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ADVOCATES) RULES, 2018

PROFORMA OF PARTICULARS

(UNDER RULE [13])

Name: Awadhesh Kumar Singh
Qualification: B.Se., LL.B.

Date of Birth: 31" January, 1965

Permanent Address: H.No. G-2, Panchsheel Nagar, Gwarighat Road
Jabalpur M.P.-482008

Address to which communications are to be sent: H.No. G-2,

Panchsheel Nagar, Gwarighat Road Jabalpur M.P.-482008

Name of Bar Council and Date of enrollment as an advocate: State Bar

Council of Madhya Pradesh, dated 16" July, 1995

Number in the roll of advocates maintained by the State Bar Council:
M.P.-966/1994

Whether he is/was a member of any association of lawyers ? If so the
details:- Life Member of District Advocates Bar Association,

Bhopal, Enrolment No.-1337/December, 1994

Number of years, name of place and Court (s) where practiced: (i)
Bhopal State Administrative Tribunal Bench at Bhopal and
Arbitration Tribunal until dissolved 8 years, (ii) The Hon’ble High
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(10)

(11)
(12)

(13)

(14)

Specialization in any field of law. If so, details: Administrative Law

(service matters), SARFAESI Act, 2002 (Debts recovery matters)
Whether a junior to any lawyer (s) at present ? If so, the details: No.

Whether any junior lawyer is practicing with him ? If so, names of such
lawyers and the period: (1) Shri Ajay Dwivedi, 17 years, (2) Smt.
Anubha Singh, 17 years (3) Akhilesh Kumar Singh, 6 years (4) Ms.

- Akanksha Soni, 06 years.(5) Aryaditya Singh, 03 years.

Whether he is an assessee under the Income Tax Act In respect of
professional income ? If so, details of income assessed for the last three

years accompanied by a copy of the Permanent Account Number Card:-
Yes, PAN NO.-AELPS9809Q

Year 2020-21: Rs. 4,60,120/-

Year 2022-23: Rs. 4,88,920/- |

Year 2023-24: Rs. 4,94,560/-

The copies are enclosed and marked as Annexure A-1 (Clubbed).

Whetherlh'e is/was in the panel of the State or Central Government or

whether holds any office under the State or Central Government ?
1) South Eastern Coalfields Ltd., Bilaspur (C.G.)
2) Canara Bank, Circle Office Bhopal (M.P.)

3) Bank of Baroda, Chief Manager Coordination, M.P. and C.G.
Zone, Bhopal

4) Central Bank of India, Regional Office- Jabalpur



(15)

5) M.P. Board of Secondary Education, Bhopal

6) State Bank of India, DRT Cell, Administrative Office, Vijay
Nagar, Jabalpur

The copies are enclosed and marked as Annexure A-2 (Clubbed).

(a) Reference to any important matter in which appeared [and rendered

assistance]

1) Dharamdas Patel Vs. State of M.P. and others, W.P.
No0.1564/2002, order dated 06-09-2002 passed by Hon’ble Shri
Justice Dipak Misra & Hon’ble Shri Justice A.K. Srivastava

2) Alok Pratap Singh Vs. Union of India and others, W.P. No.
2802/2004, order dated 21-06-2007 passed by Hon’ble Chief
Justice Shri A.K. Patnaik and Hon’ble Shri Justice Ajit Singh

3) M/s Bhagwati Industries Vs. State Bank of India and others,
W.P. No.2358/2004, order passed on 05-07-2004 by Hon’ble Shri
Justice K.K. Lahoti.

4) Manohar Lal Carpenter Vs. Union of India, OA. No.59/2007,
order dated 09-09-2008.passed by Hon’ble Shri Justice Mukesh
Kumar Gupta and Hon’ble' the Administrative Member Shri
Ranbir Singh and Mukesh Kumar Gupta Judicial Member.

5) Mathura Prasad Vs. State of M.P., M.Cr.C. No. 1953/2008, order

dated 13-03-2008 passed by Hon’ble Shri Justice A.K. Saxena

6) Smt. Radha Chourey Vs Board of Secondary Education Bhopal
W.A. 383/2008 on 11.04.2008 passed by A.K.Patnaik Chief
Justice and Ajit Singh Justice.
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7) M/s Soleman Computer Vs. The State of Bank of India W.P.
9841/2009 order dated 24.09.2009 by Justice R.S. Jha.

8) Suresh Chandra Upadhyaya Vs. State of M.P W.P. 8308/2007
order dated 27.08.2009 by Justlce Sanjay Yadav

9) Anish Saxena Vs State of M.P. Cr.A 6815/2018 order dated
22.11.2018 by Justice J.P. Gupta.

10) Ashok Singh Kirar Vs. The Life Insurance Corporation of
India and others W.P. 24569/2022 order dated 26.04.2023 by
Justice Vivek Agarwal.,

The copies are enclose and marked as Annexure A-3 (Clubbed).

(b) Reported judgments in which the concerned Advocate (s) had

appeared in last five years [and rendered assistance]:-

2001, ARB, WLJ, Rajendra Kumar Bhalla Vs, Secretary, Narmada
Valley Development Department.

The copy enclosed and marked as Annexure A-4.

Whether he has written any book on law or made any contribution to a

law publication or journal ? If so, the details

No.

[16a] Whether he has/had teaching assignments or delivers/delivered guest

(17)

courses delivered at Law schools ? If yes, details]

No.

Whether he attended or participated in any seminar/conference relating

to law ?



(18)

(19)

(20)

21

(22)

No.
Whether he is/was connected with any faculty of law ?

No.

Whether any application for designation as senior advocate had been

made in the past to the High Court of Madhya Pradesh or any other

Court ? If so, when and with what result ?

No.

Whether ofdinarily practicing within the jurisdiction of the High Court
of Madhya Pradesh

Yes Hon’ble High Court Principal Bench at Jabalpur M.P.

Whether he has ever been personally involved in any civil or criminal
litigation or contempt proceedings or any disciplinary proceedings

against him by the Bar Council. If so the details thereof
No.
Details of participation in pro-bono work

[22a) Details of five best synopses filed by the advocate

concerned:
(i) W.P.11732/2007 J.K.Mishra Vs. The State of M.P. and others.

(ii) Civil Revision No.104/2017 Babulal Contractors and Engineers
Vs. The State of C.G.

(iii) Referance Case No.75/2019 Rajedra Kumar Bhalla Vs. State of
M.P.



(23)

(24)

Date:

(iv) W.P (S) 6297/2019 Sheetal Kumar Patel and others Vs. The State
of C.G.

(v) Cri.Ref Contempt Petition No.02/2022 Tarana Shriman Shrikrishna

Daglia Vs. Nilesh Kumar Surana.

The copies are enclosed and marked as Annexure A-5 (Clubbed)

Other information/particulars, if any, including legal services and as

Legal aid counsel:

No.

Details of services rendered by way of legal services, mediation work,
other para-legal activities, assistance rendered to various administrative

Committees of the High Court, etc.

No. .
™
o
07/11/2023 Signature of the Advocate
Mobile No.-9827042887

E-mail ID-kumarsinghawadhesh9@gmail.com



Name of Assessee

A1

Awadheéh Kumar Singh

Fatheq’ Name Shri Krishna Kumar Singh
Address A 262 Shahpura,Bhopal,Bhopal,Bhopal,Bhopal, MADHYA PRADESH, 462001
Status Individual Assessment Year 2020-2021
Ward Year Ended - 31.3.2020
PAN AELPS9809Q Date of Birth 31/01/1965
Residential Status Resident Sex Male
Nature of Business OTHER SERVICES-Other services n.e.c.(21008)
Filing Status Original
Return Filed On 04/01/2021 Acknowledgement No.:  100810620040121
Aadhaar No: 336387608850 Passport No.:
Bank Name Bank of India, JABALPUR ,MICR:482013007, A/C N0O:940610310000036

' ,Type: Saving ,IFSC: BKID0009406
Tele: Mob:9827042887

Computation of Total Income

Income from Business or Profession (Chapter IV D) 460120
Awadhesh Kumar Singh

Profit as per Profit and Loss alc 460120

Total 460120

Gross Totalvlncome 460120
Total Income : , 460120 |
Round off u/s 288 A 460120

Adjusted total income (ATI) is not more than Rs. 20 lakh hence AMT not applicable.

Tax Due ' 10506

Rebate u/s 87A : : 10506
. "—'—--0
Tax Payable 0

Tax calculation on Normal income of Rs 460120/-
Exemption Limit :250000 .

Tax on (460120-250000) =210120 @5% = 10506
Total Tax = 10506

Due Date for filing of Return July 31, 2020
Due date extended to 10/01/2021

Signature

(Awadhesh Kumar Singh)
CompuTax : 1164 [Awadhesh Kumar Singh}




INDIAN INCOME TAX RETURN ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

{Where the data of the Return of Income in Form ITR-1 (SAHAJ), ITR-2, ITR-3,

Assessment Year

ITR-4(SUGAM), ITR-5, ITR-6, ITR-7 filed and verified| 2020-2 1
(Please see Rule 12 of the Income-tax Rules, 1962)
PAN AELPS9809Q
Name Awadhesh Kumar Singh
A 262 Shahpura, ,, Bhopal Bhopal, Bhopal,Bhopal, MADHYA PRADESH, 462001
Address
Status Individual Form Number ITR-3
Filed u/s 139(1)-On or before due date e-Filing Aclfnowledgé“rﬂént Number 100810620040121
" Current Year business loss, if any 1 0
g Total Income L 460120
= ; S
o Book Profit under MAT, where applicable 2 0
: Adjusted Total Income under AMT, whére :ipplicable 3 460120
5 s
g Net tax payable 4 0
2 Interest and Fee Payable 5 0
2 Total tax, interest and Fee payable 6 ; 0
n RN . ‘\
‘ E Taxes Paid _ : 3 L =7 . e 0
= e : - %
(+)Tax Payable /(-)Refundable (6-7) "~ . -8 0
= Dividehél_ Tax Payable : ) 9 _ 0 V
g E P Interest Payéble v i 10 : 0
E g g Total Dividend tax and interest payable. : 11 0
Rt :-E - ——— — —
= £ | Taxes Paid _ 12 0
R | (+)Tax Payable /()Refundable (11-12) 13 0
E Accreted Income as per section 115TD 14 0
3 Additional Tax payable u/s 115TD 15 0
(]
E ‘S | Interest payable u/s 115TE 16 0
(]
'_-E s Additional Tax and interest payable 17 e
% Tax and interest paid 18 0
]
é (+)Tax Payable /(-)Refundable (17-18) 19 0
Income Tax Return submitted electronically on _04-01-202120:36:05  from IP address 122.175.227.227 and verified by
Awadhesh Kumar Singh
having PAN _ AELPS9809Q on  04-01-2021 20:40:21 from IP address 122.175.227.227 using

Electronic Verification Code CFVEIR6UJI  generated through Aadhaar OTP

mode.

DO NOT SEND THIS ACKNOWLEDGEMENT TO CPC, BERGALJRU




AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH

Name of Assessee : AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH
,Fathe®; Name : KRISHNA KUMAR SINGH
Address : A 262 Shahpura
Bhopal,Bhopal Bhopal,Bhopal-462001
Date of Birth : 31-01-1965 : Status - Individual
Permanent Account No. : AELPS9809Q Previous Year ended on : 31-03-2022 .
Ward/Circle/Range : Ward 11 Assessment Year 1 202223
Return Filing Due Date : 31-07-2022 - Aadhar No. : 336387608850
: Mobile No. : 9827042887
COMPUTATION OF INCOME
Profits and Gains of Business or Profession
Professional Income u/s 44ADA
AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH
Turnover/Receipt ) - 977840.00
Deemed Profit ’ 488920.00 - 488920.00
Gross Total Income . 488920.00
Total Income , 488920.00
Tax on Above 11946.00
Rebate
Rebate u/s 87A o 11946.00 11946.00
Net Tax NIL
etails of all banks accounts held in India at any time during the previous year (excluding dormat accounts)
S.No| IFS CODE OF NAME OF THE BANK . ACCOUNT NUMBER (of 9 (tick one account
THE BANK : digits or more as per CBS for refund)
system of the bank) ‘
1.] BKID0009406 Bank of India 940610310000036 v
Tax Comparison Between New and Old Regime of Taxation _
Old Regime » New Regime
Net Income : 488920.00
Adj. u/s 115BAC:
Standard Deduction : 0.00
Entertainment Allowance : ’ . 0.00
Professional Tax : 0.00
Other Salary Exemption : - , 0.00
House Property Loss : 0.00
Family Pension Exemption : . 0.00
B/f Losses Setoff ag. House Property Income : 0.00
Deductionu/c VIA: ' 0.00
Income Tax : _ 11946.00 11946.00
AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH

An MDA Software



Ackhawledgement Number:894671210300723 Date of filing : 30-Jul-2023*

INDIAN INCOME TAX RETURN ACKNOWLEDGEMENT Assessment
[Where e data of the Return of Income in Form ITR-1(SAHA)), ITR-2, ITR-3, ITR-4(SUGAM), ITR-5, ITR-6, ITR-7 Year
filed and verified]
(Please see Rule 12 of the income-tax Rules, 1962) . 2023-24
PAN | AELPS9809Q
Name AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH
Address A 262 Shahpura , Bhopal,Bhopal , Bhopal,Bhopal , 18-Madhya Pradesh, 91- INDIA, 462001
Status Individual Form Number ITR-4
Filed u/s » 139(1)-On or before due date e-Filing Acknowledgement Number 894671210300723
Current Year business loss, if any 1 0
» | TotalIncome 2 4,94,560
E )
g Book Profit under MAT, where applicable 3 0
X
,‘3 Adjusted Total Income under AMT, where applicabﬂlﬂi 4 0
'E heflm ST
o Net tax payable 5 0
g
g Interest and Fee Payable 6 0
P '
r Total tax, interest and Fee payable 7 0
X
=

Taxes Paid - 0
(+) Tax Payable /(-) Refd 0
:{:" Accreted Income &s.per-séction 115TD 0
] %P
n Py %% -
E Additional Tax payable U 0
e
- Interest payable u/s 115TE 0
e Additional Tax and interest payable - I 13 0
L O -
¥ | Taxand interest paid 14 0
'{i‘, . - e
&‘3 (+) Tax Payable /(-) Refundable (13-14) 15 0
Income Tax Return submitted electronically on 30-Jul-2023 18:11:45 from IP address 223.226.94.33 and
verified by AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH having PAN AELPS9809Q on 30-Jul-2023
using paper ITR-Verification Form /Electronic Verification Code 7G98X4P581 generated through Aadhaar
oTP mode

a

System Generated &@ﬂﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁgl
|
Barcode/QR Code h 1A i'as

AELP59809Q04894671210300723c8b69da6c056473 1d6bclectbadf5084328a8085

DO NOT SEND THIS ACKNOWLEDGEMENT TO CPC, BENGALURU
*If the return is verified after 36 days of transmission of return data electronically, then date of v'é?ff?é'gi'fawhw\){i’fliwbwé_;m(:&f)ﬁgfggi:ggém;agzémé?
filing the return (Notification No.05 of 2022 dated 29-07-2022 issued by the DGIT (Systems), CBDT).”




AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH

Name of Assessee : AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH
 Fatho Name : KRISHNA KUMAR SINGH
Address : A 262 Shahpura
Bhopal,Bhopal Bhopal,Bhopal-462001
Date of Birth : 31-01-1965 Status : Individual
Permanent Account No.  : AELPS9809Q Previous Year ended on . : 31-03-2023
Ward/Circle/Range :Ward 11 Assessment Year : 2023-24
Return Filing Due Date : 31-07-2023 Aadhar No. 1 336387608350
Mobile No. . 9827042887
COMPUTATION OF INCOME
Profits and Gains of Business or Profession
Professional Income u/s 44ADA
AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH
Turnover/Receipt 989120.00
Deemed Profit 494560.00 494560.00
Gross Total Income 494560.00
Total Income T 494560.00
Tax on Above 1222800 —
Rebate
Rebate u/s 87A 12228.00 12228.00
Net Tax ’ NIL
etails of all banks accounts held in India at any time during the previous year (excluding dormat accounts)
S.NoJ IFS CODE OF NAME OF THE BANK ACCOUNT NUMBER (of 9 (tick one account
THE BANK digits or more as per CBS for refund)
system of the bank)
1.1 BKID0009406 Bank of India 940610310000036 v

Nature of Business Detail

Business Details

Trade Name

Busin_ess Code

Professional Services - Legal profession

AWADHESH KUMAR SINGH

Tax Comparison Between New and Old Regime of Taxation

16001

Old Regime New Regime

Net Income : 494560.00

Adj. u/s 115BAC :
Standard Deduction : ' 0.00
Entertainment Allowance : 0.00
Professional Tax : 0.00
Other Salary Exemption : 0.00
House Property Loss : 0.00
Family Pension Exemption : 0.00
B/f Losses Setoff ag. House Property Income : 0.00
Deduction u/c VIA ; 0.00 .
Income Tax : 12228.00 12228.00

AWADHESH XUMAR SINGH

An MDA Software




A/

(LUinder Junisdiction of Bilaspur Coust Only)

South Eastern Coalfields Limited
(A MINI RATNA COMPANY/P.8.U.)

qsiiepd wEATSd. H9a g, Wodlo Fo go,, AHEF (FoTo) WL 0o0g
Regd. Office : Seepat Road, P.B.No. 60, Bilaspur (C.G.) - 495 006

Ref - SECL/BSP/ILEGAL/Dy.LM/P-232/2009/ 459 Date: 24.11.2009

To,

- Shri A.K Singh,
Advocate,
Golden Jubilee Hall,
ist tioor, Seat No. 365,
High Court Campus,
labalpur (MD).

Sub: Empanelment of advocate.
Dear Sir,
We are pleased to inform yoxi that, considering your application and
biodata, the Competent Authority has accorded approval to empanel you as an
advocate of SECL for defending the cases of SECL betore the Hon'ble High Court

of MP as and when the cases are handed over to you.

Fee Schedule of SECL is being enclosed herewith by which payment of fee -
shall be governed.

Kindly acknowledge acceptance.
Yours faithfully,

Encl: As above.

N G
1.  GM(FIN), SECL, Bilaspur.
2. CGMs/GMs- Johilla/Sohagpur/J&K and Hasdeo Areas.
3. TS to Director (P), SECL, Bilaspur.
4. Dy. LM/Legal Inspectors - Johilla/Sohagpur/J&K and Hasdeo Areas.
5. S/Shri AA. Khan & KK. Bajpayee, L/ Inspectors, SECL, Bilaspur.



Porer 3 @Canara Bank

Ref: BPLCO/R&L/ADV EMP/1438/KG !

From

Canara Bank
Circle Office
Bhopal

To ' ’
Sri Awadesi Kumar Singi
Advocate
R/o: G-2, Panchsheel Nagar,
" Gwarighat Road, Jabalpur (M.P.)

Also at:
1. “Golden Jubilee Hall, First Floor Seat No. 368, High Court Campus, Jabalpur (M.P.)
2. A-262, Shahpura, Bhopal (M.P.)
3. B.D.A. Market, Bus Stop No. 7, Chamber No. 349, Bhopal.

Dear Sir,’

Sub; Emparfelment of Sh. Awadesh Kumar Singh Advocate in HO panel of Advocates.

We are glaﬁ to inform you that, you have been empanelled in our Bank’s HO panet of Advocate from
25.06.2013. t

You shall be bound by the guidelines / policy of the Bank, which is in force from time to time.

a) Fee and other charges shall be as per Bank’s Rules.

b) You should not use Bank’s name, symbol etc. in your letter head, sign board, name plates,
pamphlets, etc; such as ‘Legal advisor to Canara Bank'/ ‘Advocate for Canara Bank’, etc.

¢) You shall not appear / advise against any Branch / Office of the Bank, under any
circurnstances. . -

& Inclusion of your name in the Bank’s panel shall not constitute an appointment or a right for an
appointment to be made by the Bank and that Bank reserves its right to terminate such
engagement at any time. '

e) The Bank is free to employ any Advocate of its own choice and no right exists for an
empanelled Advocate to claim that he alone should be entrusted with Bank’s work.

f) _There shall be review of performance of panel Advocates by Bank every year.

This letter is issued solely for the purpose of informing your empaneiment in our Bank’s panet of
. Advocates and shall not be produced / lodged before any forum / authority, without the express
permission of the Bank. '

Place : Bhopal
Date : 03.07.2013

Legal Section

Canara Bank 0755 2671005, 2577990
Circle Office, Bhopa! F- 0755-2765966

Paryawas Bhawan, Block No.3 . E reccobpl @canarabank.com
5th Floor, .. Road, Arera Hills ) www.canarabank.com

8hopal



das 30w agiGT  Bank of Baroda
0B:ZO:MP&CG:19:Legal:2013: 4 4 4 S Date: 24.07.2013

Shri A.K. Singh (Advocate)
Golden Jubilee Hall,

High Court Campus,
& Seat No. 368

JABALPUR [M.P.]

Dear Sir,

Re : Your empanelment as Bank’s advqcate for our branches at Jabalpur Branches.

This has reference to your application dt. 19.07.2013 wherein you have evinced interest for empanelment as a panel advocate
with our bgn_l_(.v_w_g are pleased to inform you that your request has been considered favorably and you are advised to give
your consent for empanelment on following terms and conditions:

You will abide by bank’s terms and conditions and you will not claim any retainer fee or employment in bank’s service.

You will not accept case against the bank. - . .

You will take necessary steps to protect the interest of the bank in matters entrusted to you from time to time.

You will be paid fees as per bank’s schedule of fees payable in different matters,

Your empanelment does not confer any right or claim that you alone should be entrusted with the bank’s work. ;

You will not enter any compromise with the opposite party without written instructions given by the bank.

The bark may at any time, at its discretion, withdraw from you any proceedings/ matter/bricf and may discontinue you

as bank’s advocate without assigning any reason thereof and without paying any further fees.

You will keep bank informed about the developments in the matter entrusted to you, , .

Separate and specific instructions will be given to you at the time of entrustment of matter to you,

0. Unless a case is specially assigned to you by the bank, you will not on your own receive Summons/Notices of the bank’s

matters and even if you receive, if no Vakalat is given to you, you shall not otherwise deal with such cases. Howevert,
- you will immediately inform the bank/branch to which you are attached. : . '

1. You shall not use bank’s name or symbol, logo in your letter heads, sign boards name plates etc. :

12. In case, you do not take interest in execution of decrees expressly or implication, you are liable to be removed from the
panel of advocates. : : .

13. 'In case of any misconduct the bank will take appropriate action against you which include filing complaint with Bar
Council and recovery of financial loss caused to bank due to your misconduct. .

14. In case of initiation of any disciplinary proceedings/ criminal proceedings against you, the bank may remove. you from
the panel even without waiting for the conclusion of such proceedings. ) ’

15. Your performance will be reviewed at regular intervals and if your services are not required/found up to the mark then
bank will remove you from panel and the cases/matters entrusted to you will be taken back from you. )

16.. The initial empanelment will be for a period of 3 Years. However, on completion of the term and satisfactory
performance, the same may be renewed further at the sole discretion of Bank of Baroda, X

N AW -

You are requested to return the duly signed duplicate copy of this letter indicating your unéonditional consent or agreeing the
" terms and conditions. You are also requested to execute an undertaking as per the enclosed draft on Rs.100/- Stamp paper and
send it to us. . . ‘ s

We look forward for better co-operation in the matters and hope for good relation with you.

Yours faithfully,

. {
/"‘ G - " 6“’*')

. Y, -~

SKBiraniy —

hi¢f Manager Coordination

w& CG Zone Bhopal]

3Tl HTATed (MY, TE B 37 )/ 4T hrafera ( STt ) : ik o, 2oz,ﬁmagmm,u3mvnmm -1, NRA-462 011 (A3.) g
P 91 0755 2557721, 2572297 S 91 0755 4274202 ‘ '

Zonal Office (M.P. & C.G. Zone)/Regional Office (BHOPAL) : Plot No. 202, Ganga Jamuna Cdmptex, M.P. Nagar, Zone-, Bhopal-462011 (MP) India
Phane 81 0755 2557721, 2572297 Fax 91 0755 4274202 -

E-mail'zm.mpz@bankofbaroda.com www.bankofbaroda.com



REGIONAL OFFICE - JABALPUR
Address: 601, Napier Town, Jabalpur
Wi d. 0761-2413689, 2400490, 2403077 %W . 0761-4084560 |
ROJBL/LAW/2013-147188 - Date-22.08.2013
Shri AK.Singh ' S R
Advocate .
G-2,Panchsheel Nagar
Gwari Ghat Road
Jabalpur (M.P.)
Sir, 2 L
Reg: Empanelment in Bank’s approved list of advocates.

We are pleased to inform you that the Bank has considered your request to inclu
your name in its pamel to give LSR,legal opinions, issue notices, and condu
execution petitions,suits and appearing in other matters in various courts on beha
of the Baok in our Region. | ' o

Picase note that your empanelment js su bjcet to the folloﬁring terms and conditioﬁ |

L. That you will accept Bank’s eases ay per the schedule of fees prescribed by
The Bank. o . . o N
2. The fees so hcgotiatg'd and scttled should be for all work invelved from the tim
of issuing notices tifl the {inal disposal of the case i.c., completion of executin
proceeding. and besides the fecs you will be paid actual miscelluneous expenses by
‘no separate fees is-payable for interlocutory mafter/interim application filed by th
Bank or opposite party . | ' o N

3. The fec will be paid to you in three installments i.e. 1/3™ at the time of filing o
application /case, 1/3™ aficr the certificute is issued and balance 1/3™ after the ‘
scompletion  of execution proceeding. on the case finally being disposed off. and
certified copies of the jndgment/decree/order being handed over to the bramch.

4 Please note that if for any reason before the hearing and final disposal of the
case, the Baok desire to change the Lawyer |, the bank will be at li%bert}* to
discharge vou at any stage for which you will have nof any objection »and you
will handuver the paper /briefs to the Bank and in such event You will be entitled
te proportionate fee only and ot the fall fees as may have heen agreed,

S M at any stage ,a case is settled /compromised and withdrawn before the hearing
and linal disposal , the fees payable to you will be on the basis of quantum merit
Le., on work done up to.the date of settlement /compromiseAvithdrawal of the case,
¢ You will apprise the Bank in writing from time to time . fhe developedment of the
cases with next date of hearings in all the cases handed by you without delay.



5 | o 'REG!ONAL OFFICE - JABALPUR
GeT-601, AR 213 a'emg? . © - Address: 0L, Napier Town, Jabalpur
qﬂa . 0_761-2413_689. 2400490, 2403077 ' . ih‘cm . 076 4084550 . :

7 In any stage of the case, the Bank desires to engage a scnior adwcate to argue
the case ,you wili iave not any ohjection thereto and will give your consent to such
engagement of the Semior Advocate. You will attend our offices in gmng your
valuable vuldance and services as and when you are approached

3 You’ will not conduci/accept a'riy'case against the Bank and if you are already

havmg any casc against the Bank the same should have been given up by you.

9. You will keep the Bank informed in writing from time to time regarding the

" posmon of the cases with your. Op:mon. :

10 Your empanelment will be solely at the discretion  of the bank and can be
discontinued at any point of time and you shall not have any ¢laim as a matter of
right for continuation of the empanelment . Further by virtue of your empanelment
you will not a havc any right of empanelment in whatseever manner in the Bank.
-and Bank will be liberty to circulate to Banks /institutions to bar cauncil for the
negligence/misconduct !i’am found by the Bank at any time in future, _
11, You shall not delegate or assign the Banks work to any other Advocate, -
12 You shall not'use any legend containing the Banks pame on emblem ,such as
Advocate/Legal advisor for Central Bank Of India on your visiting Lard/Letter
head used by you. i .
Ple‘we note that your performance will be reviewed every ycar by control]mg ol‘f' ice -
of the Bank,
We are confident that you will bestow your best atlenuon and advrse the Bank to
protect its interest in best po:mble manaer. :

&ou are requested to send lhe copy of thris Ietter duly signed acknowledged by you
accepling the ahove term and conditions for our records.
With best wishes,

Your faithfully

SHUKLA
(DY.REGIONAL MANAGER)
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To,
Shri Awadesh Kumar Smgh
House no. G-2, Panchsheel Nagar

Gwarighat Road
Jabalpur (M.P.)

Date: 03.12.2018
DRT/JBP/2018-19/(:4

Dear sir/f Madam

Sub: Your application/ request for empaneiment

With reference to your request/application dated 24.10.2016 for inclusion of your name in the
panel of advocates of the Bank, we are pleased to advise that the Competent Authonty has
approved you enipareinent on the Bank's paiier o7 advocates for DRT, Jabalpur centre {if the
advocate is empanelled for centre, the name of the centre should be stated, in case of
empanelment for a particular branch(es), name of branch(es) should be specmed)

2.

3.

Your-empanelment in the Bank is subject to the following:-

Under no circumstances you shell use any legend containing Bank's name or symbol in
your letterheads, visiting card, SIgnboards name plate etc., such as 'Legal Advisor to
SBI', 'Advocate for SBI', etc.

Inclusion of your name in the Bank's pianel of advocates does not confer on you any right
that you alone shell be entrusted with the Bank's work and the Bank is free to employ
any advocate of its choice at its own discretion. -

You. will abide by the terms and conditions regarding fees, charges, as per Bank's
instructions in vogue from time to time in respect of the matters/work entrusted to you.
You shall not appear against the Bank in any matter and shell not represent or
undertake any work from person or entlty whose interests are adverse to Bank's
interests. -

In the event of negligence, professional misconduct on your part in handling the matters
entrusted to you by the Bank or for any other sufficient reason, the Bank reserves the
right to depanel you apart from initiating appropriate action against you under law
including proceedings against you in Bar Council of India.

Kindly acknowledge by signing and réturning the duplicate copy of this letter'in token of ‘

- acceptance of the terms of empanelment.

Thanking you,

Your'

(C.D.Bhambhra)
Manager, DRT Cell

faithfully,

Administrative Office,
Vijay Nagar, Jabalpur
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and that warranted a sympathetic consideration by the
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interference by this Court.
placed heavy

petitioner has

rendered in the case of Ramesh

but unfortunately the case
‘that 1ight which warrants

Learnsed counse1 for the

reliance on the decision

ar Prasad VS. Managqing

Director, U.P. Rajkiva Nirman|Nigam Ltd. and others AIR
1998 S.C. 3443.
4. To appreciate the afotesaid submission,

apposite to refer to the decis’

Ratilal B.
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be

any time. Their Lordships in 1
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5.

In the case of Rameshwar Prasad

(Supra),

Judge Bench of the Apex

Absorption of Govt.

(1984).
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"14. We agree w
for the respondent

that. an employee w
no right to be abs
where  he '
However, in some ca
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provide for absor

Court was
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th the learned counse]l
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daputatson then such emplovee has a right
to be considered rot abhsorption 1in
accordance with the salid rulea. As quotead
above, Rule 18(3) of the Recruitment Rules
of thae Nigam and Rule 5 of t.he
U.P.Absorption of Government Servants in
Public Undertaking Rullles, 1984 provide Tor
absorption of employees who are on
deputation.”

Cn a perusal of aforesa%d( decision, it is
graphically clear that a daputgtionist has no right toépe
ebsorbed in the department on dépdt&iion “and he can be
repatriated at any point of] time. In the case of
. Rameshwar Prasad (Supra) as has been stated earlier, their
Lordships while considering | the relevant Rules, have
further clarified that if Rules provide for absorption of
employees on deputation then quch an emp1oyae has a- right
te be congidered for absorption in accordance with the
said rules. Thus the governing factor is Rules in vogue.
We have not been shown any rules which deaﬁs with

absorption in the department, |to which the petitioner was

sant on deaputation. Thus tWere is no statutory r1ght in

favour of the petitioner.
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:f'ga»J similarily situated paraony

57—2257—31%:41&:3%&-1 ~3-2002--50,000.
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namely, Kishan Sharma,
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AL JABALPUR
WP No. 2802 of 2004 |

PETITIONER ¢ Alok Pratap: Singh
Veorsus ;

‘RE‘%PONDF\‘ o : . Union- of Indik, Thiough Mxmsytry

Environment and Foresty New Delhi.

i

(b) Department.. of  Chemicals = and
Petrochemicals, Ministty of Chemicals
and Fertilizers, New Delhi.

2. State of Madhya Pradesh through its
Chief Seccretary; Vdllabh  Bhawan,
Bhopal, M.P. and 4 othérs.

SPPPICTTION REPORTING COMPLIANCE OF THE ORDER DATED
15.03.2007.

The answering Respondent No. 2 named above respectfully submit as
under :- '

1. The answering Respondent respectfully submits thiat tlie compliance
of the order passed by the Flon'ble High Court on 15.03:2007 directed
that the Central Government can make availabld fundsto the State
Government for starting the work of removal of wastes from the
factory site at Bhopal. In the said order the Hor'ble Court indicated
that the total estilmated cost of removal of wastes héd been worked out
at Rs. 2.00 crores and that the State Government H#d already incurred

a total expenditure of 90.00 lacs under different heads. The.

Government of India has sanctioned it shares of ®s. 1,00 crore vide

Jetter dated 13.03.2007 and 05.04.2007 herewith mifrked as Annexure

T

Comrol Board Bhopal has been opened in Stkih, Bank of Indm

Mahavir Nagax Bhopal by the State Government. S
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DATE OF THE
ORDER

OADER

| Writ_Petition No,2802/2004 -
21-6-2007 B

By order dated 8.5.2007 we had directed the Deputy
Secretary, Department of Chemicals and Petrochemicals,
Government of India, Mr.Yashvir Singh to appear before this
Court today with a demand draft of Rs.45 lacs in favour of
Principal Secretary, Bhopal Gas Tragedy, Relief and
Rehabilitation Department, Bhopal and Chairman, M.P.State
Pollution Control Board, Bhopal so that the work of
transportation of the waste will be taken up immediately.
This order was passed because in earlier order dated
13.5.2005 of this court we had directed that a sum of Rs.
1,45 crore will be deposited by the Central Gpvernment and
im%ead of Rs.1.45 crore, Central Government hamgep {ted

oy

' Nt

1.crore.
It has now been clarified by Mr.Vivek Tankha, learned

counsel appearing for the Union of India and Mr.R.N.Singh,
learned Advocate General appearing for the State of Madhya
Pradesh that the total cost for removal of the waste and.
transportation to Ankleshwar in Gujarat works to Rs,2.00
crore and as per the orders of the Court 50% of the cost is to
be borne by the Central Government and 50% of the cost is
to be borne by the State Goverément. v

In view of the aforesaid clarification and in view of the
fact that Rs.1.00 crore has already been deposited by the
Central Government, no further amount need be deposited
by the Central Government for the time being. '.'i"ﬁe.gersonal
appearance of the Deputy GSecretary, Department of
Chemicals and Petrochemicals, Government of Indiai

Mr.Yashvir Singh is dispensed with.
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DATE OF THE
ORDER

ORDERA

“In the compliance report datiad GT@QG? filed by the
State Government, It is stated tH#t IfAgtead of M.P.State
Pollution Control Board, Bhopal, the wbfk of transportation,
" repacking and isolation of wagte lying 1A the VEIL factory site
at Bhopal will now be undertaken by thé Bhopdl Gas Tragedy,
Relief and Rehabilitation Department, &&veriment of M.P.,
Bhopal

Mr. V.S.Shroti, learded counsel Hppgaring for the
M.P.State Pollution Control Board, BHBPSI, aUBmitted that
although a statement was made dh beH#lIf of the Pollution
Control Board earlier before this C8urt thak sugh work will be
undertaken by the Pollution Contr®l B8érd, the Pollution
Control Board being a technical bedy €8nnot take up the

execgtion of any work and, thergftfé, this work of
transportation, repacking anl isolation 8F Wwaste lying in the
UCIL factory site at Bhopal will be NBW taken up by the
Bhopal Gas Tragedy Rellef and Rehabllltéition Department,
Government of M.P., Bhopal. ’
Mr.R.N.Singh, learned Advocate GeHéral éppearing for
the State of Madhya Pradesh has, however, submitted that
the work of transportation, repacking anhd isolation of waste
lying in the UCIL factory site at Bhopdl Wil be done by the

<xoepartment through an agency to bt €mpldyed by the
fq 9

> Department and under the technical dupetvision of the
i =Pdllution Control Board. v .

| Considering the aforesald Subiitddiond made by
* ., Mr.Shroti and Mr.Singh, we direct the Bh@pal &as Tragedy
/Relief and Rehabilitation Department, @G8VHrnment of M.P.,
Bhopal to undertake the work of transpoftation, repacking

and isolation of waste lying in the UCIL factory site at Bhopal
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JATE OF THE
ORDER

ORDER
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"The intervenor Shri Ziya Pathan will however be heard in the

by employing an agency of its choice and the work will be
done under the technical super\}ision of thé Madhya Pradesh
Pollution Control Board.

An application for intervention has been filed by Shri
Ziya Pathan, who claims to be Human Rights Activists
residing at Kasbatiwad, Ankleshwar, Gujarat.

« Mr.A.K.Singh, ieamed counsel appearing for the
aforesald intervenor submitted that the waste material
should not be tran,spor:ted to Ankleshwar as Ankleshwar Is
already polluted and the incinerator at Ankleshwar is not

working properly.

We find from the records of this case that a task force ||

headed by the Secretary Department of Chemicals and

. _ _ L
P&trochemicals with a number of experts in their meeting™t.

held on 16.10.2005 has taken a decision that the
transportation of different types of waste may be done either
at TSDF at Pithampur or in the incinerator at Ankleshwar,

Gujarat. Pursuant to said decision taken on 16..10.2«1005,“.

various measures have been taken from time to time by
different authorities and orders have been passed by fhi‘s
court from time to time for ensuring that the toxic waste
from UCIL factory at Bhopal is fransported to the incinerator
at Ankleshwar, Gujarat for disposal and at this stage it will

not be proper for this court reverse'the, progress in the *

matter and to recall the orders passed by this Court eatiter.

matter.

The work of transportation, repacking and isolation of
waste lying in UCIL factory site at Bhopal be initiated as early
as possible by Bhopal Gas Tragedy, Relief and Rehabillitation

-w
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OF THE
IDER

ORDER

Department, Bhopal
“month by the Depart

The other applications for intervention will
for hearing on the next date of hearing.

The matter be now listed on 8.8.2007,.

and
ment,

CC as per rules.

/

(A. K. PATNAIK)

Jslgh Guof o

-

CHIEF JUSTICE

JABALEUR

»

progvgﬁess reports be filed ever;/_&

be taken up

(AJIT SINGH)
JUDGE
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IN THE HIGH L’I(I:H.Jl’vvlm:ll OF JUDICATURE AT JABALPUR, M.P.
W.P. No. 125€ /2004
M/s Bhagwati Industries Vs. State Bank of India & 2 other

M/s Bhagwati Industries through its Properietor O.P. Bajaj, aged
-56"/ aboul 57 vears, S/O Lale Shii L.D. Baja), Ofﬁce at H-96, Industrial Area,
Govindpura, Bhiopal MP.
o . .PETITIONER

VERSUS

1. The Slale Bank of India,
S St Branch,
Indusirial Area,

Govindpura, Bhopal.

»

The Recovery Officer,

DRT.,

House No. 787-ii,

Santi Kunj, South Civil Line,
Jabalpur

The Chaiﬁnan & Managing Director,
M P Central Zone,

Flactricy Distribution Center (Limited),

Rijli Nagar Colony,
"‘fa’, N .
Raiggh\Raod, Bhopal, M.P. e o
V{g ""‘. : -

-
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DATE OF THi
CRDER

OROER

52722004

Shri A.K.8ingh and 8hri Dpevesh "Khatri,
counsal . for the petitionor. :

The petitioner has filed this poetition
challenging notice of auction Annexure P-3 by
which the Raecovery Officer of the Dabt Recovery
Tribunal has fixed a date on B8th Jul?,zoaé for
auction of the petitioner's property for recovery
of the loan amount. Contention of the petitioner
is that bpefore issuance of noticse Annexura_9-3,
Petitioner was not afforded opportuniéggwhiizrtha

pPetitioner ought to have been afforded due

opportunity. Though the petitioner has placed

reliance on a judgment of the Kerala High Court,
but that judgment is not availablo.

So  far as the aforesaid contention that

before issuance of notice Annexure p-3 poetitioner

was not afforded opportunity of hearing, the

petitioner may approach to the concerned

authority and may draw its attention towards hisg
objection, if any, in respect of sale of the

property. {The petitioner may approach to the

. - R e TN Sl
application. Needless to say that,ﬂconcarninq“

Recovery Officer shall consider it in accordance
with law.

With the aforesaid diractions, thisg

petition standsg finally disposga of with no drdey

[ ¥ ¢t 4 05 o9 T2 .\s . /
¢.c.as per rulgs;l & j*‘
(K'K.Lahoti)
Judge




CENTRAL ADMINEIATIVETIIBUNAL,
~ JABALPUR BENCH,
1A BALPUR

Driginal Applicasion No.59 of 2007

Jabalpur, this e 9" day of Scptember, 2048

Hon’ble Shri Mukesh Kunar Gupta, Judicial Member
Hon'ble Shri Ranbir Singh, Administrative Member

Manohar Lal Carpenter,

S/o Late Shri Bhanwar Lalji Carpenter,

R/o H-33, Adharshila Colony,

Barkheds Pathani, Bhopal (M.P.) ) —AppﬁC&ﬁﬁ

(By Advocate - Shri A.K.Singh)
VERSUS

i. The Union of India through its General Manager,
West Central Railway,

Indira Market near Railway Station,

Jabalpur, M.P.482001.

2. The General Manager, .
Central Railway, Chhatrapati Shivaji Terminal,
Mumbai (Maharastrm)

3. The Divisional Railway Manager,
West Central Railway,
Habibgang, Bhopal, M.P,

4. "The Senior Divisional Tilectric Engineer(Goneral)
West Central Railway,
Bhopal, M.I%,

f?.,l*lu['ccss Akar (Sevlion lingincor)
ETL/WCR, Bing,

Railway Station, Bina M.P, : f-R(’:Sp(}ﬂ(imﬁS

(Ly Advocate - Shri Vijay Tripathi for rcépoudcnts No.14 and
Shri MUN. Banerji for respondent no.5 )

Scanned with CamScanner



QR PR ral)

By Mukesh Knmar Gupta, JAM, -

“In o present npplwu!n;m, Ided  ander Sccti’(m 19 of
Adminisiative - Tribunals A, 1985, appliennt  challenges
communication dated 4,1.2007 rejecting his request for amending
the semonity list. Hc nlso secks directions to respondents 1-4 to
refix his seniority over respondent 10.5 as well ag accord him
nevessary dues in the form of puy and allowances of promoﬁona_l
post along with costs. He also seeky relief, which are deemed fit,
appropnate & necessary in the given circumsiances.
= The facts required 1o be noticed are that- applicant’s
immediate junior Shri Nafces Akhtar (respondent no:$) had been
promoted vide order dated  20.1.1998 as Sectional Engineer. The
applicant’s grisvance s that he had beey overlooked while

granung said promotion fo respondent No.5 and, therefore, he

made necessary representations to concerned  authorities. Vidg_*

order dated 12.2.1998 (A-8) applicant was regularised in the grmie
of R5.1600-2660 and on the same date by passing another order

was plaeed over nd nbove respondent no,S in the sentority list. A
wiillen test was condueted for selection 1o the post of Sectioml
Engineer grade [s.6500- 10500 wherein he was declared qualified
and vide communication dated 34,1998 he was directed to appoir
for vivi voes on 21.4.1998. On 6,5,1998 (A~10) result of the said
seleclion vy innounel by framing o punol whercin his name did
ot Digure therein, (e i ey promated only on 7, 1.2004 (A-11)
on-restructuring i (e Railways, His e

L2007 (A1) stating Ahat thes renult declared by the headquaner

i nol be amended/iond G by the Division,

presentation made o
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shri AK.Singh, learned counsel agcelrin for applicant
contends (hat he has been denied parity al par with said respondent
BO.3 6noa very specious plea, which is illegal, arbitrary and unjust,
besides violative ol Articles 14 & 16 of (he Constitution of India.

4. Respondents 14 in their reply stated that respondent no.5
was directly recruited and posted in the grade of Rs.1400-2300
wefl 4.11.1991 in open line, ftarst while applicant was appointed
s Assistant  Operator in grade Rs.380-560 in Railway
Electrification Project (R.E) Bhopal on temporary basis. He was
promoted on adhoc basis in RE organisation on 20.9.1993. RE is a
temporary organisation and promotions made thercin did not
confer any right (o the concerned person over the person working
in open line. Applicant was relicved from RE organisation on
26.8.1995 to Bhopal division. He was promoted on adhoc basis for
59 days in grade Rs.1600-2660/Rs.5500-9000. Since junior fo

_.applicant, respondent no.5 was promoted in said grade w.e.f
NG

» eligible for viva voce test, but his name did not find place in the
select list dated 6.5.1998, Respondents have also pleaded that OA
is hopelessly barred by time. Vide reply para 10 it was stated that
in fact vide letter dated 3.4.1998 result of written test was declared,
which found the applicant cligible for viva voce. After selection as
noticed hereinabove his name did not find place in the panel dated

6.5.1998. The basic reason assigned had been that all the persons

cmpanclled i panel dated 6.5.1998 are senior to him, and,

therefore, he was not selected in the grade of Rs.2000-3200.
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5. Respondent na.5 has also filed reply almos: on the sm,

lines and stated that sinee he huad been selected vide selcctign hele
in the year 1997, whercas applicant was considered against
subsequent seleetion in 1998 gy such he has no claim nuu-w" him.

+ i)

6. We have heard lenrned counsel of par(ch and perused thc
pleadings very car efully,

7. Para 316 of IREM Vol provides that;“A railway servant
who, for reasons beyond his control is unable to appear in the
examination/ test in his tum along with others, shall be given the
examination/ test immediately he is available and if passes the
same, he shall be entitled for promotion to the post as if he had
passed the cxaminalio.x in his turn”. The o{prcssxon ‘reasons

beyond his control” has also been clarified under the said para

8. Shri AKSingh, learned counsel strongly urgcd that smcc
applicant had not been assigned proper placement i in the scmonty
~ list, which h:w Been corrected only on 1202.1998 he was dcpmvcd

to appear in the selection held in the year 199‘7\ ﬁieng wzth
respondent No. 5.

9. Shri Vijay Tripathi, lcarned counsel appearing for official
respondents No.1-4 contended that applicant can not scel parity
with respondent no.5 aj respondent no.5 had appeared and
qualified the selection in the year 1997, while the applicant's

position is different.

10, The basic question which required to bc considered s

whether applicast ¢ be made to sulfer on account of mistake
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y rectificd 10
commitied by respondents Mo =1, which was later

certmn extent,

i1 Upon heating leatned connnel, of purtics and on pémsgn! of

weeond, we are satistied that applicant’s cnse souarely falls under

Para 310 of the IREM Vol. | ic. he could not appear in the
welection held in the year 1997 beyond his control, namely for the

reasons that s placement was not done upprm)rmtcly & properly

o
v
poy

the seniority fist, which was corrected and rectified only vide
order dated 1;\]2.\993. Such being the case, applicant was
required 1o be considered along with Respondent No.5 for the
selection of the year 1997 & not otherwise, which admittcéiy has
not been done. As such we are of the considered view that

“applicant has not been treated justly & fairly. He has to be

considered along with those who qualified and empanelled in the
year 1997, and he could not be considered vis-a-vis those who are
not placed at par with him i.c. those appeared in subsequent year
1..1998. If the appﬁcan‘t‘ qualifies said selection, which has to be
undertaken afresh, by way of review, he will be entitled to only
notienal placement and not arrcars of pay and allowances as
prayed. This cjxcr‘ci:ze. shall be undertaken at the carliest &

preferably completed within o period of threo months from receipt
of this order,

FE. At this siage, Shri MM Banerji, loarned counsel for private

respondent no.5, apprehends that in case applicant is promoted, he

may have to face reversion, At present, wo are not concerned to
this aspeet as il is only un umi;mlwnsim\. However, we make it
clear that in case rey xmdcnl‘v Nos. 1 m 4 found him cmpamlled

they shall regulate rc*:pondcm 10.5"s case in terms of law and rules
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on the subject, and also keeping in view that he has been p-omoted
tong back. ' |

2. In the result, OA is allowed with the above directons. No

COsis,
Sel [— Sd [——
(Ranbir Singh) (Mukesh Kumar Gugta)
Administrative Membar Judicial Member
rkv
o= a&m”lb ...... SR, &\33 , 0‘8,

gfaf=t o fiin. - | ,A
() 2% . TR TR A U, TITTE L }dj} Sl
2) '1':3; in A TTY..ma S Y’ / UT{W

() o=d aﬂ/_ TR i -**n:tm . %
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M . C. NSG\’T:’&; QOO&
- Mathura Prasad S/o. Late Shn
B Panna:lal, dge-Adult, R/o. Qha{at

e Nagar,’ Sab]i Farm, Shahpura
SRR S Ehopai

| VERSUS L

*»‘NGN-APPUCANT - State of M. F’ 1hourgh

' Police Slation- Shahpura D!Stt
Bhopal (MP) o

Crime No. - 06/2008
Offence - UIS. 420, 467, 468 471, 44? 120. B of the
LPC. A | -~

3 .«‘féﬂ“ \
JJ IeSersd | .:x:msv sAu_ APFL!CAT!ON

R o Tt
gmmm t""'«»‘»"v?

APPLICATEGN U NDER SECT!GN 439 OF THE CDDE QF
CR!M!NAL PRE}CEDURE FOR GRANT 0F7 .&_ FR

-

R.in AR

,,,,,

The app;zcant above named most respectfu!fy begs to
~ submitas under- IR :

"‘" L,‘ _ ‘L That the ponce of po!xce stanon Shahpura arrested the

Appﬁcant irn- connecﬁon wnth above saxd cffenc ”s’:, on

; v ) 04-03 08 since then he isin ;au T

. “ghat., the unfoldedmreseculmn story is that on: the bas:s of
)ﬁﬁfcrmauort of 3.D.0. Tahs!l Rajdhans Parlyojna Bhopai at
Sabji Farm ‘::ﬂer mqmry propnetor of M)’s. Prih
; '“Cons!rucﬂr::n Jagdfsh Prasad’ Smgh 8fo. R P. Smgh Rlo

" sathl Plaza, Sliop No 5 Nayapura Kolar made fabficated

D«su Bhopai tHe  'Gowt. Land Khe e ;-‘Nc»; |
B 2651266:‘277/2(3/!2711‘269/21’3 acqu:red on - ‘the basts of

et
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CASE . No.

o

WE OF THE| -
‘QRD&R ORDER
' 13.3.08 M.Cr.C. No, 1953/08
Shrt ALK, Singh, counsel for the ap’pl!t‘;ant

o e,

Shri §.K. Kashyap, Dy Govt. Advocate for the State:

Heard. .

The applicant has been arrested in c(cnne'ctlon with Crime
No.6/08 registered at Police Statlon Shahbura, Bhoepal under
Sections 420, 467, 468, 471, 447 and 120-B, of 1.P.C.

' According to prosecution story, the applicant and co -accused

executed a pownr of attorney In favour of Preeti Construction of the |’

land belonging to the Government and thereafter, M/s. Preeti
condition that the houses will be constructed on the plots

The tearned counsel for the appticant has submltted that the
applicant has not committed any offence. A patta was issued |n

favour of father of the applicant, and therefore, the applicant hés

Government land.

s

plots illegally. The offence Is quite serlous.
dated 14.11.07 passed by SDO, Tahsll .Huzur, Distt. ‘Bhopal is a
declded at this stage.

gpknion that the applicant can be enlarged on bail.

Mathura Prasad shall be released on ball’ on his furnishing a
persona[ bond in the sum of Rs.25, 000/ (Rs, Twenty-flve Thousand).

Court.

="

C.C. as per rules,

Construction Company executed sale deed of plots with the |

not committed any offence. He never. executed any document of thab
The learned counsel for the State opposed the appiicatxon and

submitted that the land Is qulte cost!y and the power of attoméy( )
was executed illegally and the constructlon campany a!so soid the:|

forged document., Whether this order Is forged or not, it cannot be .|’
Considering the nature: ef ailegatlons and other facts, 1.am|

The application Is allpwed and It is directed that the appl:cant' ,

with  two sureties in the nke amount tn the satisfactlon of trial}

(KK 5axena)
Judge.

3 2 TR

1 perused the case diary, .As’'per prosecutron story, the order‘




4N TRE HIGH COU B _“QLQATJ‘&E AT JAB ALPUB

N Wit Appeal No 2% 2, 12008

% (Arising Out of W. P. No. 13767/ 2007 (S))

Sml. Radha Chourey, aged aboul 46 yoars, W/o Shri Mahend;gf

Chourey, Rio. 5/61, Ravi Shankar Nagar Bhopal (M. Py A
TS
—APPELLANT
VERSUS

1. The Board of Secondary Education Bhopal Through the Secrelary,
Board Office, Bhopal.(M. P.)

2. The Execulive Engineer, Board of Secondary Education Board
Office, Bhopal, (M. P.) | -

1A PEAL UNDER SECTION 2 (1) QF MADHYA PRADESH
UCC*‘!A NYALAYA (KHAND NYAY PEETHO KO APEEAL[
ADHINI 2005,

- Ty
. . St
i B 5

J ;;Lz . 'The appel!anl above named, being aggrieved by the order
“daled 12-03-08 passed by the Leamed Single Judge in W.P. No.

13767/07 (8), be o prefer this appoal on the following facts and
grounds inter-alia -

Dﬂ u»i‘)g‘l;élmmmm

) Du Arsg AL

el
wpetll
§,..... R,
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T RN ARPEALD 30372008

1y 4 2008

. il fe i}"lff d;‘;g}f@ugjjfy .
C o A K SIngh, earned counsel fof
Hoato TR AP ASR L LA L

. qaainst  the order  gated
mis appeal 15 amzuufl J Jie Judge in w9 .(5) Mo,
13.3 3008 passed by the jearned Singie . |
13767 2007 P
a %‘i% sppetfant  was  an employee ?f m’i ?j'fi:dw;;
w:u,;;m cducation, She was removed frém\ %,g”,t,“;ﬁ; p
%‘*em fram 1.4.2005. She has challenged m? 9’: ; y
*@aﬂ;w i W. P.(S) No. 4869/2005. During thé pengand;ﬁp-r
w 2.(5) No. 4869/2005, the respondents passed the c:s_:: ‘”.,.h
ved 17.9.2007 evicting appellant from the hOUSE, .wmc
w2z 10 her possession. Aggrieved, appellant filed W.P.(S) NO.
3757/2007 but by the impugned order dated 12.3.2008 the
raeq Single Judge dismissed the writ petition holding that

@
I

]
2

e scpeliant has not made out any case for interference n
.r cated 17.9.2007.

fe
4
o
i

winen this appeal was listed on 9.4.2008 Mr. Singh,
earned counsel for the appellant, submitted that in a similar
case learned Single Judge has passed an order in W.P.(S)

Pyl

%765/72007 allowing the writ petitioner In that case to
rerain the quarter but In the present case the appellant has
not been sllowed to retain her quarter,

In view of the aforesald submission of Mr. Singh, we
passed an order doted 9.4,2008 calling for the records of
VP A5) Ho 826972007 In the present case, The Reglstry has
placed the record and on perusal of the same, we find that
the pettiones o W.P (%) N, B2GH/2007 has also been
removed from service by order doted 7.1.200% and has be

wed Lo re en
allowed Lo retaln his quarter by order doted 13.7.2007 on the
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DATE OF THE
ORDER

ORDER

A

condition that the petitioner shall pay whatever rent he is
liable to pay after his removal from service.

In the present case, the appellant has been removed
from service by order dated 1.4.2005 and has challenged the
order of removal in W.P.(S) No. 4869/2005. Since the order
of eviction was passed s(ﬁ%fi;asequently on 17.9.2007 the
appellant filed separate W.P.(5) No. 1376772007 challenging
the order of eviction, but by the impugned order the learned
Single Judge dismissed the w:f”it petition after holding that the
appellant is not entitled to er;téuzay the quarter allotted to her
after her termination on 1.4. 2”@05

Thus, in both cases, deers of termination has been
passed in the year 2005 but while in W.P.(S5) No. 8269/2007
writ petitioner has been allowed to retain the quarter on his
paying the rent after remova‘i}"from service pending disposal
of the writ petition, in the pre‘%ent case the appellant has not
been allowed to retain the quarter on paying whatever rent
she is liable to pay after the removal from service till disposal
of W.P.{(S) No. 4869/2005 in which the appellant has

.. challenged of removal dated 1:4.2005.

For the reasons, we issue notice to the respondents in
W.A. No. 383/2008 and direct them to allow the appeliant to

retain her quarter on payment of rent she is liable to pay

after her removal from service.

B ¢
[ !
H

is s ‘ %)’ g&/"‘.
(A.K.PATNAIK) o . (AJIT SINGH)
CHIEF JUSTICEf ¥

JUDGE

Scanned with CamScanner



)
> R S IR 3

E;;‘\f "

IN'THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH

PRINCIPAL SEAT AT JABALPUR
jpiS |

-
T

// €3 ;’:)u
WP,NO.,,I. ‘‘‘‘‘ .L) ..... 12009

*"M& (55

s EaA RS SRS N A

M/s Soleman Computer and others Vs. State Bank of Indore &

Others.

M/s Soleman Computer Indore and Others, through its proprietor
",_‘S’udhir S“égxeng Aged about 43 S/o J. P.'Saxena R/o B-186,
" Shahpura, Bhopal (M.P.),

+
*

L PETITIONER

VERSUS

- Thé State of Bank of Indore SS1, Branch, Sajan Nagar Indore
(MR | |

. The Chief manager.

_ 1stFlocr22 ‘Palsekar Colol‘nv “.’sdbfe

The ?ems Re?overy Tribunal, Theyght Registrar

‘Debit Recovery Tribunal House No. 797, lind Shanti Kunj,

%

;;.‘;‘Q\f‘s'pgtﬁ:c;ivil Ling, Jabalpur (M.P.)

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE

e RESPONDENTS

-4 'CONSTITUTION OF-INDIA

ARTICULAR. OF THE CAUSE/ORDER AGAINST WHICH
HEPETITION ISMADE " |
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$P 0% HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH

ORDER SHEET

UGS #00

DAY Th '

WP No.9841/ 2009
24-09-2009

-Heard Shri AL K. Singh, learmed counsel for the pelitioner,
on the question of admission and interim relief.

The pelitioner has filed this petition being agyrieved by
the fact the respondent no.3 Debt Recovery Tribunal has
directed the respondent Bank lo initiale auclion proceedings
wahout deciding the objection filed by the petitioner before it

From a perusal of the impugned order it is apparent that
the peliticner had previously appreached this Court when the
Debt Recovery Tribunal was wilhout a Presiding Officer and this
Court in W.P No0.4218/2008 by order daled 9.4.2008 while
enterlaining the pe!itiod had granted interim  stay.
Subsequently, when the Presiding Officer was appointed in the
DRT. and as it started functioning the petition was permitted to

be withdrawn with liberty to approach the DRT for mitigation of
his grievances.

) From' a perusal of Annexure P-9, it is apparent that the
petitioner has 4pproached the DRT by filing an objéection in the
pending M.A No.2/2005 and prayed for restrainirig the Bank
from taking further steps in the auclion proceedings which are
to be held on 28.8.2009, The DRT instead of passing any order
on the application, has listed it on 6.10.2009 by which date the
auction proceedings would already be over. )

In the circuinstances 1 am of the :cbn»sidérqdécplnion that
the Tribunal is required to consider and pass an order on the
objection filed by the petilioner prior to the auction proceedings.
in view of the aforesald, tha present petition is disposed of with
] a direction to the respondent no.3 to consider and pass orders
RO on the ebjection raised by the peliioner prior lo permitting the '
respondent Bank to hold auction. TIIl such orders are passed -
further proceedings in tha augtion prés;e_&dings shall remaln i} -
stayed. To enable it to do 80, a copy pf the order passed tc)dé’ymm e
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&

DKM,

alongwith a copy of the petition be served on:it by the petitioner.
With the aforesaid direction the petition stands disposed

of )
C.C as per rules, today. gh}_‘*/

(R.S.Jhu)
JUDGE

digh Court of Kadbya Prudech
JABALPUR J
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N THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT JABALPOUR .

N %’,\:} TB |
I:fg%ﬁ ) w.?.}éo‘M%,,.,.A.,s*zi;m?'(&)»

Suresh Chandra Upadhyay? §/0 Tikaram Upmﬁhyuy;s ; _A s i ; !
Age 06 years, retired Assistant Engineer/S.D O. PWD. | el
Sub Division Bhaisdest, District Betul t/oc/0 Rajendra ‘
Fertilizers, Nagaich- Pada, Atroli, Distnct Aligarh UP. Y

... Petinoner

YERSUS
1. State of MP. through the Secretary,
Govt. of MP.PW.D. Vallabh Bhavan, Bhopal. SiSesiias
The Sﬁpcrinmndcm Engineer (Admn)
0/O Chief Engineer, pwD. M.P Bhopal.
3. The Accountant General of M.P. (Accounts & Pension-)
Branch office at 53, Arera Hills, Bhopal

[a]

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 136/227 OF THE CONSTITUTION
OF INDIA

|, Particulars of Petitioner - As above, -v;;.;,igw_;{f- -;«7'{.,.«,»;-
3 Particulars of Respondents - As above %\. N

A 7?{%} Particulars of the pnpugned order against which this Petition has heen
~

; i Ve\\nade- This petion has been preferred against arbitrary and illegal
PO 1 i Sl N 1\ . ) - . .
' &M 2 ﬁ‘ﬂ & ) fleduction of amount of Rs. 51,320/~ from the balance of leave

R IR |
. e 8 incashment amount without consent of Petitioner in absence of any

i wt
jé;:f f departmental inquiry and delayed payment of G.PF worthRs 3,035,862/

§f; g v/ -tilldate.
T :/

SUBJECT IN BRIEF : The petitioner retird from service On

30-6-1996 after aliaining age of superannuation, However comld nv
receive retiral dues for mere that § years after retirernent. The Petitioner
ran from pillar to post for payment of all legitimate claims meiuding
that of G.PF. and leave ecashment amount, Though some of retira}.
venefits including that of G.LS. and family benefit fund have been pay d
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...,........,_(..,

W.P. No.8308/2007 (S)

27.8.2009

e RO

Shrt A K. Singh, learned counsel for the peutioner.

Shri B.N. Mishra, lcarned Govi. Advocate for
respondent State. i

The petitioner by way of present petition {iled under
Article 2267227 of the Constitution of india secks a dircction

10 the respondents to remit the amount of R3.51.3%0/- towards

Leave Bnesshment along with orevathine rata of interest and |
fic ] b \

further to direct the respondents to release the iderest on.
Balance amount of GPF wedf 1120602 tn 1.7.2002
However, al the time of hearing, learned counsel for the
petitioner has confined his relief only to a direction 1o
respondents to release the amount towards leave encashment
and does not press the second relicf,

The facts briefly are that the petitioner was in the
services of the State Government in Public Works Iyeparimen:
and revired on attaining the age of superannuation from the
post of Assistant Engincer on 30.6.1996.  DBcfore his
retirement petitioner was subjected to a disciplinary enquiry
which was initiated against him vide Chiel Fnginecer's W 1), ‘
M Biepal detier besring No, Stha/Ra/8a/04-6,1 139.93/638
dated 1041954 the said inquiry was complewed after his
retirenient and arder dated 15.5.2000 was passed whereby the
petitione: was found guilty of charges regarding loss 1o the

government revenue to the wne of Rs.17080/., Accordingly,

!

t
§
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ORDER

order of recovery was passed on 15.5.2000. The said recovery
was effected from the leave encashment of Rs. 68,400/ of the
petitioner which was withheld by respondents becavse of the
pendency of the said disciplinary enquiry. 1t is the case of the
petitioner that after deducting the said amount of Rs.17.000/-
it was incumbent upon the respondents to have paid the
amount of Rs.51,320/- (Rs.68400-Rs.17080).

The respondents on their turn have however to subimit
that the petitioner is not entitled {or amount as claimed by
him. It is submitted that the Collector, Betul vide his letter
dated 27.9.1996 had informed that the petitioner was found
liable of misuse of government revenue and was found liable
for amount of Rs.1,90,416/-, The respondent State, however,
is at loss to demonstrate from record that the enquiry which |
the Collector relerred to in hes letter dated 2791990 wias a8
regular deparumental enquiry or an ¢x parte enguiry held by |
the respondents. No materizl is brought on record 10 show
that any procedure was adhered to while fixing the ljability of
recovery of Rs.1,90,416/- on petitioner vide leuer dated
27.9.1996 when the petitioner had already retired from service
on attaining the age of superannuation on 'i(},(?»;tf}'l)(y.
Therefore, no credence can be given to the leder dated
27.9.1996.

In view of above, the petition i allowed. The
respondents are directed to release the amount of Rs.S1.320/-
5.51,

being amount of leave encashment to the petitioner along with
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ORDER SHEET
CASE No. ..ttt 200,000
TR R TIPS VS, i
DATR NF THE ORDER

e

interest @ 6 % from 15.5.%000 till its realization withia 2 |
period of three months from the date of communication of this
order. The respor{dents are, however, at liberty and if the
rules so permit, 1o effect recovery towards Government dues
by taking recourse to law.

The petition is allowed to the extent above.

C.c.as perrules, , \537,__,_,

(SANJAYXADAV)

JUDGE
Vivek Tripathi

vl Wndbye pradeeh

 f{igh cour” vt
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IN THE HIGH COUR’T OF MADHYA PRADESH

PRINCIPAL SEAT AT J?’BALPUR M.P.
anuuml Appeal No./2018

. _..f'f"e\-;z , )
~ APPI}LLAN’I‘ - Anish Saxcna

S/o Late Shri Narayan Prasad

Saxena, aged about 52 years -

7 ~ Occupation  Steno-typist, R/o, /
o House No.44/4 South T.T. Nga:
District Bhopal (M.P.) (}ngf;%ia\%)
o
VERSUS ,
RESPONI)ENT - State of Madhya Pradesh
rf (W‘ & through Police Station Talaiya /
s i ;} / District Bhopal (M P} -
* 198 ’ “agu( ) D—
> ALE ';\“\\\ CRIMINAL APPEAL UNDER SECTION 374 (1) OF THE
3, CODE OF CRIMINAL PROI’"EI)URE 1973
J '\ :
. ~
¢0Nv1c'rmn SENTENCE -
_S tion | Act Imprisonment | Fine Imprisonment In |
Y P Ve Z lieu of Fin€ *
[A09” IPC R.L for 7year | 1,40,000/- |R.I for4 month |
tMh01 -~ | IPC R for 3 yéar |5000/- _ 4RI for 3 month |_

Both sentences to be run concurrently,

Being aggrieved by the j gment of conviction
and sentence dated 30,08.{{::' passed by Learned
Shri  Rakesh Kumar Sharma, 11tAdditional

hH Session Judge, District-Bhopal (M. P), passed in

ession Trial No. 72/201/ whereby the Learned

appellam prefr:x tl‘us dppual on followmg facts and

grounds:—
akan uBY OISO 1 (AREO SEIN pm"‘m}&@ gmgﬁ‘gm 0
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r.A.N0.6815/2018
JABALPUR : 22/11/2018

Shri A.K.Singh, Advocate for the apgellant.
Shri M.K.Soni, G.A. for the respondent/State,
Record of the trial court is received.
Heard on admission,

Admit.

Also heard on I.zi.No,:ammfémS, w

hich is an application for
taking additional documents on record.

For the reasons stated in the application, the same is allowed.,
Documents are taken on record.

Also heard on LA.No.15541/2018 filed by the appellant
u: e seetion 389(1) of Cr.P.C. for suspension of his Jail sentence
datca 30 8.2018 passed by the X1 Addl Scssions Judge, Bhopal,
Distriet Bhopal, in Sessions Tria Nooye/2011 convicting the appellant
under section 409 and 201 of the LP.C. and sente

need him te
. undergo R.1. for 7 years with fine of Rs.1,40,000/-

and R.L for 3 years
along with finc of Rs.5,000/- respectively, with default st‘ipulation.

Learncd counsel for the appellant submits that appellant is

innocent and he is in iail. Appeal is of the year 2018 and, thercfore,
disposal of the appeal will take considerable time. There is fair
chance to succeed, 1t is further submitted that in this case there is no
cvidence with regard to entrustment of the property to the appellant.
Merely on the basis of reecipt found in the receipt book, it hag been
presumed that the appellait has been entrusted the amount
mentioned in the receipt. There is no likelihood of his absconding as
during trial he was on bail and never misused the liberty. If the

sentence is not suspended, hi+ right to appeal will be futile. On these

grounds, learned counsel has prayed for suspension of execution of

jail sentence and grant of bai

Learned G.A. for the respondent-State has opposed the
W}pﬁcation and prayed for its rejection.
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Considering the aforesaid facts and cn'cumstances of the Lascl- |
- and the contention advanced by learned counsel for the parties, thig
application iy allowed. Tt is ordered that subject to payment of eritire
fine amount, if not alrcady deposited, the execution of jail sentence of
appellant Anish Saxena shall remain suspended during the
of this appeal and he be released on bail on his fur

pendency

nishing a personal
bond for a sum of Rs.1 80,0{)0/ (Rupees One Lac iny) with one
surety in the Hke:amount fo the satisfaction of the tris} Cowse

3 ::;,

B i
i eaf::}x Tiis

appearance before the Registey of this. Court-on 62,501 & &

thercafter on all other such subsequent. dates as may: be fixed o)
Registry in this regard. '

¥ 1&@:

-List the case for fina} hearing as per its turm, -
~CCoasperrules. . . oo SURI
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1 .
IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH

AT JABALPUR
WP No. 24569 of 2022

(ASHOK SINGH KIRAR Vs THE LIFE INSURANCE CORPORATION OF INDIA AND OTHERS)
Dated : 26-04-2023
Shri Awadhesh Kumar Singh - Advocate for the petitioner.

Shri V. John - Panel Lawyer for the respondents-State.

Heard on I.A. No.2895/2023, an application seeking amendment in the

record.

Application is allowed.

sh'and not against individual Advocates.

YW

State Bar Council of /Macj:hyé \ijra
He tenders his apology and submits that this will not be rep'éated in
future. |

Therefore, contempt proceedings are dropped.

(VIVEK AGARWAL)
JUDGE

l\?\lm{e Not Verified p p

PUSHPENDRA PATEL

lally: ic Y
* 2023.04.26 19:40:49 IST,




2000 Arb AL Rajendra Komar Bhalln Vs, The Seey., NVDD 101

2001 ArhWILLLL 101
MLE ARBITRATION TIRIBUNATL : BIHHOPAL,

(MULCL N, 72000, decided on 2-2-20601)
Rajendr Kuniar Bhalla
Vs,

Applicant

The Seerctary, Narmada Valley Development
Department and others

Present:  Hon'ble Mr, P.C. Mishra, Vice-Chairman
Hon'ble Mr. T.C. Jain, Member

(1) MLP. ivindhyastham Adhikeran Regulations 1985, Regulation 21—
Code of Civil I'vocedure (5 of 1908), Order 9 Rule 9— Restoratlon applicu-
tion of reference petition dismissed In default— Since o5 per Regulation 21,
the provisions of Rules 1 to 14 of Order 9 CI'C ure applicable to the
proceedings before the Tribunal, application under Order 9 Rule 9 CPC
made before the Tribunal is maintainable, (Para 4)

Non-applicants

(2) M.I". Madhyastham Adhikuran Regulation, 1985, Regulation 21—
Code of Civil I'rucedure (5 0 1908), Order 9 Rule 9— There is no limitation
for making such application to the Tribunal, (Para 4)

(3) M.P. Madhyastham Adhikaran Regulation, 1985, Regulation 21—
Code of Civil I'vocedure (5 of 1908), Order 9 Rule 9— The Advocate who

appeared in the muin cuse cun also file restoration application on the
authority of original vakalatnama, (Para 4)

(4) M.P. Madhyastham Adhikanrun Regulation, 1985, Regulution 21—
Code of Civil Procedure (5 of 1908), Order 9 Rule 9— A party not himself ut
fault cannot be made to sulier for the fault on the part of his Advocate—

Petitioner neither grossly neghigent nor guilty of miscondoct— Restorntion
application should be allowed.

Appearances:  Shri A K, Singh, Advocate for the Applicant
Shri 8.C. Godlia, Advoeate Tor the Nop-applicants,
ORDER
As per P.C, M;shm, Vice-Chairman :-

1. Thisis an application under Order 9 Rulc 9 of CPC for restoration

ol relerence Case No. 82/96 which was dismissed in default of appearance of
the petitioner on 8-5-2000,

2. This application lor restoration of the Ref. Case No. 82/96 was filed

on behall ol the applicant/petitioner on 13-7-2000, The main grounds for
estoration of the relerence case stated in the application are that on the date

ol hc,drmg Le., 8-3-2000 applicant/petitioner was ill. He had requested his
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102 Arbiteation & Works Coutrnct Law Journal {2001 Arh3V.LJ.

) counscl Shri A.K. Singh to attend the case. Applicant’s c;mnsu%S!wt’li\.KiSst}‘gl‘

“under the assumption that reference Case No, 82/96 will be 1;}&(:11 it liu‘ir part
ol the day as it was lised Tor Ginal arguments st wenl 1o Consumer i't'u'u:m
and while returning from there he met with an nccid(fnl.wii).uc o :wc:gfcnl
applicant’s counsel Shri A.K. Singh reached the Arbitration ‘fubul!nl at about
4.00 p.m. but before that the Reference Case No. 82/96 wiss diSl“'*“r‘““_ n
delault of appearance of the petitioner. Insupport of the statement mgaralmg
accident of Shri A.K. Singh he (Shri A.K. Singh) has submitied his own
affidavit. ‘ -

3. The non-applicants by [iling written rcply of the nppiicaiiqn has
opposed the application on the ground that there was no sullicient cause fc_)(
non-appearance of the applicant/petitioner -and his counscl on lhc“dalc ol
hearing. Insupport of the reply the affidavit of Shri Santosh Kumar Shrivastava
has been filed.

4. Itis cvident from perusal of Regulation 21 of M.I’,,Mndhyasmam
Adhikaran Regulation, 1985 that provision of Order 9 Rules 1 1o 14 ()_['CPC
arc applicable to the proceedings before this Tribunal. Therefore i:‘-“t l-h_.;s casc
the provision of Order 9 Rule 9 CPC is applicable. There is no limitation for
making of such application [or restoration. The Relerence Case No. 82/96 was
dismissed in default of appcarance of the petitioner on 8-5-2000 and the
application for restoration on behalf of the applicant was filed on 13-7-2000
by his counsel Shri A.K. Singh who has also signed this application. Shri A.K.
Singh, Advocate was appearing on behall of the applicant/petitioner in main
casc and therefore he can file restoration application. The very concerned
advocate who appeared in the suit on behall of the plaintill can [ile application
forrestoration of the suiton the authority of the original vakalatnama exceuted
by the plaintift in this favour |See : Anant Pandu Porobo Desai Vs, Lalita Poi,
(1978) 2 SCC 681 (1)]. When advocate of the party can file application for
restoration, as has been donce in this case, then we are not concerned whether
the signature of the applicant in the restoration’s application arc genuine or
not. ' ‘

5. In this case applicant/petitioner instructed his advocate Shri ALK,
Singh to attend the casc on the date of hearing ie., 8-5-2000 bul applicant’s
counscl Shri A.K. Singh while coming to attend the casc met with an accident
and therefore he could not appear before the Tribunal when the Ref, Case
No. 82/96 was called on for hearing. Shri Singh has submilted his alfidavit
regarding his accident which has not been specifically denicd or contradicted
in counter-affidavit. A party cannot be made to suffer for the [ault on the part
ol his advocale il he himsell is not at fault. The party having engaged an
advocate expects that his advocate will take such a step as necessary for the
parties ol proper representation of the party concerned. If such advocate does
not take nceessary step resulling in the suit being dismissed for non-prosecus
tion the fault is of the advocate and nol of the party.

6. Inthe present casc applicant/petitioner has instructed his advocate
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2001 Arb.W.L.}.] M/s. PMLR, & Ass. Pyt Lid. Vs, DDA, 113

L3 ax‘tt'cnd the ease. The ease was fixed for Tinal arpuments. Henee the applicant/
Htoner was not expected to

‘ Hppesrin person on Ul date. The counsel Shri
ACKL Singh could not attend the case when it was ealled an for hearing and
caonsequently the case was dis missed fn defaalt, Ty view of e uhove discussion
f_l is obvious thatin this case applicant/petitioner wig not expected o appear
W persan as he has instrueted his advocine to attend the case and there was
S'\,}fﬁcicm cause for non-appearance of the applicant’s advocate Shri ALK
Singh as he metwith an accident while poingtoattend the case of the applicant,
In the instant case it cannot be said that applicant/petitioner was grossly
negligent and committed mis-conduct hence we ure of the view that there was
suflicient eause for non-appcarance of the petitioner and his counsel on
8-5-2000,

7. The restoration application is allowed. The order dated 8-5-2000
for dismissal of the Ref. Case No. 82/96 in default is set aside on condition that
the petitioner shall pay cost of Rs. 500/- to the non-applicant/respondents’
counsel within one month from the date of restoration. No order as 1o cost.

2001 Arb.W.L.J. 103
DELE: HIGH COURT |
(Arbitration Application No. 278/99, dccided on 11-8-2000)
M/s. Pandit Munshi Ram and Associates (Pvt.) Lid.
Vs, ' o

Petitioner

1.

Delhi Development Authority and another
Present: Hon'ble Mr. Justice K.S. Gupla

(1) Arbitration and Concillation Act (26 of 1996), Section 11 (6)—
Limitation Act (36 of 1963), Art, 137— Limitation for an application under
Section 11 (6) of ArLitration and Concillation Act, 1996 is three years vide
Art. 137 of Limitatlon Act, 1963— Starting point of Umitation Is the date A
vehen final bill was accepted by (he contructor— Such date being 2-2-1994,
application under Scetton 11 (6) mude in July; 1999 was made much after 3
years, und was burred by Hmitation, (Paras 5 and 10)

(2) Constitution of Indin, Art, 141— Luw of precedents— Two conflict.
ing declsions of the Supreme Court on u question of Inwv— The one of the ~
larger Bench whether enrlier or Inter In polnt of time should be followed—
In case both the Jockslons are of equal number of Judges, the Inter In poiat
of time has to be fullowed, [(1997) 2 5CC 97 followed ihstend of AIR 1988 SC
1172], o " (Para 10)
Appenrancess  Shri D, Moitra, Advocate for the Petitioner

Ms. Anaauya Satwuzi, Advocate for the Respondents.

Respondents
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH PRINCIPAL

- J.K. Mishra .

SEAT AT JABALPUR

W.P. No 11732/2007

Vs,

The State of M.P. & others

SYNOPSIS

Sr.

No. |

Annexures

Dates

Events

Page

No.

P-1

14-08-2007

‘The copy of demotion order of

petitioner  from  Administrative
Officer to Sr. Auditor. In this
impugned demotion order one
complaint  No.148/2004  lodged
béfor‘e Lokalyukt Organization, but
the copy of complaint had not béen
served to the petitioner. Only basis
of petitioner’s reply filed by
petitioner  dated - 13-03-2007
(Annexure P-10)' impugned order
has been passed. But. he is getting
pension on the post of U.D.T. This
impugnéd order} had passed just

seven days before the retirement.

13

December

1971

The petitionef appointed on the post

of Accouritant-cum-Storekéeper.

22




The petitioner’s joining on the post
of Accountant-cum-Stbrekeeper.
The petitioner’s riame appeared at
Sr.No.99.

P3

07-04-1995

The petitioner 1% promotion order

| on the post of Head Clerk.

24

- P-11

19-05-1975

M.P. M'edical and Health Services'

(Class-III Non Gazetted Ministerial)

Rule under proviso to Article 309 of |

the Constitution of India, Sch‘edule-
IV, Category-1, Sr. No.02
Ac'countant-cum-Storekeeper-cum-
Clerk to Head Clerk

56

P-5

18.03.1987

Petitioner 2™ promotion order on
the post Senior Auditor/Senior

Accountant of Head Accountant

26

P-11

19-05-1975

M.P. Medical and Health Services
(Class-III Non Gazetted Ministerial)
Rule under proviso to Article 309 of
the Constitution of India, Schedule-
IV, Category-2, Sr. No.02 Sr.
Auditor/Sr.  Accountant to Head
Accountant  equallent to  the

Administrative Officer.

54

p-7

28.06.1999

The petitioner’s promotion order on

28




the post of Administrative Officer
equallant to Senior Auditor/Senior

Accountant.

P-9

07-03-2007

In this letter, respondent informed
that one complaint had been
received to Government. The copy

of complaint had not been served to

|the petitioner  and  without

cohducting Departmental ‘Enquiry
or not providing Enquiry Report to
the petitioner two promotion order
had been }Acancelled and  the
petitioner had been demoted on the

post of Sr. Auditor.

31

13-03-2007

The petitioner had filed detailed
reply of show cause notice in
rejoinder Para — § reproduced here
as under:-

8. That, the petitioner has no
knowledge of any enquiry being
conducted by the Lokayukt
Organization and/or by ~ the
Department for the reason that the

petitioner was never intimated the

34




same. Every action has been taken

by the Depaﬁment behind back of

the petitioner.

After quashing the impugned demotion order dated 14-08-2007 -
passed by the Principal Secretary, Department of Public Health and -
Family Welfare Department Bhopal (Annexure P-1), the respondent
will direct to provide seniority and consequential benefits like
differehce of salary and allowances also revised ‘the petitioner’s

pension within a stipulated period.

JABALPUR ~Sd-
DATED: 22/02/2023  (AKSINGH)
 ADVOCATE FOR PETITIONER




BEFORE THE HON’BLE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH
AT BILASPUR

Civil Revision No. 104/2017

Babulal Contractors, Contractor & Engineers

APPLICANT

Vs.
The State of C.G. & 02 others - RESPONDENTS
SYNOPSIS
S.No. Date Annexure Events
1. A-7 That, the Dewangan Sub Engineer

had given statement before the
EOW that Sitaram Agrawal, the
then SDO had prepared final

payment.

2. : A-12 Sitaram Agrawal has prepared
final bill as SDO on 21-03-1988
and after preparing final bill

presented before the Executive




Engineer

P-75

Sitaram Agrawal had prepared
proposed recovery Rs.
7,23,14140 + Rs.14,18,345.00
total recovery Rs. 21,41,486.40 in

typed final biil.

A-20

Sitaram Agrawal had prepared
fin_a!.,binlj with proposed recovery

was. hand written.

A-13
(Page

No.93)

The Chief Engineet, Irrigation had

made Committee in this matter.

A-14
(Page

No.102)

The Chief: Inquiry-. Officer Mr.
Maroo; S.E. had given report that
the complaint had not made on the

basis of facts.

07-11-1992

P-70

The Chief Engineer meeting

question of recovery  does not




arose.

09-05-1991

A-15

H.S. Kushwaha, Kuishreshtha S.E.

and Dutta Executive Engineer.

30-08-1991

A-16/P-63

The Executive Engineer, 26" final
bill had been superseded and

directed to Patel to make final bill.

10.

A-17

Final bill had prepared by Patel
without any measurement
submitted (Page No.81), Executive
Engineer as per the PWD manual
10% entries has to be checked. In
this final bill no pass order given by
the S.K. Dutta in final bill, hence
this final bill did not acceptable to
the pétitioner also not as per the

law.

1.

A-17

Patel final bill, Item No.01-47991

and Item No0.04-26644.75 total




quantity 75,636.41

12.

02-12-1994

A-18

Sitaram Agrawal had prepared 26"
final bill on seized document by
EOW by hand written at Page
No.118, Sr. No.10, MB No.855, P-

75

13.

P-210

Executive Engineer had admitted
that MB No0.855 pass order had
made .on 02-11-1996 after
suspension of - Sitaram Agrawal

had made 26 final bill.

14.

30-08-2000

A-18

EOW had informed that the case

has been closed.

15.

P-75

The petitioner had gone to the
Arbitration  Tribunal, Bhopal for

final bill

16.

P-77

The petitioner had made claim




17.

P-56

Measurement Committee release
for Item No.04 quantity of Muroom
and Item No.01 is Earth work- 11.5
to 13 Kms. executed quantity
20010 cubic meter, 8.07 to 11.5,
13 kms. to 19.14 executed quantity
78399 total executed quantity

98419 cubic meter.

RAIPUR

DATED :

/09/2023

-SI-

(A.K. SINGH)

ADVOCATE FOR APPLICANT




IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH
PRINCIPAL SEAT AT JABALPUR

Reference Case No. 75/2019

Rajendra Kumar Bhalla Vs. State of M.P. and
others

SYNOPSIS

That, the learned court below erred to not consider this'

facts that the appellant/plaintiff has given financial help to
respondent/defendant to establish contract business. The

amount paid Rs. 24,30,000/-.

That, the learned court below erred to not consider
modus operandi for appellant/plaintiff to run the contract

business of the respondent/defendant.

That, the appellant/plaintiff has paid total amount since
27.05.2013 to 22.06.2013. Whereas, during this period

no agreement has been executed by the parties.

That, the respondent/defendant failed to produce original
or documentary evidence regarding agreement before

the learned court below on the basis of without document



it can not ascertain that appellant/plaintiff has executed

any agreement.

That, the respondent/defendant didn't fulfill basic element
before the learned court below they are necessary for the

agreement.

That, the learned coUrt below over 4Iook that
respondent/defendant hés given consent to give 1%
liaison fees agreed to be paid to appellant/plaintiff for
provided the contract Mr. Junaid, IB Group all the
activities for getting the project like preparation of profile
of the company, liaison activity, negotiation, travelling,
preparation of cost sheet and quotation was done by

respondent/defendant agreed to pay fees @ 1%.

That, the learned court below erred to not consider that

draft of MOU send by appellant/plaintiff which finally

could not culminate in to partnership.

That,. in the case of Chidambaram pillai Vs. Muthammal

(1993)-1 Mad. LW. 466-- "observed that dominate



position to obtain unfair advantage over the other not

permissible."

9. That, in the case of Parshottam Vs Rallia Singh A.lL.R.
1922 Lah. 269 "observed that recognized both an act or
abstention from doing some thing as consideration thus
abstaining from enforcing a claim or forbearance to sure

constitutes a good consideration for any promise."

10. That, Republilc Medico Surgical Co. Bangalore Vs. Union
of India A.l.R. 1980 Karn; 168(1979)2 Karn.L.J. 410 held
a contract is completed within an offer made is accepted
it is the acceptance that gives rise to the cause of action

and not merely the making of an offer.

‘/S/’



IN THE HIGH COURT OF CHHATTISGARH AT
BILASPUR (C.G.)
WRIT PETITION (S) No. 6297 OF 2019
PETITIONER :- Sheetal Kumar Patel & others
VERSUS
RESPONDENT:- The State of C.G. & others
SYNOPSIS

The petitioner are approaching Hon'ble High Court
regarding irregularity of pay scale Rs. 3050-4590 which is
granting to the group of class-IIl employees similarly situated
employees like : 1. Conductor, 2. Assistant Mechanic
first/second, 3. Electrician third, 4. Nosel grinder, 5. Job
keeper/ Tools Keeper/Timé Keeper except represented
Security Guard (petitioners) appointed as a class-Ill
employees.

It is a second round of petitiqn earlier writ petition
withdrawn with liberty to file fresh Writ petition. Because,
petitioners did not avail the remedy exhausted before filing
writ petition. The petitioners are requésting to Hon'ble High
Court looking to the circumstances of facts the petitioners
discriminated by the respondent. It is a violation of Article 14

Constitution of India. Hence, this writ petition

S4-



IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH PRINCIPAL
SEAT AT JABALPUR
Cri. Ref. Contempt Petition No.02/2022

Civil Judge Senior Section

Tarana Shriman Shrikrishna Daglia

Versus

Nilesh Kumar Surana

SYNOPSIS

Sr.

No.

Dates Events

29-06-2019 | That, the contemnor Civil Suit No.57-A/2019 had been
pending before Ku. Vandana Malviya, Civil Judge,
Class-I, Tarana. Later on this suit it was transferred to

the Civil Judge Class-11, Tarana Shri Shrikrishna Daglia

That, Shri Ashok Daglia father of Civil Judge Shri
Shrikrishna Daglia had come with Narendra Kumar Jain
to the contemnor’s hotel Surana Palace Restaurant at
District Ujjain for lunch. Because, Narendra Kumar Jain
had already been knowing the contemnor, due to this
reason the contemnor and Mr, Ashok Daglia know each

other.




|93

January 2021

That, in this month Ashok Daglia father of the Judge
Shrikrishna Daglia had meet the contemnor at Cloth
Market at Indore. He had told contemnor that his case is
pending before Ku. Vandana Malviya, and he is trying
fo transfer this case in his son’s Court. The contemnor
had told that his case is for compliance of registered
agreement, due to this reason it does not matter,
howsoever the Judge is. The contemnor has full faith in

the judicial system.

February
2021

That, in this month this case was transferred from Ku.
Vandana Malviya to the Court of Shri Shrikrishna
Daglia’s Court. Ashok Daglia had meet the contemnor at
District Court Indore and told that his case is transferred

at his son’s Court.

‘That, Ashok Daglia had told the contemnor that because

the price of the land involved in this suit going high,
hence you should arrange Rs.5 lacs. The contemnor had
told that this case is based on registered agreement and
that there is no chance to loose this case also, Raju Bai
herself had accepted the execution of this agreement.
Ashok Daglia had said that he will help him and directed
that he should not call on this phone and inform

Narendra Kumar Jain.

That, the contemnor had not arranged Rs. 5 lacs and had

ignored this offer, due to this reason, Shri Shrikrishna




Daglia attitude had been changed against the contemnor.

September
2021
&
25-09-2021

The contemnor had filed 1.A. No.01 application under
Order 7 Rule 14 (3) of the Code of Civil Procedure
before the institution of suit. Because that the document

was relevant for fair disposal of the suit, it has been

- {rejected by Shri Shrikrishna Daglia, Judge on 29-09-

2021.

That, the contemnor had also filed LA. No.02 under
Order 14 Rule 5 of the Code of Civil Procedure and LA.
No.03 under Order 7 Rule 14 (3) of the Code of Civil

Procedure have also been dismissed.

19-04-2022

The contemnor had.filed Writ Petition under Article 227
of the Constitution of India, M.P. No0.2671/2021, Nilesh
Kumar Surana Vs. Smt. Raju Bai and another. The
Hon’ble High Court Bench at Indore had cancelled the
order passed by Shri Shrikrishna Daglia and had

remanded back to the Learned Lower Court.

10.

That, the contemnor had filed for the transfer application
on the- presumption that he would not get the justice.
This applicatibn was made in good faith and in
accordance with the law under Section 24 of the Code of
Civil Procedure, the averments made in this application

will not come under the purview of Contempt of Court
Act

11.

13-01-2022

That, the Learned Court below Shri Shrikrishna Daglia




