
2. Ravi Dhatia erc. vs Eimaar IndLia Ltd. E/;1441/ZOZ3

Present: Mr. Sukhbir Yadav, Advocate for DH.
Mr. Anshu,[ Mittal, Ad,u,ocate for the f D.

" 
' l'A calculation is given by learrrecl counsel for DFL Ac,:orrlilg

to s;arne, ia sum of FIs.4l9B57/- i:; payable to his clirent b), the JD a6 c,n

30.1:.)9.20ta4.\t is pointed out that a sum of Rs.S I44iJgZ,/- \\,,as rr:n:Liltted

to the Authority lry order of Appellate Tribu,nal, ouI of yrhic:h

Rs.zl1|39651,/- has already beren released to the DI{. L,earned counsr:l

reqrnests to release aforesaid amount of Rs.4.9g|i,,/- in favour- r:rfl hIs

client, out of remaining amount as rernitted by tlhe .Appellate Tr,itlunal.

Learned Clor-rnsel for f D has no objection irL it, and he requests to rer1pase

remainingJ a:mount in favour oIhis client. FLecluest is allowr:d. Let, a ciop]/

of this order be giveir- to the Accountl; Officer r,r,ith tl:rer rlirectigp to
release a sulrl of Rs.'l9t157 /- in firvour of DH and rernaining amr:unt to

the JD, Anot.her copy be given [o each of perr:tiersr to be served Lrpon

Accounts Oflicer.

'Io come orr 04.,.1,1..2Ct24 for furthe)r proc(ledings,
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Adj ud ica Uin6J 0 [fi cer,
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