
C/SCA/10355/2013                                                                                      ORDER DATED: 02/07/2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT AT AHMEDABAD

R/SPECIAL CIVIL APPLICATION NO.  10355 of 2013

With 
R/SPECIAL CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 7668 of 2013

With 
CIVIL APPLICATION (FOR DIRECTION)  NO. 1 of 2024
In R/SPECIAL CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 7668 of 2013

With 
R/SPECIAL CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 10351 of 2013

With 
R/SPECIAL CIVIL APPLICATION NO. 10352 of 2013

==========================================================
GARDEN SILK MILLS LTD 

 Versus 
JAYESH V PATEL & ORS.

==========================================================
Appearance:
GANDHI LAW ASSOCIATES(12275) for the Petitioner(s) No. 1
JAYDEEP P PATEL(9201) for the Respondent(s) No. 1
MR PARITOSH CALLA(2972) for the Respondent(s) No. 3
MR VISHVESH A  PUJARA(10736) for the Respondent(s) No. 1
RULE SERVED for the Respondent(s) No. 2
==========================================================

CORAM:ADDITIONAL REGISTRAR (JUDICIAL)
 

Date : 02/07/2025
 

COMMON ORAL ORDER

1. Perused  the  withdrawal  of  appearance  note  dated  19.06.2025

addressed to the office filed by learned advocate Mr. Vishvesh A.

Pujara appearing for the respective parties and the office note dated

21.06.2025 pertaining to the same.

2. It prima facie appears that the aforesaid withdrawal of appearance

note  is  neither  annexed  with  any  communication  to  respective

parties and RPAD slip nor annexed with any acknowledgement by
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respective  parties of  receipt  of  communication pertaining to  the

retirement  notice/online  consignment  tracking  report.  Moreover,

there is nothing on record to show by way of communication/letter

that  the  client(s)  has/have  intimated  the  learned  advocate  that

clients  do  not  want  to  continue  the  learned  advocate  and  are

relieving  the  concerned  advocate from  the  matter.  Hence,  the

withdrawal of appearance note is not in compliance with Rule 133

of the Gujarat High Court Rules, 1993. In considered view of this

Court,  merely  because  of  appointment  as  Assistant  Government

Pleader, apropos  retirement  from the  matter  will  not  ipso  facto

exempt the present learned advocate who wants to retire from the

matter  from following the due procedure as  contemplated under

Rule 133 of the Rules, 1993. 

3. In view of the aforesaid facts and circumstances, the withdrawal of

appearance note dated 19.06.2025 filed by learned advocate Mr.

Vishvesh A. Pujara for respective parties and the office note dated

21.06.2025 are declined herewith and disposed of accordingly.

4. The Office is directed to place the copy of this order in each of the

captioned matters.

     (M. B. RATHORE) 

     ADDITIONAL REGISTRAR (JUDICIAL)
RB DESAI
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