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to the register of companies to forward to the Registrar of
Companies as required by sections 124 and 126 of the
above-mentioned Act, a copy of the annual return of the
company for each of the years 1967 to 1971 (inclusive)
together with the documents anmexed thereto as required
by section 127 of the said Act and to give to the Registrar
of Companies as required by section 107 of the said Act
notice of any change in the situation of the registered office
of the company -

This Court doth order that the name of the above named
Sidmere Limited be restored to the register of companies.

And it is ordered that an office copy of this Order be
delivered to the Registrar of Companijes and pursuant to
the above mentioned Act the said Sidmere Limited is
thereupon te be deemed to have continued in’ existence as
if its name had not been struck off

And it is ordered that the Registrar of Companies do
advertise this Order in his official name in the London
Gazette

And it is ordered that the petitioners the said Sidmere
Limited and Daphne Henrietta Herskovic do pay to the
Registrar of Companies his costs of the said petition

R. W. Westley, Registrar of Companies.

In the High Court of Justice (Chancery Division).—
No. 00100 of 1973
In the Matter of HAROLD BRACKENBURY (RET-

FORD) LIMITED and in the Matter of the Companies
Act, 1948

Notice is hereby givenr that by an Order made on Monday,
the 12th day of February 1973 upon the petition of the
above named Harold Brackenbury (Retford) Limited (here-
inafter called the company) and of Harold Brackenbury
of “ Shelford ” Regina Crescent Ravenshead Notfingham in
the County of Nottingham a member of the company on
the 16th January 1973 preferred unto this Court

And upon hearing Counsel for the petitioners and for
the Registrar of Companies (the respondent)

And upon reading the said petition the affidavit of
Lionel Morris Howard the affidavit of Harold Brackenbury
and the affidavit of Maurice Henry Brackenbury all filed
the 26th January 1973 the affidavit of Marjorie Brackenbury
filed the 29th January 1973 and the exhibits in the said
affidavits or some of them respectively referred to

And there being no opposition on behalf of Her Majesty
to the relief sought by the said petition as appears from
tthhe said affidavit of Lionel Morris Howard and the exhibit

ereto

And the petitioners by their Counsel undertaking with
one month of the restoration of the mame of the company
to the register of companies to forward to the Registrar
of Companies as required by sections 124 and 126 of the
above-mentioned Act a copy of the annual return of the
company for each of the years 1968 to 1972 (inclusive)
together with the documents annexed thereto as required
by section 127 of the said Act

This Court doth order that the name of the above named
Harold Brackenbury (Retford) Limited be restored to the
register of companies

And it is ordered that an office copy of this Order be
delivered to the Registrar of Companies and pursuant to
the above mentioned Act the said Harold Brackenbury
(Retford) Limited is thereupon to be deemed to have con-
tinued in existence as if its name had not been struck off

And it is ordered that the Registrar of Companies do
advertise this Order in his official name in the London
Gazette ’ -

And it is ordered that the petitioners the said Harold
Brackenbury (Retford) Limited and Harold Brackenbury
do pay to the Registrar of Companies his costs of the said
petition

R. W. Westley, Registrar of Companies.

In the High Court of Justice (Chancery Division).—
No. 00117 of 1973
In the Matter of SMITH BROTHERS (BURNHAM ON
CROUCH) LIMITED and in the Matter of the Com-
panies Act 1948

Notice is hereby given that by an order made on Monday
the 12th day of February 1973 upon the petition of the
above named Smith Brothers (Burnham on Crouch) Limited
(hereinafter called the company) and of William Ewart
Jones of Castle Ventry Rectory Ross Carbery County Cork

4157

Eire a member of the company on the 17th January 1973
preferred unto this Court

And upon hearing counsel for the petitioners and for the
Registrar of Companies (the respondent)

And upon reading the said petition the affidavit of
William Ewart Jones and the affidavit of Eric Albert Jones
both filed the 1lst February 1973 and the exhibits in the
said affidavits respectively referred to .

And there being no opposition onr behalf of Her Majesty
to the relief sought by the said petition as appears from
the said affidavit of Eric Albert Jones and the exhibit thereto

And the petitioners by their counsel undertaking within
one month of the restoration of the name of the company
to the register of companies to forward to the Registrar of
Companies as required by sections 124 and 126 of the
above-mentioned Act, a copy of the annual retumn of the
company for each of the years 1966 to 1972 inclusive
together with the documents annexed thereto as required by
section 127 of the said Act, to give to the Registrar of
Companies as required by section 107 of the said Act notice
of any change in the situation of the registered office of
the Company and to send to the Registrar -6f Companies
as required by sectionr 200 of the said"Act a notification of
any change among the directors of the company or in its
secretary or in any: of the particulars comtained in its
register of directors and secretaries, specifying the date of
the change

This Court doth order that the name of the above named
Smith Brothers (Burnham on Crouch) Limited be restored
to the register of companies . . .

And it is ordered that an office copy of this order be
delivered to the Registrar of Companies and pursuant to
the above mentioned Act the said Smith Brothers (Burnham
on Crouch) Limited is thereupon to be deemed to have
continued in existence as if its name had not been struck

off .

And it is ordered that the Registrar of Companies do
advertise this order in his official rame in the London
Gazette
. And it is ordered that the petitioners the said Smith
Prothers (Burnham on Crouch) Limited and William Ewart
Jones do pay to the Registrar of Companies his costs of
the said petition

- R. W. Westley, Registrar of Companies.

In the Newport County Court
Ne. 73/50090

In the Matter of REGINALD C. WEBSTER (ENTER-
PRISES) LIMITED and in the Matter of the Companies
Act 1948

Notice is hereby given that by an order made on Wednesday
the 7th day of March 1973 upon the petition of the above-
named Reginald C. Webster (Enterprises) Limited (herein-
after called the company) and of Reginald Charles Webster
of 1 Manor Road, Risca in the County of Monmouth, a
member of the company on the 29th day of January 1973
referred unto this Court ..

And upon hearing counsel for the petitioners and solicitors
for the Registrar of Companies (the respondent) .

And upon reading the said petition, the affidavit of
Reginald Charles Webster filed the 6th day of March 1973,
the affidavit of Lawford Martin Yeates filed the 30th day
of Jarmuary 1973, the affidavit of Harry William Haines
Donovan fited the 30th day of January 1973 and the
affidavit of Philip Patterson filed the 7th day of March
1973 and the exhibits in the said affidavits or some of
them respectively referred to .

And there being no opposition on behalf of Her Majesty
to the relief sought by the said petition as appears from
the affidavit of Philip Pattersorr and the exhibit thereto

And the petitioners by their counsel undertaking within
one month of the restoration of the name of the company
to the register of companies to forward to the Registrar of
Companies as required by sections 124 and 126 of the
Companies Act 1948 a copy of the annual return of the
company for each of the years 1967, 1970, 1971 and 1972
together with the documents annexed thereto as required
by section 127 of the said Act

This Court doth order that the name of the above-named
Reginald C. Webster (Enterprises) Limited be restored to
the register of companies - ’

And it is ordered that an office copy of this order be
delivered to the Registrar of Companies and pursuant to
the above mentioned Act the said Reginald C. Webster
(Enterprises) Limited is thereupon to be deemed to have



