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A Statutory Derivative Action
This is the FPR writer’s kit for this entry. The grey notes tell you what goes where. Delete them, and this paragraph, before you submit.
Thesis
One sentence. It is set in large type at the top of your piece. If you cannot put your point in one sentence, the piece is not ready.

Abstract
About a hundred words: the question, how you went about it, and what you conclude.

The rule abroad
What the rule is and where it is used.

How it works there
How it operates in practice, with its known problems.

The Indian position
What Indian law does at present on the same question.

Would it fit?
What in Indian law or practice would help or hinder it.

What it would take
The statute, rule or judicial step needed to adopt it.

Notes for the writer (delete before submitting)
Scope of this entry. A codified derivative claim with a leave stage, on the English, Singaporean and Canadian models, in place of the common law exceptions to Foss v. Harbottle.
Authorities to start from. These are places to begin, listed by the editors. Read each one in the original and check the citation before you rely on it.
•  Companies Act 2006, c. 46, §§ 260–264 (U.K.)
•  Companies Act 1967, § 216A (Sing.)
•  Companies Act, 2013, § 245
Length. At least 3,000 words, not counting footnotes.
Citations. Bluebook, each one in a footnote (References, Insert Footnote). Cite the judgment or the statute itself, with a pinpoint, not a commentary on it.
Your own prose. You may use AI tools to find and search sources. The writing must be yours, and you will be asked how you used any tool when you submit.
Submit at https://fpr.iura.in/submit after claiming the entry at https://fpr.iura.in/transplants/statutory-derivative-action
