
NATIONAL COMPANY LAW TRIBUNAI
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ATTENDANCE-CUM-ORDER SHEEf Of THE HEARING OF NEW DELHI BENCH OF
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',09.2016
NAIIE OF rHE COMPANY: Pt/s. Arc Cr€d t Re itv A Ltd.

SECTION OF tHE COMPANIES ACT:6214

o, NAME DESIGNATIOI{ REPRESENTATION SI NATURE

cil',J trt P /4kr,. C(l

ORD!R

Th. |etitionci conpany, uhich was incoryorated on 20.03.200& nas jiled th.

present conpoundnrg applic.tion uA 621A ol th€ Compani€s Act, 1956 praying ior

.onPoundnrg ol thc olfen.e u/s 159 oI the Companies Act The said petition which has

ben rcuted throuSh th. otlicc ol th€ RoC along {ith th€n comm€nis, prays lor

conponnding rhe olfenc€ of delaying the liling Form 208 oI the ACM with the officeof

th€ R€gistrar oI Companies wirhin the p.riod r.qtrncd undcr th.st'tute. The statutory

rcqlnement is to file the same within 6u days ot holding ACM whiii was held on

30.09 2013. The company filed ti€ sam. on 21.11.2015, deLaying it by 720 days.

2 q.-rl,p". o-i p\dJnlEo rIr\v tdip A..r'\'

"Erery cortpan! haxntE a snat .ryital shall, uithir skt! tldlls |totu th. day

ot uhich ea.h ol the NtuMt genuat tue.tjags releftetl to i, ection 766 is held,

prcpLre Lnd lile wirh the Registrot a retum coltanti"g the WfiidtL\rs specilied

ht Pdn I of Sche.lale V, as they stood on tlnt da!."

L
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3. the p€ncd of default is stated to be from 0l .12.20:13 to 20.11.2015. It is submitted

by the petitioners that dle to lack of l€Eal expertik/advice .ega.ding discharSing of

liability toi iegulai compliances ol various iaws ihey ould not codply with the

provision of above said secrions on time. It is als submitt€d that the offence is not ot

sudr a natur€ as to lrejudice rhe inr€resr of memberr oeditors o. others dealing with

the ompany, nor does it alfecl public inter€st.

4. The offm.e is punishable uh 162 of the Conpanies Act, 1956 which provid€s toi

d ihposition ol a fine which may extend to Rs.500/ lor each day's defiult. Accordin8ty

the offie oI the RoC has r€com€nded the imposition of a fine of Rs.3,60,000/ on each

5. Asper the report, pro*.uton has not ben initjated. The petitioner slbnits that

the said omission was inadvetent and not on a.count of any malafide jntentions and

thcy have slo noto liled (or cofrpounding ol the offence.

6. Civ€n dE Iacts ol dr€ ca* as rhere is no le8al impediment i, _^mpouding, I

deem it sufiici€nt to impos€ a fine of Rs.:l lakh on each of the pctitioners i.c, the

Cohpdy md its below neniioned two directors for the entire period oI default.

A(ordinglt dle Iine is imposed as unde.:

Nme of the Appli.dts

N,Ii". APC C-,llt R"ti"8*Prt R;r l.u'

Mr. Pnanvadha Matha
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7, Subject b rhe rsnttaG of UE aloresard fitu within two weels the offance stE!

stald c@po6ded. Copy of the order be @t to the ofiice of the RoC, Complid@

Redort be plaed d Isrd.

Petifi@ stand! diep@ed o{ h t€!@ of the above and miSned io Rmrd 
_8.

R J*+r'-c


