CRLA No. 355 of 2015
M sc. Case No. 621 of 2016

4 2.5.2016 Learned counsel for the informant disputes the nedical prescr
ption of the wife of the appellant no.4,as according to his statenent, he has contacted the Do
ctor, who is alleged to have given the nmedi cal prescription and he states that the Doctor has
informed himthat the nmedical prescription is not in his handwiting. The sum and substance is

that the docunent on which the interimprayer for appellant no.4 has been prayed for, is ac
oncoct ed manufactured docunment. We would like, |earned counsel for the informant to file a
categorical affidavit in that respect.

At his request, put up this matter tonorrow (3.5.20

16) .
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