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1. For orders on CMA No.195/11
2. For orders on office objectjons
3. For hearing of CtilA t.Io.202l12
4. For hearing of main case

Mr. Saad Siddiqui for appticant
Mr. Khurshid Anwar for respondent

.x-x.x.x-

Statement fited by the tearned Counset for the applicant is

taken on record.

After hearing the parties at tength, it appears that the

impugned order disposed of an appLication under Order Vll Rute 1i

Learned Coun5el for the appticant submits that the

exctusive jurisdiction lies with the Electric lnspector insofar as the

thcft of the etectrici(y is concerned.

The K-Etectric may proceed i. accordance with law and nry

Iodge FIR in case of any theft however there js no ouster clause Lc

avait jurisdiction of civit Court insofar as the attegarior'l raised in

the plaint r's concerned.

I have gone through the jmpugned orders. Vy'ithcut

ccmmenting upon the merils of the case and Lhe retiet sought, it

appears that the suit was for pernlancnt i junction. Surprisingl]

despite serious attegations of theft of etectricity, (-Etectric has

removed the meter iLsetf instead of requesting the Etectric

lnspector under Etectricity Act. K-Etectric cannot be a judge of

iheir o!vl] cause and rcmove the rncter regarding whiLn

attegations have been raised by them.

ln v,ew of the above, this re./ision apptication is disposed of

by consent with directions to the trial CourL Lo proce(,,J

expedjtiously and decide it cn merits vr'ithin three

tlr

ths fron'l

ties.todav after atlowing thc oppgrtunily of heari[g to

o

jurrq,l

,-"4
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