
 

     IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

 

 

     CIVIL REVISION APPLICATION No 73 of 2004

 

 

 

 

     For Approval and Signature:

 

 

              HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE P.B.MAJMUDAR

 

     ============================================================

    1. Whether  Reporters  of  Local Papers may be allowed   : NO

       to see the judgment?                                    

                                                                 

    2. To be referred to the Reporter or not?                : NO

                                                                 

    3. Whether Their  Lordships  wish to see the fair copy   : NO

       of the judgement?                                         

                                                                 

    4. Whether  this  case involves a substantial question   : NO

       of law as to the interpretation of the Constitution       

       of India, 1950 of any Order made thereunder?              

                                                                 

    5. Whether  it is to be circulated to the concerned      : NO

       Magistrate/Magistrates,Judge/Judges,Tribunal/Tribunals?   

                                                                 

     --------------------------------------------------------------

     NITABEN MANSUKHBHAI SOLANKI

Versus

     UNITED INDIA INSURANCE CO.LTD.

     --------------------------------------------------------------

     Appearance:

          MR MRUGEN K PUROHIT for the  Petitioner.

          MS AVANI S MEHTA for Respondent No. 1

          NOTICE SERVED BY DS for Respondent No. 2-3

     --------------------------------------------------------------

 

              CORAM : HON'BLE MR.JUSTICE P.B.MAJMUDAR

 

     Date of decision: 30/04/2004

 

ORAL JUDGEMENT

 

 

     	It is pointed out by Mr.Purohit that  the  amount

     in  question  is only Rs.18,000/- and that the petitioner

     is a major lady.  According to him, she wants this  money



     for utilising  the same for some urgent family needs.  It

     seems that the Tribunal has invested  the  amount  for  a

     period of five years.  However, since the petitioner is a

     major  and  that the amount involved is only Rs.18,000/-,

     after a period of one year, the petitioner can  move  the

     Tribunal  for  withdrawal  of  the  amount  in  question.

 

     	Ms.Mehta,   learned   Advocate   for   respondent

     No.1-Insuracne  Company,  submitted  that  the  Insurance

     Company may not have  any  objection  if  the  amount  in

     question  is  permitted  to be withdrawn by the applicant

     considering the fact that she is a major and  the  amount

     involved is   a   comparatively  small  amount.    It  is

     clarified that, after completion  of  one  year,  if  any

     application   is   submitted,  the  Tribunal  shall  pass

     appropriate order considering the facts and circumstances

     of the case, as indicated by the applicant herein.

    

     	Subject to the aforesaid observations,  this  CRA

     is disposed of.

 

    

     30th April, 2004		( P.B. Majmudar, J. )

    

      ***

    

     (apj)


