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ORDER
CA No, 201fC-l/2016:

Ld, oun&l for the Respond€ot No.l srar€s thar the dftuments have alrcady
bcen deposited with the B.dch Officcr as p€r order date.l 19,05.2016,
27.O4.2Ot6 6d 03.03.2016. Ld. eun*t further states that the remainiDg
dftmcnts shall be deposir€d sirh rhc Btdch Oficer within rwo wceks.
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There e objecdons raised by rh€ counsel for the Respond€nr No.4 that copies
of thos documcnts alonc be fumishcd to the coun$t of the petitioner which
he is cntitled in his capaciry as a shar€holder FErticuldly wh€n his
shsreholdiDA is under chall.nge in CP No. 33(ND)/2016. Howevcr, ld couDscl
for rhe p.tition€r has plac€d rclianc. on para 6 of thc .judgment of a Division
Bcnch of D€lhi HiSh coun in lhe cas. ot Rajdhani Roller Flour Mills pvt.Ltd. v.
Mansi Lsl BaSri (1991) Compcas 78a and para 26 of anotterjudsmcnt datod
0s.02.2013 rcndered in thc Company Appcal {sB) No. IOO of 2ol2 iD rhc ca*
orsanjey GMbhir & Ors v D.D. tndustli.s Lrd

The intcrests of .vcryonc viz; R.sFDndenr No.l company, the petitioncr dd
Respond.nts eould bc $pcd bettcr if th. coun is assistcd propfrty. In any
ca$ ransparcncJ in rhes. hattcrs is e far b€ucr option. Ir is aptly eid that
Sunlight is thc best mti$pric'. Th. Division Bench of Dclhi High Coun in the
cae of Rajdhani Rollcr Flour MiUs's @s (supm) has catcgolically ob&rved in

Psre 6 that ' (onl the basis of s. 209 ir cannot bc algued rhat ir ordcr .o prove

thc allcgEtions nadc undd s.ctims 397 snd 398, sharcholdds have sot no
right of inspdtion of the tboks of account dd orh.. rclcvanr papeE of the
company, It is truc that dcteil.d prcvbioB hsve been madc wiih regard to
inspectior of d@umcnts by sheholdere and dirccroB bur on rhe basis of
such provisions it cdnot be dgucd rhar at rhe limc of trial unde! @tions
397, 398 th. .ight ol rhc aharcholdcrs is in any way rstlicred', Th€retore let
thc copies ol the& d@umcnls be giv€n to rhe palties on pajment of usual
cheg€s. These d@um€nts shall be uscd fo. thc procecdinss b.fore this Boad
and not for dy othc. purpo& unless pemittcd by law.

Application stands disDosed ot

List on 08.07.2016 at lO,3O AM.
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ICHIEF JUSTICE M.M, KUMAR ]
CHAIRMAN
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