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Leamed counsel for the Respondens states tnat he h3s not received a coov
or th€ rejoinder nor repty to the CA No.4jlc-1/2016. Learn€d counset for tie
Petitloner however submitted that copies of rejohder and reply have atready been
sent by courier s€Mce on 2.4.2016, However she undertakes to suppty another
copy 0rthe rejoinder as wellas repty to CA No.zl4lc-t/2015 duing the cours€ of rhe
day. Rejoinder to rcdy to the apptication, ll any, b€ fited within rwo w€e!6.

List r0r arguments on 11.05.2016 at 10.30 am
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