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onsidering the manner in which elections are
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Defendants are directed to give notice of this order, to all the

members, precisely with resp
liberty to not put whole of th

ect to stay of the elections. They have the
is order on the media forums as highlighted

above. Further, this order be complied with, within 6 days from now.

Defendants are

given 30 days time period to file written

statement, by supplying advance copy of the same to the plaintiff.
Matter is adjourned. Be listed on 11.01.2018.

Copy of order be
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