtf liability has not

been sent by the then Managing Director of tlre corporate debtor but the same

lras been sent from the e-mail account of Mr. Dhanarrjay Mishra, an employee

in the respondent- corporate debtor's corlrpany who has not been authorisecl

by the tlren Managing Director of tlte Company to arclclress any such e-nrail in

his name, nor on behalf of the corporate cJebtor without his approval. lt is

further stated that the aforesaid email is not an acknbwledgement clf liability

on tlre part of tlre corporate clebtor, as the salne coulcl not be consiclered as

an acknowledgement of liability under the provisions of the Lirrritation Act,

1963, in atty nranner whatsoever. lt is further subnritted tlrat the clairn rnade

in tlte instant petition is a tirnc barrecl clairl arrcl is rrot tenable in law,
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12' lt is cotttenclecl that the clairrr rrracle in the instant petitiorr pertains

to the period frorn 30.09 .2011to 15.05.2013 erncj as far as the arnount claimed

a$ on 30'09.2011 is concerned, no irrvoice/bill nunrber has been mentioned in

the petition against the said amount arrcJ it has only been nrentionec] against

the said amount as old penc.ling. lt is also submitted that the invoices dated

31'10.2012,31.12.2012 and 15.05.2013 nrentioned in the cletails of tlre clainr

in the petition are not reflected nor available in the accounts and the system

of the responclent company ancl hence, are not genuine.

13. lt is also subnritted tlrat the clairns are very nruch prior to lrree

years from the date of filing il,ris cp i.e. 13.11.2018 ancl hence, coulcJ not lre

maitrtainecl or rnade in the petition*as the irrvoiccs irgairrst ilre cli:irn made in

the instant petition are pertairring to tlre periocJ ranging; frorr 1 S.OZ.Z01Z to

15.10.2012, which was a time barrecl clairr even prior to..filirrg of the said

petition in tlre High Court. The period of alnrost on" yum ancj nine months has

elapsed between passing of the orcjer dated 21.02.2A17 by ilris Tribr-rnal in the

earlier petition and the date of filing of the present petitiorr on 13^ 11 .2018. lt is

also represented that even otherwise no amount is outstanding and payable

towards the petitioner opcrational creditor even agairrsL fire involces

pertaining to the period fronr 1s.02.2012 to 1b.10.2012 and the amount

claimeci in the petitinn is vehemonflv cJeniccJ '

:.
14. lt is fr-rrther stal.ercl that thc lretitiorier-olleratiorral crr:r1itor has

claimed interest @ 24% per annun'r whictr is totally uncalled and untenable as

there was no agreelnent entered into between the parties so as to charge
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interest at this exorbitant rate of 24oh per annum by the petitioner-operational

creditor.

15. Fleard Mr. Abhilakslr Grovor, tlre learneci counsel fclr the

petitioner-operational creditoq and Mr- Sanjeev Ghai, the learrrecl counsel for

thc responclent-corporatc cJcbtor ancl pclLr;cc.l tlrc plr:acJirros orr rccclrcl.

16. Mr. Abhilaksh Grover, the learnccl corrnsel for the petitioner

operational creditor while reiterating tlre avernrents in petition placecl heavy

reliance on Annexure P-B e-mail datecl 18 11 201s for the purpose of

admission of debt by the corporate debtor arrd for tlte pulposel of extension of

the period of limitatiotr of the CP. The learnecl courrsel for tlre petitioner further

subrnits that the corporate debtor having failecl to give any reply to the

Annexure P-10 clernand notice dated 01.03.2018 carrnot be perrnitted to deny

the debt or default.

17. The learned coLrhsel {or.tlre petitioner placecJ reliance on the

following decision in support of lris sutrmissions:-

i. Lahcllti Enterprises y.s. l:)arantali Agro [rvl. Lintited,
MANU/NU0172-/2017

18. On the other hancl, lVlr. $anjeev Ghai, the learrrecl counsel for the

respondent-corporate debtor sul:nrits that the Anriexurc P-B e-mail datecl

18.11.2015 was not issued by any autlrorizecl representative of tlre corporate

debtor and hence, cannot be taken as adrnission of clebt by the corporate

debtor. Fle furtlrer submits that everr otlrerwise the said e-mail cannot be

equated to an acknowledgment of clebt. T'he loarrrecl counsr:l also subnrittocl.

that since the petitiorrer fariled to file the CIr willl!,*{rg_lternrissible periocl after
CP (lB) No. 30/Chd/Hry/2019
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the winding up proceedings which were initially filed before the l-lorr'ble liigfi

Court of Punjab and Haryana and later transferrecl to this Triburral ancl

numbered as CP No.236/2016, wlticfr were abated vicleAnnexure R-1 order

clatecl 21 02.2017 of tlris 
.l'ribr-rnal 

artcl hence, the rnst,:rri CIr is lialrle to be

dismissed on tlrat ground alone. The learrrecl counscl firrther sLrbrnittecl that

the claim made in the CP pertains to the year 2-0'12 anrl the sanre was tirne

barred.

The learned counsel for the responcJent praced reriarrce on the

following decisions in support of his subnrissions:-

V. Padntal<untar vs. Slressed Asse/s Stabtilisation Funcl (SAStr) &
Anr., Company Appeal (Af) (nsolvency) No. 57 of 2020, dartecl
12.03.2020, NCLAT;

lnventAssefs securitization arttl []r:con:;{rLtr:lit.tn F,vl. !-ttl. vs. xylctnt
Elechol.ecltnic l:'vt. LIcl., Contpany Appr:itl (AI) (ltt:;olvancy) No. 07T
of 2020, dated | 1.0{J.?020, NCLAT,

Jagrlish Pra:,;arl saraclu ([)Lts1,tr:rrtlecl' ManalqiiirrlT Dircr:trtr ctf ttrc;
Company) v::. Allaltalsact Bank, Carnltany Altpcitl (Al-) (tnsolverrcy)
No. 183 of 202-0, clatect 2t3.08.202_0, NCt AI; artct

Yogeshkuntat' Jasltwanttal Trakkar vs lnclian overseas Banl<, cA
No. 236/2020, dated 14.09.2020, [2020] ibr:taw.in TB NCLAT;

20' Hon'ble Supreme Cor-trt in Mabilox lrrnovations Privata Limitod

versus Kirusa software Private Limited (z0I B), I scc J5j helcJ as uncler:-

19.

ii

iii.

"51, lt is clear, thcrcfnrc, that ance the oporational croditor
has filed an application, which is otheruise cornplele, the
adjudicating authority rrtust reject the application uncler secfiong(5)(2)(cl) if ncttice of dispute has tseen received by the
operational creditor or there is a recorcl of clistsL.rte in the
infonnation utility. lt is clear that sur:h no/icc: nttrs[ bring to the
nolice of the operatirtnal creclil<tt'the "r:xislc'nce" csf a diiput,e or
tlte fact thatla suil-or arLtitration proceecling relatinq to a'clis1.tt.rte
lr^ pencling lsr:twcetr lhr> l.tattir:s "l-!tet 

elt.tt r:, ull Utttt ilr:
adjudir>ating authority r.s /o see at iltis staqe is whether lhere is a

CP (lB) No. 3olCliltlhyt2-01t1
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t
plausible cantention which requires fitrther investi.qation and that
the "rlisptrle" is not a ptttently k:el-tlr: legal aryuntent or an
asseftion of fact unsuplsotled lsy eviclctncet. lt is important to
separate the grain frorn the t:ltaff antl to reject a spurious
defence wltich is ntere bluster. llowevctr, in cloing stt, tlte Court
does rrof need lo be satisfiad that the cleferrce is likely Io
succeed. The Court cioes nof at this slage exarnine thet nterits of
the dispute except to the extent inclicatr:d ttbove. So /orrr7 as a
clispule truly exists rn fact antl is nol spurious, ltypathetical or
illusory, the acljudicalrng itutlrcrily lrtt:; to reject thc aptr"slication."

The facts of the present case are bcing examined witlr reference to the

judgment of the Hon'ble Suprenre Court.

21. In view of the above refen.ecJ clecision in Moltilox lnnovatiorrs

(Supra), it is to be seen wlrether the petitioner pl'ovecl tlre debt and default irr

terms of tlte provisions of ttrq Cocle ancl [Regulatiorrs macle tlrereuncler". The

fespondent-corporate clebtot has nnt clispurted tlte rclalionslrip of tlre

operational creditor and the corpofate del:tor betwecn the petitioner and the

respondent. lt is also not in cJispute that the responclblrt-corporate clcbtor has

not given any reply to tlre Annexure P-10 dernand notice dated 01.03.2018

issued by the petitioner-operational creditor cJenrarrc.ling an anrount of

Rs.5,32,61 ,0321' rvhich fell due as on 18.11.2015. lt is also not in ciispute tlrat

Annexure P-8 e-mail dated 18.11 .2015 was issued on lrehalf of the corporate

debtor confirming the debt of Rs.2,14,59,s261-. The corporate clebtor, except

contending that the author of tlre saicl Annexure P-8 b-rnail itatecl 18.11.2015

did not lrave any ar-rthority tc-r isslrc any sucl.r e-nrail aclmittirrg tlrc clebt, has nol

denied the fact that the auttlror oT the saicl e-mail was very rruclr irr trtre

firllll.rlr-tytttt.tttt ol tltc. cc)t'llofate debtur -l'llereiforo, il r;ln lrc rlfr.rly crrncluclcu

that the respondent-corporate clebt<lr aclnrittecl thc liatrility on '18.11.2}1tr

Once an admission is made by the cortrlorate Clehlgf with reqirrcl to the liabilitv

CP (lB) No. 3otchdlHryt2019
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towards tl-re operational creditr:r, the sarne is recluirecl to be consiclerecl as ?n

acknowledgment of debt and accordingly, it can be safely concludecl that the

instant CP filed on 13. 11.2018 is well witlrin tlrc Iinritation period of threc years

from 18.11.2015 i.e. date of Annexur"e p-B e-mail clatecJ 1s.11.201s. None of

the decisions on which the learned counsel for tlre respondent placecl reliance

stated that the admission of debt made in an e-mail carrnot be consicjered as

an admission of debt and does not extencl the period of limitation. Furtlrer, tlre

Hon'hle NOLAT itt M M Rantachandran vs. souf/r Indian Bank Ltd. &

otlrers ^ company Appeal (AT) (lnsolvency) Na. 1509/2019, considerecl an

e-mail as an acknowleclgr"ni of dEbt.

22 It is tlre settled prirrciple of law that disrlissa{ of earlier cp filecl by

operational creditor is not a bar for filing another CP irr respect of tlre same

debt, if the petitioner is able to prove tlre sr-tbsisterrce oI a legally errforceable

clebt and if the sulrsequent cp is fired within tne peiioo of linritation.

zc.

admitted.

24.

In view of the above discLrssion, this petition deserves to be

The provisions of Section g(SXi) of ilre Code are as follows:

"(5) The Adjuclicating Authority shall.,wiiltin fr'tttrteen clays of
the.receipt of the-applica[iorr uttcler.>^ub-sccfion (Z), by an
Ql'clcr----

(i) adntit the applicatrr:n and comntunicale suclt
decision to tlte operaticsneil Crecli{or ancl the
cot ltot nte drtlttot t[, *

the application ntacle uncler suts-section (2) is comptete;

thcre is no payment of the unpaic! operalionat debt;

(a)

(b)

CP (lB) No. 30iChd/Hry/2019
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1.0

(c) tlte invoice or notice frtr paynent to ttre corpo-tate

debtor n^'i til*,,, iiiiu*rna irvin* olserational creditor;

(d) no natice of dispute has lseen receivecl by the

operalronal creclitor or tl'tere is nct record of dispute in

the informatian utilitY; and

(e) there is no disciltlinary proceecling pe.nding. against any

reso!utionprcfessiona|proposectttndersub-secticsn(4)'
if anY."

lnviewoftheaboveprovisions,itcoulclbeseenthatthe

application is complete in all aspeqts ancl also l'lo objections are being rai$ecl

to the completeness of tlre application filecl Ltncler Section 0(2) of tlte code'

As discussecl above, tlre operational debt renraitrs r-rrrpaicl ancl the operational

creditor has attached its bank statenrents in support of suclr assertion marked

as Annexure P-12 (Colly) of this application' 
-f 

lre demand notice accompanied

with copy of invoices, datecl 01.03.2018 was clt.tly'served to the corporate

debtor on 13.03.2018 as per the tracking report shcwing it ers 'item delivered''

It is deposed on behalf of tlre operational creditor tlrat the corporate debtor

has not brought to the notice of the operational.creditor existence of any

dispr-rte or pendency of suit or arbitration proceeclings filecl trefore tlre servicq

of demancJ notice as defined under Sectiorr 5(6) roercl with Section 9(3Xb) of

| - ts failecl to rePaY the
the Code. lt is also deposecl that ttrq: cgrpprakl cJelltgr lre

unpaid operational clebt as specified i1 the notice sent dy the operational

creclitor.

26. ln view of the satisfaction of the conditions provided for irr Section

9(5XI) of the Cotje, we admit the petition I't-rr initiatiorr of CIRP in thr-' tlilse of

CP (lB) No. 30/Chd/Hry/2019



r.
l-

the corporate clebtor M/s Puwan cargr: t-oiwarcjs ([r) Ltd. ancl clirect

moratorium and appointment of Interim Resolution Professional as below.

27. we declare the moratorium in terms of sutr-section (1) of section

14 of the Code. as under:-

the institution of suits or continuation of pending suits or

proceedings against the corporate debtor" including

execution of any judgnrent, decree or order in any court of

law, tribunal, arbitration panel or other authority;

transferring, encumberirrg, alienating or clisposing of by
t

the corporelte d6btor any of its assets or any legal right or

benefi,cial interest therein ;

c) any action to foreclose, recover or enforce any security
|,

interest created by the corporatb debtdr in respect of its

property including any action uncler the Securitization and

Reconstruction of Operational Assets and Enforcement of

Security Interest Act, 2002.,

d) the recovery of any property by an owner or lessor where

such property is occupied by or,irr the possession of the

corporate debtor.

t

28. lt is further directecJ thal me supply of esserrtial goocls or serviies

to the corporate debtur a$ rnay tte spncified, shall rrpt he terminatocl or

suspended or interrupted during rnoratoriunr period. 'l"he provisions of Section

14(3) shall however, not apply to such transaction$ as may be notified by the

a)

b)

CP (lB) No. S0lCl"rdtl-1ry/2o19
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Central Government in consultation with any operational sector regulator and

to a surety in a contract of guarantee to a corporate cjebtor.

29. The order of moratoriurn shall lrave,: effect frorn the clate of this

order till completion of the corporate insolvencv resolrltion process or until 6is
Bettcll app|oves Lhe rcsolLrtiorr lllrrrr rrncler':;rrb scctiorr (l) ol scctiorr 3.1 or

passes an order for liqLridaticln of corporate debtor urrder Section 33 as the

case may be.

30. under sub-section (4) of section g of ilre cocre, the operational

creditor rnay propose the narne of ResolLrtion Professional to tie erppointecl as

Interim Resolution Professional but it is not obligccl to do so. In the instant

case also, the operational creditor has not proposecl the name of any

Resolirtion Professional to be appoirrted as lrrterinr Resolution professional.

section 1ti(3)(a) of the Code says that wlrere the .applicel{ion for corpr:r;,rter

Insolvency Resolution process is rnacle by an operational creclitor ancl *.

31.

"?).. no proposal for an interhtt resr:lulion ltro.[o:;:;ionttl i:; rnade, theAcljuclicating Auilrcstily shall ntal<e a refcrence to the lioarcl for fircrecommendation of an insolvency profcssittnal wlto ntny ict as an
i nte ri nt resol ution p rofe ssion al ;b) xxxxx"

I

sub-section (4) of section 16 says that ilre Board shail, within ten

days of the receipt of a reference frorn the Adjudicating Authority under sub-

section (3), recommend the name of an insorvency professionar to the

Adjudicating Authority against whonr no disciprinary proceecrings are pending.

CP (lB) No. 30tchdt1ryt201s
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32' tn this regartl a letter bearing Fire Nq.25 /02/2021-NGLT dated
01'01.2021has been received from the Nationar company Law Triburraf, NewDefhi' forwarding therewith a copy of retter No. tp lzoll,rntz',nzo_
rBBr/978/1290 dated 31-12.2020 arong with the guidelines ,ro ,;* o;; 

",resofution professionals approved for NCLT, Chandigarh Bench forappointntent as fRP or LiclLriclator. The'arral is r,,irrid for six rrrorrrrs frorrr
January-Ju ne 2021 we serebt ,'/n Khushvinder sin5rhar appearing at seriarNo' 3g of tre paner to be appointed as r'teri* Resorution pr'fessionar.

33' The Law Research Associate of this TribLrnar has checked thecredentiars of Mr. Khushvinder singhal ancr ,rere is 
'orring "ur"r* ,nr,.r*him' tn view of the above, we appoint Mr. Khusnr,ro-,. u,rghal, Registration

No' fBBl/rpA-002/fp-N00BBB/201 
9-2020/12833 Mobire No. 99140_30030, E_mair: kvp,in'har@qmailpqrTl as flre lnterim Resorution professionar with thefollowing directions: - ;

t') The term of appgint're't of Mr. Krrushvi'der singhar sharf
be in accorcra'ce wi,r the provisiorrs of secticl' 16(5) of
ilre Code;

ra

ii') fn ternrs of section 17 0f the coc,e, fronr ,re crate of this
appointrnent' the powefs of the Board of Directors sharl
stand suspendRrl anr.l tho n.tanflS,ulleilt 0t the aflairc shall
vest with the Interim Resolution profession; ;;";;;
officers and the managers of the Corporate Debtor shalf

CP (lB) No. 30/Chd/Hry/201o ,./-unfte-\
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report to fire Inte'i'r Resclrutio,, pr'fessionar, who srrail be
enjoined td: exercise at ,re powers a$ are vested with
f nterirn Resorution professioral 

ancf stricry perforrn a,'re
duties as are enjoined on tre rnterinr Resorutiori
Professionar uncrer sectiorr 1B ancr orrer rerevanr
provisions of thc Cocle, inclLrcling taking control arrd
custody of the assets ove' whicir the corporate Debtor
has ownership rights recorded in the barance sheet of the
Corporate Debtor etc. as provided in Section 1B (1) (fl of
the code' The Interim Resorution professionar is directed
to prepare a comprete rist of inventory of assets of the
Corporate pebtor;

Tfre lnterirn lresorutiorr rrrolessio'ar"srra, stricry act in
accordance wiilr the Coclc., all in* rules framed.
thereuncJer by the Board or're centrar Government a'd
in accorc.fance with the Code of Conduct governing his

rrrofession nnd as urr rrrSurvertuy professionar wifh rrigrr
stancJards of ethics and moral;

'f'hc Interi'r Rescrrutiorr prot'essionar 
srira, cause a pubric

annotrncernont within flrree clays as contetltlJlntnd rrrrrJor

Itr rlll rf ;1ff6p'f"i nf th,ar lr rr,r rl[,ut1gy, rr rr l 1,,\i1111,;l r rplr.ry buurcl uf
lndia (lnsdlverruy ResolLrtion process for Corporate
Persons) Reguratio's, 2016 0f 

're 
i'itiation of the

Corporate lnsolvency itesok.di

iv,)

CP (lB) No 3}/Chd/Hrytz}1g

\€,'"t|],i,k;b
H

Socess in terms of.



ll

:-ts
section 13 () (b) of the corJe read with section 15 caf ri'g
for the subnrission of clairns agairrst Corporate ffofrtor; l

v') ft is hereby directed that the corporate Debtor, its
Directo rs, personne! and the persorrs associatecJ with the
manageme't shafr extend a, cooperation to the Interim
Resorution professionar in rnanaging the affairs of the
Corporate Debtor as a going concern and extend afl
cooperation in accessing books and records as we, as
assets of the Corporate Debtor:

vi) The lnterirj Resbtrrtion profs^^,^

all the cla. 
ssrorr;rl shall afler collation of

rrr-rs received against the corporate Debtor and
the cleterrninatio' of ,re oper.tin,ral positiorr of the
Corporate Debtor, constitute

and shar re a report, ";:;T:ffi:::ff
commiftee to this Tribunar on or before the expiry of thirty
days from the date of his appointmerft, and .natt .onuenu
rirsr meerins or the commi*ee witr-,iJ.";;;;- or ririns
the report of constitution of the Committee; and

vii') The Interi'r Resorution pror*rfionot il oir*.tecf to senc,
regufar proir".s report to this.l_ribrr'al every ,o,,,r,n*- ."

A c'py rrf thie order lre c'rrrnrurricaterr to both the purties. .rhe

;:_:::::::, 
fur ure pentionersrral deriver copy orlrie "rd;;;,_,;,f'{esofution professionar 

forthwirh 1-he Regi.,y* ;r;; ; ffi;cP (lB) No. 3o/chd/Hryt2a1n ,ffi"

E



:

ii

of this order

forthwith.

sd/-

:.1

1"6

to the lnterim Resolution Professional

:i{

at his email adclress

(Raghu Nayyar)
Member (Techni

March 261h,2021

iD TO BE TRUE COPY

w,;;*'13;F'eii'ii"
.,-,.?.D 

/ UR / AF? / Courr Officer

Hf;"*iffT:ilI'8il,r;|-*t,

. sd/_
(Ajay Kumar Vatsavayi)

Member (Judicial)

L

ffig%

Ce (lB) No. 30/ChdiHry/2019


