
COMPANY T-AW BOART)
NI:W DELIII BENCH

!E!LO!!8!

AT]ENDANCDCT]M.ORDER SHEET OF TIIE HEARING
TIIICOIIIPANY LAW BOARD ON 0I.0].2016 AT |)2JO P.M

NAInE OF T eCOMPANY: NUs. Bhayesh Narumalaniv/s.
ud.

slicl lON ofTllE CoMPANI ES: 197/39E

c. P. NO. 73(r'18)15

PRESENT: B, S. v. PRAKASH KUMAR
HON'ALE [IE:\IAER

OF NEW DELIII BIIICH OF

M/s. fhem Flow Engin€€E F .

SIGNATT'R!s,No, DESICNATION REPRESENTATI(}N

l, lov.!A{6 ILLO I
\E{c*t&br J

Itrruu.*.'rtru
'rlb. ,llt . ,Nt LLo

Ptg\lbde^'>

The pelirione. mentioned an applicalion se€kin8 irspectionofrhe documenG
oi rhe conpany, lor which. the.espondents side rought rine ibrfilingfepty.
:. Accordingly, 1be respondenr side h
hereor, rcjoiider, ifany, withjn rwo weeks
pending ibr exlension of dnre to lile reply
atfeady come on record, the applicarion

L l-or having RJ ro Rt3 not fited repty, rlis cas is ser ex pane.garns rhem.

Ljsr he maneron t8.05.20t6ar:.100.m. \, ,r.Uad:.t \9\/ /
)-.. or. - .. 'l"oj ta.s.v. r,nexAst KUMAR)

-ca:i: 
| ::, Ti lt aopy Mcn ber (Judicia l)

,.r, ,-i'- ) t1e6-ot qst
wn.--.. ..:..... k_:-:J:Z_-

direcFd ro file reply wirh lwo weeks
lhereot: For ihe.e being an lpptication
lo the main pelition. 

",€ rcply baving
for extension of lime is dismissed as


