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RAJASTHAN FINANCIAL CORPCRATION .
Udyog Bhawan, Tilak Marg, Jaipur-302 005

Ref.No : RFC/F/Law/HO-1528/ 6466 Dated ; 31.07.2003

CIRCULAR

i cow  wmea  Gew e wes  Ga oo

"{ Litigation Circular Ho. 91 )

Subject Important Court Decision = Akshaydeep
Mathur Vs. R.F.Ce

In the S.B.Civil Revision pPetition No.410/2000 the
petitioner filed, 3a revision before the H'ble High Court
w/s 115 of C.P.C. against the order of ADJ=6 Jaipur (City)
Jaipur for returning the application as being with the purview
of ‘the DRT only as the appliéation wag for recovery of dues
over Rs, 10 lac. The H'ble Court dismissed the revision
petition stating that " it is an application filed with
obiique motive and purpose to delay the recovery of due amount
of public money », The H'ble court has also imposed éanelty
of Rs. 2000/= on the petitioner-defendent.

Photo copy of the judgement is enclosed. All concerned

are requested to keep this important judgement in mind

while dealing with the relevant issue. Our advocates on penal

éhould be appraised of this decision.

( JoP.Vimal }
Executive Director

Encl: As above.
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