
NATIOiIAI COMPAI{Y LAW TRIBUIIAL
IIEW D€LHI BEIICH

IIEW OEI.HI

c, P. NO. 6(ND)1s
ca. No.

CORAM:

PRESENT: SH, R.VARDHARA:IAN
HOll'BLE tlEl'laER (J)

ATTENDAI{CE-CUM-ORDER SHEET OF TIIE HEARTNG Of I{EW DEIHI BEI{CII OF
THE NATIONAL COMPANY LAWTRIBUNAT ON 25.07.2016AT O2.OO P,M

NAME OFTHE COMPANY: M/s. Raj Kumar Gii v/s. rvt/s.Inte96ted Enviroterh P.'t. Ltd.
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< G""1"1 *' oooto
ftrfiufni."rn si.gi *i" i" pres€nr on behalf of rhe respondenr,

submits that on accounr of shifrinS of rheir office rhey wor d require
another30 ro 40 days time to providc the relevant documents to the valuer.
The respondents' .equesi appears to be yet another ditarory tactic adopted
by ihem to thwart and delay a jusiifiable exir to rhe petirioner. This is not
only grossly unfair to th€ petitioner but even amounrs ro washng rhe rimc
of this Bench.
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Z. fft" n"rpo.ta*t" ure only being Srant€d one weevs trme to file all

tl|e relevant documents in cout uPon which th€se shall be 6€nt to the

valuer.

3. R2 is dir€cted to be Pr$€nt in Person on the next date ot h€adnt'

4. Renotity this case on 016 2016at 20 P'trr' s4l-
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