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Dat e of decision: 28/ 10/ 2004

JUDGEMENT

1. The petitioner Conpany, by way of t hese
petitions, has challenged the action of the City Cvi
Court, Ahnedabad, whereby it had directed the O ficers of
the petitioner Conpany to remmin present before the Court
with all the relevant docunents and directed it to file
reply within a stipulated peri od.

2. In view of the provisions laid down in Section

145 of the CGvil Procedure Code, 1908, the Cty Cvil
Court, Ahnedabad, had no jurisdiction to issue such a
direction. Now assumi ng, even if, at the rel evant point
of time, the Court concerned was of the opinion that it
had jurisdiction to issue such a direction, then also, to
di rect t he Chief Oficer of a conpany, I|ike the
petitioner herein, was definitely wuncalled for, unless
there was a serious breach of any order of the said
Court.

3. The City Cvil Court, Ahnedabad, shall keep in

mnd the aforesaid observation, before giving any such
directions in future, particularly, in matters where
public utility services are involved. The City Cvi
Court is directed to grant reasonable tine to the
petitioner Conpany to submit its reply. Moreover, if it
is a case of non-supply of essential services, then
reasonable tinme should be granted to the Conpany to
enable it to present its case before the Court.

4. Wth the above observations, the petitions stand
di sposed of. Rul e is discharged. Interimrelief granted
earlier stands vacated.

(K. S Jhaveri, J.)
pravi n/



