COMPANY LAW BOARD
NEW DELHI BENCH

NEW DELHI

CP NO. 89/MB/2015
CA NO.

PRESENT: CHIEF JUSTICE M. M. KUMAR
CHAIRMAN

ATTENDANCE-CUM-ORDER SHEET OF THE HEARING OF NEW DELHI BENCH OF THE
COMPANY LAW BOARD ON 03.02.2016

NAME OF THE COMPANY: Mahendra Harkrishan Mirchandani & Anr
Vs.
M/s. Manish Textiles Pvt. Ltd. & Ors.

SECTION OF THE COMPANIES ACT: 397, 398 of the Companies Act 1956.
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89/MB/2015 MAHENDRA HARKRISHAN v. MANISH TEXTILES

ORDER

Reply in the form of affidavit has been filed by the Respondent alongwith documents
and a copy thereof has been handed over to the counsel for the Petitioner in the

court today.

Ld. counsel for the Petitioner No.2 has filed his new Power of Attorney/Vakalatnama
and has prayed that the name of Petitioner No.2 be struck of from the array of
petitioners as she has withdrawn the Power of Attorney given to one Mr. Amit
Mirchandani who in turn has filed the petition impleading her as Petitioner No.2.
Ld. counsel has submitted that petitioner No.2 has never given instructions nor she
had any knowledge of the petition filed by petitioner No.l1 by impleading her as
petitioner No.2.

Be that as it may, the prayer by Petitioner No.2 that her name be struck off from the
array of parties is accepted. The office shall act accordingly,.

In view of the fact that Petitioner No.2 has been struck off from the array of parties,
Id. counsel for Petitioner No.l requests for some time to file an amended petition.
Let the amended petition be filed within 3 weeks with a copy in advance to the
counsel for the Respondent.

Interim order to continue,

List on 25.04.2016 at 2.30 PM. afl (A

[CHIEF JUSTICE M.M. KUMAR]

CHAIRMAN
Date: 03.03.2016
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