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Wednesday and 1,O.O1,.ZOZ4

CR/3347 /2023 Case titled as Aadharshilla
Contractors pvt Ltd. VS Supertech Limited

Aadharshilla Contractors pvt Ltd.
%

Sh. Ashiwarya Jain Advocate 
l

Supertech Limited

Sh. Bhrigu Dhami Advocate

-------
04.1.0.2023
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the previous order dated 04.1,0,2C
rn as to whether the project is cor
rrium is applicable on the project r
rrium is not there then respondent

;tage Sh. Bhrigu Dhami learned co
cable in the present project. A cop
ed with the registry. Copy of said
[ed on behalf of complainant that
: project.

3 in view all facts and circumstanc(
ty on 03.04.2024 for further proce

oceedings --_--l

)23 IRP of the company' was directed to clarify the 
1zered under IRP proceedings or not and whether

lr not within a period of two weeks and in case if
s shallfile reply.

unsel for respondent submitted that moratorium
y of affidavit of IRp filed in case No. 6346 of 2OZ2
affidavit taken on record. On the other hand it is
no CIRP proceedings are going on with regard to

:sof the complaint no\^r complaint is listed beforeedings. 
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