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Kumar and [(ita Nagpal Vs. Enllrar India Ltd

Presernt: Mlr Dhmv Rohtagi Adv for JD

t\s pr:r report girzen by accounts crflic,t)r a sum of Rs. 4'9,17,1537/- I^L.rs

been receiv,ed from Appellate Tribunal, Chancligarh in this case. Whrlc

clisposrng rll'appeal, ftilerl in this case, the l\ppellate Tribunill was plerased to

direct that amount of Rs. 49,17 ,1,53 /- deprosir[ed by appellant-promoter rvtth

the'l'ribunal as prre deposit in terms of provis;o to Section 431:5) of the,{c1 of

ZOI(;be rermitted to the authority for disbursement to the apprellate'l'nrbuttl,tl

subj:ct to tax liabilitY; if anY.

Learled counsel fbr applicant/JD undertiakes th;tt his clirlnt rt'rll
,

discharge his liabilit), of tax etc. Consicierringl all ttris,;rppli,:ation is;rllorvc'-1

[,et afcrresaic[ amounl. ol'Rs.49,17,1531- br: r:jisburserl to thre applic'rnt/Ji)

A copry,of this order be sent to accounts of'fj,cr.:r l.or cornllliance. ,\ttotht't

coprT b,: pr:'ovidecl to 1:he applicant. 1o lle served upon accounts clftrt t'r

Ber r.:onsigned to thel record room zrlonlilwith applicatjon'
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(Rajencler Kun-rari

Adj udicating OI'fr cer,
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