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In the High Court Judicature at Madras
Dated: 17.11.2016
Coram
The Honourable Mr.JUSTICE RAJIV SHAKDHER

Company Appeal No.9 of 2014
and M.P.Nos.1 and 2 of 2014

Mahalakshmi V. lyer
W/o Mr.Venkitachalam lyer
. Appellant

Vs.

1. Mahatha Petroleum Private Limited,
Sri Meenakshi Gardens,
34, Mount Medavakkam Road,
Keelkattalai, Chennai - 600 117
represented by its Managing Director
Shri K.A.Thirupathi

2. K.A.Thirrupathi
3. Shanta Thirrupathi

4. R.Lalitha
. Respondents

APPEAL filed under Section 10F of the Companies Act, 1956 to set
aside the order dated 30.06.2014 passed by the Company Law Board,
Chennai Bench, Chennai in C.P.No.1554 of 2012.



For Appellant : Mr.Harishankar Mani
For Respondents: Mr.Murari, S.C.
for Mr.S.P.Murali Krishnan - R1 to R4

JUDGMENT

1. After counsels hade made their submissions before me at some
length, both sides, based on the instructions received in that behalf,
agreed to settle the matter on the following terms:

i) That respondent Nos.1 and 2 shall pay to the appellant, jointly
and severally, a lumpsum amount of Rs.9,00,000/- (Rupees Nine lakhs
only), in one single shot, on or before 25.11.2016.

ii) Upon receipt of the aforementioned amount, the appellant will
make no further claims with respect to the matters, which are subject
matter of the captioned appeal.

iii) The appellant and/or her husband, Mr.Venkitachalam will not
issue any disparaging or defamatory statements, qua respondent No.2
and/or his family members.

iv) The settlement reached in the captioned appeal will not apply
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to the pending Civil Suit, being: 0.5.No.208 of 2012, filed in the District
Court at Chengalpet, Tamil Nadu.

2. To be noted, counsel for the parties have appended their
sighature to the order sheet in affirmation of the terms of settlement
recorded above. Mr.Venkitachalam lyer, the husband of the appellant,
who is present in Court, today, has also appended his signature to the
order sheet. Mr.Venkitachalam lyer affirms that he has received the

appellant's consent to settle the matter based on the aforesaid terms.

3. Accordingly, the captioned appeal is closed based on the

aforestated terms.

4. Consequently, connected Miscellaneous petitions are also
closed.
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