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UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Havi ng heard | earned counsel for the parties at great |ength,
we are clearly of the viewthat Rule 9 interpretated by the H gh Court
was a correct view and we see no nmerit in these appeals. They are,
accordingly, dismssed. No costs.

( Ravi P. Verma ) ( Anand Si ngh )
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
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