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       ORAL JUDGEMENT (Per B.N.Kirpal, C.J.)

       	These  are  appeals  filed  by  the tenants challenging the

       orders of the Small Causes Court in respect of  the rateable  value

       fixed by the Municipal Corporation.

      

       	A Division Bench of this Court in  First  Appeal  No.829/83



       Municipal Corporation,  Ahmedabad  Vs.    Oriental Fire and General

       Insurance Company Limited, decided on 8th September, 1994 has  held

       that appeals filed by the tenants challenging the rateable value of
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at appeals filed by the tenants ch        the tenanted  premises  are not main

ainable.  In the present case,

       therefore, the appeals filed by the tenants are not maintainable.

      

       	Following  the  aforesaid decision in the case of Municipal

       Corporation Vs.  Oriental Fire and General Insurance Company  Ltd.,

       these appeals  filed  by the tenants are dismissed.  There shall be

       no order as to costs.
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