COMPANY LAW BOARD
NEW DELHI BENCH

NEW DELHI

C. P. NO. 82 &83(MB)11
C A. NO.

PRESENT: B.S.V. PRAKASH KUMAR,
HON'BLE MEMBER

ATTENDANCE-CUM-ORDER SHEET OF THE HEARING OF NEW DELHI BENCH OF
THE COMPANY LAW BOARD ON 28.03.2016 AT 10.30 AM

NAME OF THE COMPANY: M/s. Enercon GmbH V/s. Wind Word India Ltd.

SECTION OF THE COMPANIES ACT: 397/398

] ! w P e 22
O imegd s Kanka Shasos of 200

2 d v Enghmerde fﬂ:ﬁm
"\\a =, IO Sy dmak  Paockners.

< « Coumal My, Sasdkar for  febifiowvexn i
Grals )gﬂ,,l-i .

¢

2 Ma Venkatdh Dhord, Sv Ads r';-@.;m'“
M Agkien Sood. | Adw \ x.‘“:\"“
a %Qm M;h_pcxicnj fidas
M Rs hdpon Aev-
fAS D[Sm Parnedva e
il Hson Y - A [ R°252.3

a' J'Lxﬂ . m\ig?-..l =W ) L Pﬁ.‘_-"i ['J,_ E_l\_f 7 //_
‘:Cf"

Aok e jlt‘{,f,- Nt X b‘

1N



Order

The respondents filed this CA praying for taking their reply on
record to the amendment application filed by the petitioner stating that this
Bench passed an order on 21.09.2015 directing the respondents side to file
reply within two weeks thereof, but whereas when the respondents side
failed to file reply, this Bench again passed an order on 14.12.2015 stating
that for there being no reply to the amendment application as per direction
of this Bench, this application was taken up for hea ring on 17.02.2016.

2. For having the respondents side realized that filing reply is essential
in this matter, they filed reply along with this CA seeking liberty to file
reply to the amendment application

3. Nodoubt it is true that the respondents failed to file reply within the
time given, but for this Bench being of the view that the respondent side is
required to be heard before passing orders on merits over amendment
application, this Bench allowed this application by taking the reply on
record by imposing costs of 325,000 on the respondents to pay to the
petitioners within 15 days hereof.

4. Accordingly, CA is allowed and reply is taken on record.

List Amendment Application for hearing on 27.04.2016 at 2.30 p.m.

(B.S.V. PRAKASH KUMAR)
Member (Judicial)



