
6'. Manis;hil Sharrna vs \rSill Infatech l,imiterl Ei-2261-il.)It)

P'resent : Sh. Sham'filneja, rrrdl,clcate for DH

Ms Shrliyil Takkar r\d'v fr:r JD

0n pre'';'ious date, il- was suLbmitted b'y lerarned cour"rserl f or

|.D that his client: rs rezrdy to harrd over possessIon,cl'subject unil:. Il. is

conternded by learned couns€rlfor I)H that desprite latter visiting the sitr:.,

nLo pr)ssession was handed c,ver to him. All this is rlenied by le;i:rner,rJ

counsel for JD. Durring rleliberat"ion, it is agreecl thal: decree holdler or'

arry of her authorized representative rvill ;rpprroercl-t JDt on 1,7.110.2102:.,,+

at about 1,2.00$oc,n)to take possr3ssic,n and J[r lvitl facilitater [o harLd

o,\,e r the possess ion of's;ubject unLilrw'ithout irLpo:;inpi any cr:ndition,

To c<rm,e orr 11 .1,'1.2024 fot'further pt'oceerCingrs.
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