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C.P. Nd25(l.l0l/2016

SEDEA
Reply to the application tor interin retief has b€€n filed and a coDv ther€of

has b€en furnished bo the learned counset for the appticant,petitioner. Rejoinder if
any be fied withn two weeks with a copy in advance to the counselopposite. Repty

t0 tt'€ main peftion may also be filed within four weeks with a coov in advance to

the counse for the pet tioner who may fite rejoinder within h4o weeks thereafter.

It has been brcught to my notice that insp€ction of the whote €cord by

respondent No.1 has not been permitted to the pettioner in his capacitv as Director

and sharehoder. It is not disputed that th€ p€utioner arc 5o?o sha€hotder in dle
Respondent No.1-company and therefore they cannot b€ ctenied insp€ction of the

whol€ re.ords. Learned counset for the petitioner states that they shal be avaitabte

|n the premrses of Respondent No.1-company from romonow i.€. on 11.5.2016 for
the whole week for insp€ctjon of records, The Respondent No.l,company shatl

permit and faciliidte the inspection of whoie recordsi and aso alow the petiUoners

to take Xerot cooies if they so wish,

L st'or rr.rher co.:.derat on on 2l.07.2016 dr r0.30 a ,,.

xnrb'"'" 

-(cHrEF ]USTICE M.M. KUrvtAR)
CHNRIIAN

Dated: 10.05.2016
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