
h¡wm¡−cn p¤fË£j ®L¡VÑ  
q¡C−L¡VÑ ¢hi¡N 

(¢h−no j§m A¢d−rœ) 
 

l£V ¢f¢Vne ew 13760/2018  

p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤ehÑ¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx  

....clM¡Ù¹L¡l£z  

-he¡j- 

¢h‘ SS, A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ B¢fm¡a Y~Ê¡Ch¤Ée¡m, Y¡L¡ J 

AeÉ¡eÉ  

                    ..... fË¢afrNZ  

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV q¡¢hh-Ee-eh£ pw−N  

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV B¢nL¥l lqj¡e 

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV j¤l¡c ¢ju¡ 

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV n¢gL¥m Bmj 

.....clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ f−r   

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV −j¡x j¢el¦‹¡j¡e 

                                                 -----fË¢ah¡c£ fr ew 2 

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV Ju¡−up Bm q¡l¦e£, ¢X,H,¢S pw−N 

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV C¢me Cje p¡q¡, pqL¡l£ HVe£Ñ ®Se¡−lm 

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV n¡ul¡ ¢g−l¡S, pqL¡l£ HVe£Ñ ®Se¡−lm 

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV j¡qg¥S¤l lqj¡e ¢mMe, pqL¡l£ HVe£Ñ ®Se¡−lm 

---------l¡øÊf−r 

Ef¢ÙÛax  
 

¢hQ¡lf¢a  ®j¡x Bnl¡g¥m L¡j¡m  

  Hhw   

¢hQ¡lf¢a  l¡¢SL-Bm-S¢mm 
 

öe¡e£l  a¡¢lMx 26.11.2019, 03.12.2019, 

04.12.2019, 03.02.2019 Hhw l¡u fËc¡−el 

a¡¢lMx 04.02.2020z    
 

¢hQ¡lf¢a ®j¡x Bnl¡g¥m L¡j¡mx  
 
 NZfËS¡a¿»£ h¡wm¡−c−nl pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 143 ®j¡a¡−hL h¡wm¡−c−n Ah¢ÙÛa fËL«a 

j¡¢mL ¢hq£e ®k ®L¡e pÇf¢š BCepwNai¡−h fËS¡a−¿»l Efl eÉ¡Ù¹z   
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pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 21(1) ®j¡a¡−hL S¡a£u pÇf¢š lr¡ Ll¡ fË−aÉL e¡N¢l−Ll LaÑhÉz 

pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 21(2) ®j¡a¡−hL S¡a£u pÇf¢š lr¡ Ll¡ fËS¡a−¿» L−jÑ ¢ek¤š² fË−aÉL hÉ¢š²l 

AhnÉ LaÑhÉz 

pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 21(1) ®j¡a¡−hL S¡a£u pÇf¢š lr¡ Ll¡ fÐ−aÉL e¡N¢l−Ll LaÑhÉz 

Hl©f p¡w¢hd¡¢eL c¡uhÜa¡ ®b−L clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ S¡a£u pÇf¢š lr¡l ¢e¢jš pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 

102(2) (A) (B) ®j¡a¡−hL l£V ¢f¢Vne c¡¢M−ml ®fË¢r−a Aœ ¢hi¡N La«ÑL −k l¦m Cp¤É Ll¡ 

q−u¢Rm a¡ A¢hLm ¢e−jÀ Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x-  

“ Let a Rule Nisi be issued calling upon the respondents 

to show cause as to why the Judgment and decree dated 

02.11.2017  (decree signed on 09.11.2017) (Annexure-E) passed 

by the learned Arpita Sampatty Protyarpan Appellate Tribunal 

and the Court of learned District Judge, Dhaka inArpita 

Sampatty Protarpan Appeal No. 20 of 2017 disallowing the 

appeal and thereby affirming the judgment and decree dated 

25.10.2016 (decree signed on 30.10.2016) (Annexure-D) passed 

by the learned Arpita Sampatti Pratyarpan Tribunal and the 

learned Senior Assistant Judge, Savar Court, Dhaka in Arpita 

Sampatti Pratyarpan Suit No. 479 of 2012 decreeing the suit 

should not be declared to have been passed without lawful 

authority and is of no legal effect”  

Aœ l¦m¢V ¢eØf¢šl ¢e¢j−š OVe¡l pw¢rç ¢hhlZ HC ®k, 

l£V ¢f¢Vne¡l “p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤ehÑ¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx” Y¡L¡ 

pjh¡u p¢j¢a BCe Ae¤k¡u£ ¢eh¢åa HL¢V pjh¡u p¢j¢az e¡¢mn£ 15.74 HLl pÇf¢šl j§m 

j¡¢mL 1965 p¡−ml i¡la-f¡¢LÙ¹¡e k¤−Ül pju i¡l−a Q−m k¡uz gmnË¦¢a−a, e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š 

®pep¡p ¢mø Ae¤k¡u£ nœ¦ pÇf¢š ¢qp¡−h a¡¢mL¡i¥š² quz  flha£Ñ−a e¡¢mn¡ pÇf¢š−L A¢fÑa 

pÇf¢a ab¡ Vested property a¡¢mL¡i¥š² Ll¡ quz 

 Aaxfl c£OÑ 47 hRl fl, ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 2012 p¡−m Aœ 2 Hhw 3ew fÐ¢afr Y¡L¡ 

®Sm¡l p¡i¡l b¡e¡d£e NÉ¡å¡l£u¡ ®j±S¡l M¢au¡e ew ¢pHp-1, Hp H-2, Bl Hp -226 Hl 1556 
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na¡wn A¢fÑa pÇf¢š ab¡- (1) ¢p Hp Hhw Hp H fÔV ew 30, Bl Hp fÔV ew 312 Hl 1502 

na¡wn ®b−L 1384 na¡wn ï¢j k¡q¡l ®Q±qŸ£ Eš−l ¢p¢ŸL Hhw L¡¢qj,c¢r−e eh¤ ¢ju¡, f§−hÑ m¡m 

¢ju¡ Hhw ®L¡lh¡e Bm£, f¢ÕQ−j B¢ee ®Q±d¤l£; (2) ¢p Hp Hhw Hp H fÔV ew 30, Bl Hp fÔV 

ew 313 Hl 1502 na¡wn ®b−L 100 na¡wn k¡q¡l ®Q±qŸ£ Eš−l l¦Ù¹j Bm£, c¢r−Z q¡S£ Cj¡e 

Bm£, f§−hÑ ®p¡hq¡e ®j¡õ¡ Hhw ljS¡e Bm£ f¢ÕQ−j jeQ¥l Bm£ Hhw q¡S£ Cj¡e Bm£; (3) ¢p Hp 

Hhw Hp H fÔV ew 72, Bl Hp fÔV ew 48, 16 na¡wn ï¢j k¡l ®Q±qŸ£ e¡C; (4)  ¢p Hp Hhw Hp 

H fÔV ew 78, Bl Hp fÔV ew 44, ï¢j 56 na¡wn k¡l ®Q±qŸ£ e¡C; HL¥−e 1556 na¡wn pÇf¢šl 

j¡¢mL¡e¡ c¡h£ L−l Hhw fËL¡¢na ®N−S−V ‘L’ ag¢pmi¤š² A¢fÑa pÇf¢šl a¡¢mL¡ q−a Ahj¤¢š²l 

SeÉ a¡−cl B−hce A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m, Y¡L¡u c¡¢Mm Ll−m a¡ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š 

®j¡LŸj¡ ew 479/2012 ¢q−p−h ¢eh¢åa quz clM¡Ù¹L¡l£l hZÑe¡ j−a Aœ 2 J 3 ew fË¢afr 

¢hNa Cw−lS£ 2012 p¡−m Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma 15.56 HLl pÇf¢šl pw¢nÔøa¡u S¡m c¢mm fœ pªSe L−l 

®Sm¡ SS J A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑe VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m, Y¡L¡ Bc¡m−a Aœ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š ®j¡LŸj¡ ew- 

479/2012 c¡¢Mm L−lz  

¢p¢eul pqL¡l£ SS, p¡i¡l Bc¡ma, Y¡L¡ Hl ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 25/10/2016 a¡¢l−Ml l¡u 

J ¢X¢œ² (¢X¢œ² ü¡r−ll a¡¢lM 30.10.2016) à¡l¡ Aœ A¢fÑa ®j¡LŸj¡ ew- 479/2012 

h¡c£f−rl Ae¤L¥−m j”¤l qu Hhw Eš² Bc¡ma e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š Ahj¤¢š²l ¢e−cÑn fÐc¡e L−lez  

−Sm¡ fÐn¡pL, Y¡L¡ Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma l¡u J ¢X¢œ²l ¢hl¦−Ü ®Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡ Bc¡m−a A¢fÑa 

B¢fm ®j¡LŸj¡ ew- 20/2017 c¡¢Mm L−lez Aaxfl A¢fÑa pÇf¢š Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Hhw ®Sm¡ 

SS, Y¡L¡ Hl ¢h‘ ¢hQ¡lL ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 02.11.2017 a¡¢l−Ml l¡u J ¢X¢œ² (¢X¢œ² ü¡r−ll 

a¡¢lM 09.11.2017) j§−m A¢fÑa Bf£m ®j¡LŸj¡¢V öe¡e£ A−¿¹ M¡¢lS L−l ¢p¢eul pqL¡l£ SS, 

p¡i¡l Bc¡ma, Y¡L¡ LaÑªL fÐcš ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 25.10.2016 a¡¢l−Ml l¡u hq¡m l¡−Mez  

clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ plL¡l−L A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉ¡fÑZ Hhw B¢fm Eiu ®j¡LŸj¡u fË−u¡Se£u 

L¡NSfœ plhl¡−ql j¡dÉ−j pq−k¡¢Na¡ L−l¢R−me Hhw p¡r£ ¢q−p−hJ Ef¢ÙÛa ¢R−mez pw¢nÔø 

LjÑLaÑ¡ J LjÑQ¡l£N−Zl hÉbÑa¡l L¡l−Z plL¡l A¢fÑa pÇf¢š Bc¡m−a Hhw A¢fÑa pÇf¢š B¢fm 

Bc¡m−a ®j¡LŸj¡¢V ®q−l k¡uz Aaxfl clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ Aœ 5ew fË¢afr ®Sm¡ fËn¡pL, Y¡L¡ hl¡h−l 

clM¡Ù¹ fÐc¡e L−l Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma A¢fÑa pÇf¢š Hhw B¢fm ®j¡LŸj¡l l¡−ul ¢hl¦−Ü l£V ¢f¢Vne 
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c¡¢Mm L−l plL¡l£ pÇf¢š lr¡l Ae¤−l¡d L−lez clM¡Ù¹L¡l£l Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma clM¡−Ù¹l ®fË¢r−a 5ew 

fË¢afr ®Sm¡ fËn¡pL, Y¡L¡ p¢m¢pVl ECw-−L ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 24.01.2018 a¡¢l−M ja¡ja 

fËc¡−el SeÉ Ae¤−l¡d Ll−m j¿»Z¡mu ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 03.04.2018 a¡¢l−M HC j−jÑ A¢ija fËc¡e 

L−le ®k, “pw¢nÔø ¢ho−u l£V ¢f¢Vne c¡¢M−ml ®L¡e fË−u¡Se ®eCz”  plL¡l£ pÇf¢š lr¡u 

fÐ¢afrNZ ®L¡el©f fË−Qø¡ NËqZ e¡ L−l  ¢e−S−cl q¡a …¢V−u ®eu¡u Aœ clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ h¡dÉ q−u 

e¡¢mn£ plL¡l£ pÇf¢š lr¡l ¢e¢j−š pw¢hd¡e fËcš c¡¢uaÄ Ae¤ih L−l Aœ l£V ¢f¢Vne¢V c¡¢Mm 

L−l l¦m¢V fË¡ç qez 

HÉ¡X−i¡−LV q¡¢hh-Ee-eh£ clM¡Ù¹L¡l£f−r k¤¢š²aLÑ EfÙÛ¡fe L−l ¢e−hce L−le ®k, 2ew 

fË¢afr pÇf§ZÑ S¡m S¡¢mu¡¢al j¡dÉ−j c¢mm fœ pªSe L−l Aœ pÇf¢š NË¡p Ll¡l q£ej¡e−o A¢fÑa 

pÇf¢š VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡−m Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡ c¡¢Mm L−lz fÐL«a f−r ¢h−lZ Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l i¡l−a Q−m k¡u 

Hhw ¢a¢e ¢Lwh¡ a¡l ®L¡e Ju¡¢ln h¡wm¡−c−n Bl fÐaÉ¡haÑ¡e L−le e¡Cz   

2ew fË¢afr ®k−qa¥ ¢jbÉ¡ Hhw S¡m S¡¢mu¡¢aj§mL c¢mm cÙ¹¡−hS Bc¡m−a EfÙÛ¡f−el 

j¡dÉ−j S¡m S¡¢mu¡¢al j¡dÉ−j A¢fÑa pÇf¢š VÊ¡Ch§Ée¡m Hhw B¢fm VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡−ml l¡u q¡¢pm 

L−l−Re p¤al¡w Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma l¡u c¤¢V h¡¢am−k¡NÉz 

Aflf−r ¢h‘ HÉ¡X−i¡−LV −j¡x j¢el¦‹¡j¡e 2ew fË¢afr f−r qmg¡e¡−¿¹ Sh¡h c¡¢Mm 

f§hÑL ¢hÙ¹¡¢la i¡−h k¤¢š²aLÑ EfÙÛ¡fe L−lez ¢a¢e ¢e−hce L−le ®k, clM¡Ù¹L¡l£N−Zl Aœ 

®j¡LŸj¡ c¡−u−ll ®L¡e HM¢au¡l e¡Cz Aœ 2ew fË¢afr e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢šl j§m j¡¢mL ¢h−le Q¾cÐ 

p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll p¿¹¡e−qa¥ Aœ pÇf¢šl BCepÇja j¡¢mLz ¢a¢e Aœ l¦m¢V M¡¢l−Sl fË¡bÑe¡ L−lez 

Bjl¡ Aœ l£V ¢f¢Vne Hhw Hl p¡−b pLm pwk¤¢š² Hhw e¢bfœ fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡ Ll¡ q−m¡ Hhw 

Eiu f−¶l ¢h‘ HÉ¡X−i¡−LVN−Zl k¤¢š²aLÑ nËhZ Ll¡ q−m¡z 

fËb−jC …l¦aÄf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 Hl fÊÙ¹¡he¡ (preamble) 

¢h−no …l¦aÄf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x 

“A¢fÑa pÇf¢š ¢qp¡−h a¡¢mL¡i¥š² L¢afu pÇf¢š h¡wm¡−cn£ j§m 

j¡¢mL h¡ a¡q¡l h¡wm¡−cn£ Ešl¡d£L¡l£ h¡ Eš² j§m j¡¢mL h¡ 

Ešl¡¢dL¡l£l h¡wm¡−cn£ ü¡bÑ¢dL¡l£ (Successor-in-interest) 

Hl ¢eLV fËaÉfÑZ Hhw Be¤o¢‰L ¢hou¡¢c pÇf−LÑ ¢hd¡e 

fËZueL−Òf fËZ£a BCez” 
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AbÑ¡v A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 fËZ£a q−u−R öd¤j¡œ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š ¢qp¡−h 

a¡¢mL¡i¥š² pÇf¢špj¤q Hl h¡wm¡−cn£ j¤m j¡¢mL h¡ a¡l h¡wm¡−cn£ Ešl¡¢dL¡l£ h¡ Eš² h¡wm¡−cn£ 

j§m j¡¢mL h¡ Ešl¡¢dL¡l£l h¡wm¡−cn£ ü¡bÑ¡¢dL¡l£ (Successor in interest) Hl ¢eLV 

fËaÉfÑ−el E−Ÿ−nÉz 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š p¢WL Hhw kb¡kbi¡−h j§m j¡¢mL−cl ¢eLV ®gla ®cJu¡l …l¦ c¡¢uaÅ 

h¡wm¡−c−nl SeN−Zl ®no ilp¡ÙÛm, BnËuÙÛm h¡wm¡−c−nl ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡−Nl Efl f¢hœ c¡¢uaÄ 

¢q−p−h AfÑe Ll¡ q−u−R ®ke ®L¡e fÐa¡lL H−p j§m j¡¢m−Ll pÇf¢š S¡m L¡NSfœ pªSe L−l, 

j§m j¡¢m−Ll ïu¡ Ju¡¢ln c¡¢h L−l ¢e−a e¡ f¡−lz  pLm A¢fÑa pÇf¢špj§q qu j§m j¡¢m−Ll, 

eu−a¡ SeN−elz  

HMe Bjl¡ ®cMh A¢fÑa pÇf¢š BC−e h¢ZÑa j§m j¡¢mL L¡−L hm¡ q−u−Rz A¢fÑa pÇf¢š 

fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 Hl d¡l¡ 2(X) …l¦aÄf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x 

“ (X) ‘j¡¢mL’ AbÑ ®k hÉ¢š²l pÇf¢š A¢fÑa pÇf¢š ¢qp¡−h 

a¡¢mL¡i¥š² qCu¡−R ®pC j¤m j¡¢mL h¡ a¡q¡l Ešl¡¢dL¡l£, h¡ Eš² 

j§m j¡¢mL h¡ Ešl¡¢dL¡l£l ü¡bÑ¡¢dL¡l£ ( Successor in 

interest), h¡ a¡q¡−cl Ae¤f¢ÙÛ¢a−a a¡q¡−cl Ešl¡¢dL¡l p§−œ 

Hje pq-Awn£c¡l ¢k¢e h¡ k¡q¡l¡ CS¡l¡ NËqZ à¡l¡ h¡ AeÉ 

®L¡ei¡−h pÇf¢šl cM−m l¢qu¡−Re (Co-sharer in 

possession by lease or in any form) k¢c Eš² j§m j¡¢mL 

h¡ Ešl¡¢dL¡l£ h¡ ü¡bÑ¡¢dL¡l£ (Successor in interest) h¡ 

Ešl¡¢dL¡l£p§−œ pq-Awn£c¡l (Co-sharer in possession 

by lease or in any form) h¡wm¡−c−nl e¡N¢lL J ÙÛ¡u£ 

h¡¢p¾c¡ qez”    

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 Hl Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma fÐÙ¹¡he¡ Hhw d¡l¡ 2(X) pqS plm 

f¡−W H¢V Øfø fÐa£uj¡e ®k, a¡¢mL¡i¥š² A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑ®Zl B−hce ®Lhm j¡œ ¢ejÀ h¢eÑa 

hÉ¢š²NZ c¡¢Mm Ll−a f¡l−hex-  

(L) h¡wm¡−cn£ j§m j¡¢mL  

(M) h¡wm¡−cn£ j§m j¡¢m−Ll Ešl¡¢dL¡l£  

(N) h¡wm¡−cn£ j§m j¡¢mL h¡ Ešl¡¢dL¡l£l ü¡bÑ¡¢dL¡l£ (Successor in 

interest)  

(O) h¡wm¡−cn£ j§m j¡¢mL h¡ Ešl¡¢dL¡l£l ü¡bÑ¡¢dL¡l£ (Successor in 

interest) Hl Ešl¡¢dL¡l£ p§−œ Hje pq-Awn£c¡l ¢k¢e h¡ k¡q¡l¡ CS¡l¡ 

NËqZ à¡l¡ h¡ AeÉ ®L¡ei¡−h pÇf¢šl cM−m l¢qu¡−Re (Co-sharer in 

possession by lease or in any form) k¢c Eš² j§m j¡¢mL h¡ 

Ešl¡¢dL¡l£ h¡ ü¡bÑ¡¢dL¡l£ (Successor in interest) h¡ 
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Ešl¡¢dL¡l£p§−œ pq-Awn£c¡l (Co-sharer in possession by 

lease or in any form) h¡wm¡−c−nl e¡N¢lL J ÙÛ¡u£ h¡¢p¾c¡ qez 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 Hl d¡l¡ 10 Hl Ef-d¡l¡ 1 ®j¡a¡−hL pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ 

h¡ Ahj¤¢š²l B−hc−el p¡−b B−hceL¡l£−L a¡l c¡h£l pjbÑ−e a¡l pLm L¡NSfœ pwk¤š² Ll−a 

quz 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 Hl d¡l¡ 10Hl Ef-d¡l¡ 6 (N) ®j¡a¡−hL 

clM¡Ù¹L¡l£N−Zl j¡¢mL¡e¡ ¢ho−u paÉ¡paÉ Ae¤på¡−el E−Ÿ−nÉ ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡N£u LjÑLaÑ¡, plL¡l£ 

LjÑLaÑ¡ h¡ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡−ml ¢h−hQe¡u ®k ®L¡e LjÑLaÑ¡−L ¢e−cÑn fËc¡e L−l j¡¢mL¡e¡l ¢ho−u p¢WL 

Ae¤på¡e Ll¡ Hhw fË¡ç Ae¤på¡−el Efl ¢i¢š L−l p¢WL ¢h−hQe¡l p¤−k¡N VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m−L fËc¡e Ll¡ 

q−u−Rz 

AbÑ¡v j¡¢mL¡e¡l ¢ho−u pa¡paÉ Ae¤på¡e Ll¡ Bc¡m−al BCea c¡¢uaÅ Hhw Eš² 

Ae¤på¡−el ¢e¢jš Bc¡ma ®kj¢e ¢h−Qe¡ Ll−he ®p ®j¡a¡−hL ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡N£u LjÑLaÑ¡, plL¡l£ 

LjÑLaÑ¡ h¡ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m ¢h−hQe¡u ®k ®L¡e LjÑLaÑ¡−L ¢e−cÑn fÐc¡e L¢l−hez  

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 Hl d¡l¡ Ef-d¡l¡ 8(Q) ®j¡a¡−hL ¢pÜ¡¿¹pj§q fËc¡−el 

®r−œ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m LaÑªL B−hceL¡l£l EfÙÛ¡¢fa p¡−rÉl pw¢rç ¢h−nÔoZ J j§mÉ¡uepq ¢pÜ¡¿¹ pj§q 

hÉ¡MÉ¡ Ll¡ BC−e h¢ZÑa c¡¢uaÄz 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 Hl d¡l¡ 25 ®j¡a¡−hL B−hce ¢eØf¢šl hÉ¡f¡−l 

BCe h¡ ¢h¢d−a fkÑ¡ç ¢hd¡e e¡C h¢mu¡ j−e L¢l−m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m h¡ Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m ¢hou¢V ¢m¢fhÜ 

L¢lu¡ pw¢nÔø f¢l¢ÙÛ¢a−a Eq¡l ¢h−hQe¡ja eÉ¡u ¢hQ¡−ll SeÉ pq¡uL qu HCl©f kb¡kb fÜ¢a 

Ae¤plZ J ¢pÜ¡¿¹ fËc¡e L¢l−a f¡¢l−hz  

…l¦aÅf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u −Sm¡ SS Hhw A¢fÑa pÇf¢š VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Bc¡m−a Aœ 2ew fÐ¢afr J nË£ 

lh£ Q¾cÐ n¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l LaÑªL c¡¢MmL«a “An application under section 10(1) of the 

Aurpita Sampotty Potrarpon Ain, 2001 (as amended 2011), for releasing 

the schedule property from V. P. “Ka List” as mentioned in serial No. 

758, Case No. 295/75 at Mouza- “Ghandharia” P. S.- Savar, District- 

Dhaka which is published in the Govt. Gazette under section 9 of the 

same Act” ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡ 

“In the Court of District Judge & Vested/E.P. 

Property Tribunal, Dhaka 

 

Vested Property Case No. 479/2012 

1. Sree Madhob Chandra Saha Poddar 

2. Sree Rubi Chandra Saha Poddar 
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Both Sons of Late Biresh Chandra Saha alias 

Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar 

Both of Konda, P. O. Nagar Konda  

P. S.- Savar, Dist.- Dhaka.  

At present- North Kalshi, Section-12 

Block- Pa, Pallabi, P. S. Mirpur, Dhaka- 1216.  

........... Petitioners. 

-Versus- 

Peoples Republic of Bangladesh  

Represented by  

Deputy Commissioner, Dhaka  

Dhaka collectorate Bhabon 

Dhaka.  

............ Respondent.  

 

Sub: An application under section 10(1) of the Aurpita 

Sampotty Potrarpon Ain, 2001 (as amended 

2011), for releasing the schedule property from 

V. P. “Ka List” as mentioned in serial No. 758, 

Case No. 295/75 at Mouza- “Ghandharia” P. S.- 

Savar, District- Dhaka which is published in the 

Govt. Gazette under section 9 of the same Act.  

 

The humble petition on behalf of the petitioners 

begs to state as follows:- 

 

1. That there was a tenancy at Mouja “Gandharia” 

comprising of a hue protion of land. Amongst 

that protionof land C. S. Plot Nos. 30, 72 and 78 

are the land in question of this petition. Some 

Ramani Mohan Rai was a korfa Raiyot of that 

land along with the said tenancy. Subsequently 

he left the land of those plots.  
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2. That some Khetra Mohan Saha Poddar was a 

tenant in occupancy of the land measuring 15.74 

acres of C. S. plot Nos. 30, 72 and 78. He was 

holdong and possessing the same land. Said 

Khetra Mohan Saha Poddar applied to the 

superior authority i.e. the owner of the tenancy to 

get a settlement of the said 15.74 acres of land. 

The authority having investigated the application 

and got himin occupancy of the said land allowed 

the applicationand settled the said land with 

Khetra Mohan Saha Poddar on 16.08.1949. Thus 

the said Khetra Mohan Saha Poddar became the 

tenant directly under the owner of the tenancy 

and paid rents to the later.  

 

3. That the said Khetra Mohan Saha Poddar, while 

enjoying and possessing the schedule land, died 

leaving behind his sole successor, his only son, 

Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar. Thus Biresh 

Chandra Saha Poddar by way of inheritance 

became the tenant of the said land under the 

superior owner. During the S. A. operation he 

was found in occupancy of the land as tenant and 

was correctly recorded in the concerned record of 

the said land. Thus by operation of State 

Acquisition and Tenancy Act 1950 Biresh 

Chandra Saha Poddar became the tenant of the 

said land directly under the state.  

 

4. That said Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar being the 

tenant of the said land was enjoying and 

possessing the same. During the period of R. S. 

operation Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar was 

living in his village and was enjoying the 
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schedule land. Afterwards he died leaving behind 

his two sons i.e. the petitioners as his successors.  

 

5. That in thus way the petitioners became the 

owners of the schedule land by way of 

inheritance of Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar. 

They have been enjoying and possessing the said 

land by way of inheritance without any hindrance 

fromany quarter. For their convenience by now 

they are residing at North-Kalshi, Section -12, 

Block-Pa, Mirpur-1216, Pallabi, Dhaka. They 

frequently go to the schedule land and lookafter 

the same. There are a number of huts and Katcha 

house of the petitioners in the said land and a 

huge number of fruit trees namely mango trees, 

jackfruit trees, lichi trees etc. which the 

petitioners have been enjoying since long past.  

 

6. That the father of the petitioners was 

continuously residing in his village i.e. in 

Bangladesh and the petitioners have also been 

residing in Bangladesh. They got the National 

Identity cards. That neither the petitioners nor 

their father had ever faced any disturbance in 

their enjoyment of the suit land. The government 

did never claim any right, interest or possession 

in the suit land.  

 

7. That the schedule property has been wrongly 

included in V. P. “Ka List” in serial No. 758,  

Case No. 295/75 at mouza- “Ghandharia”, P. S.- 

Savar, Dist- Dhaka. Now the schedule property it 

is required to be released from the said V. O. “Ka 

List”.  
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Wherefore, it is, most humbly prayed that the learned 

court would graciously be pleased to pass necessary 

order for releasing the schedule property from vested 

property “Kist List” serial No. 758, Case No. 295/75, at 

Mouza- Ghandharia, P. S.- Savar, Dist- Dhaka for the 

ends of justice.  

 

And for this act of kindness, the petitioners as in duty 

bound shall ever pray.  

 

S C H E D U L E 

District- Dhaka, Police Station- Savar, Mouja- 

“Gandharia”, Khatian No. C. S. 1, S. A. 2, R. S. 226, 

quantum of land is 15.56 Acres out of vested 15.75 

acres of land.  

 

1.  Plot No. C. S. & S. A. 30, R. S. 312, land 

measuring 1384 decimals out of decimals whichis 

butted and bounded by on the North-Siddique 

and Rahim, on the South- Nobu Mia, on the 

East- Lal Mia and Korban Ali, on the West- Anis 

Chowdhury. 

 

2. Plot No. C. S. and A. A. 30, R. S. 313, land 

measuring 100 decimals out of 1502 decimals 

which is butted and bounded by on the Noth- 

Rustom Ali, On the Sout- Haji Iman Ali, On the 

East- Sobhan Molla and Ramjan Ali, On the 

West- Munsur Ali and Hazi Iman Ali.  

 

3. Plot No. C. S. and S. A. 72, R. A. 48, land 

measuring 16 decimals.  

 

4. Plot No. C. S. and S. A. 78, R. S. 44, land 

measuring 56 decimals. In total 1556 decimals.  

 

  



 11

A F F I D A V I T 

I, Sree Madhob Chandra Saha Poddar, aged about- 65 

years, Son of Late Biresh Chandra Saha alias Biresh 

Chandra Saha Poddar, North Kalshi, Section- 12, 

Block- Ps, Pallabi, P. S. Mirpur, Dhaka- 1216, by 

profession- Service, by faith- Muslim, by nationality- 

Bangladeshi (by birth), do hereby solemnly affirm and 

declare as follows:- 

 

1. That I am the petitioner No. 1 of this petition and 

as such acquainted with the facts and 

circumstances of the petition and competent to 

swear this affidavit.  

 

2. That the statements made above are true to the 

best of my knowledge and belief and matters of 

record and in verification where of I signing this 

affidavit on 30.07.12 at 10.37 a.m. before the 

commissioner of Affidavit.  

Sd/- Illegible 

--------------------------- 

Deponent 

The deponent is known to me and identified by me and 

he has signed in may presence.  

Sd/- Illegible 

--------------------------- 

Advocate 
 

 …l¦aÅf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u A¢fÑa pÇf¢š VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m ®j¡LŸj¡ ew- 479/2012 Hl 

pLm B−cn pj§q ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡ x 
 

Ax px VÊ¡x 479/2012 

01 
30.07.12 

a¡¢mL¡ïš² Ll¡ qELz Cq¡ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉ¡fÑZ BCe 2001 
Hl 10(1) d¡l¡l ¢hd¡e j−a e¡¢mn£ afn£m pÇf¢š Ahj¤¢š²l 
fË¡bÑe¡u h¡c£fr ¢edÑ¡¢la 1000/-V¡L¡l ®L¡VÑ ¢g pq Aœ 
®j¡LŸj¡ Beue L¢lu¡−Rez avpq ¢g¢l¢Ù¹−k¡−N ¢LR¤ 
L¡NSfœ/g−V¡L¢f c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rez avpq ¢hh¡c£ fË¢a S¡¢ll 
SeÉ ®l¡S pq amh¡e¡ c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rez e¢b NËqZ ¢houL öe¡e£l 
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SeÉ ®fn Ll¡ qCmz BN¡j£ 25.09.12 a¡¢lM NËqZ−k¡NÉa¡ 
öe¡e£z 
 

ü¡/- AØfø 
 

02 
25.09.12 

AcÉ NËqZ−k¡NÉa¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑ B−R z h¡c£ q¡¢Sl¡ 
¢c−u−Rz ®fn Ll¡ q−m¡z  

ö¢em¡jz Nªq£a qqCmz BN¡j£ 18.10.12 Cw a¡w pje J 
H¢X ®gl−al ¢ce d¡−kÑ ¢hh¡c£ f−rl fË¢a pje Cp¤É Ll¡ qELz 
Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡¢V â¦a ¢hQ¡l J ¢eÖf¢šl SeÉ A¢ax ®Sm¡ SS 
Bc¡m−a hcm£ Ll¡ qCmz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
03 
2.10.12 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma, Y¡L¡ q−a Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡¢V â¦a ¢hQ¡l 
J ¢eÖf¢šl SeÉ hcm£j§−m f¡Ju¡ ®Nmz ®cMm¡jz pjeJ H¢X Cp¤É 
Ll¡ qu e¡Cz pje J H¢X Cp¤É Ll¡ ®q¡Lz BN¡j£ 
18.10.2012Cw a¡¢lM pje J H¢X ®glaz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
04 
18.10.12 

AcÉ pje J H¢X ®gl−al SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑ B−Rz h¡c£fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
¢cu¡−Rz pje J H¢X S¡l£ A−¿¹ ®gla B−p e¡Cz BN¡j£ 
01.11.12 Cw a¡¢lM pje J H¢X ®glaz 

ü¡/- AØfø  
05 
01.11.12 

AcÉ pje J H¢X ®gl−al SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑ B−Rz h¡c£f−r q¡¢Sl¡ 
c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz pje ®gla B¢pu¡−Rz BN¡j£ 27.11.12 Cw 
a¡¢lM Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢M−ml SeÉz 

ü¡/- AØfø  
06 
27.11.12 

 AcÉ Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑ B−Rz h¡c£fr 
q¡¢Sl¡ ¢c−u−Rz ®L¡e Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢Mm L−l e¡Cz BN¡j£ 
21.01.13 Cw a¡¢lM Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢M−ml SeÉz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
07 
21.01.13 

AcÉ Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑ B−Rz h¡c£fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£fr HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ Eq¡−a h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z Sh¡h J 
Bf¢š c¡¢M−ml SeÉ pj−ul fË¡bÑe¡ L−l−Rez ®c¢Mm¡jz pj−ul 
fË¡bÑe¡ j”¤l Ll¡ q−m¡z BN¡j£ Cw 10.03.13 a¡¢lM Sh¡h J 
Bf¢š c¡¢Mmz 

 
ü¡/- AØfø  
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08 
10.03.13 

AcÉ Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£f−r 
q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£fr HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡  Eq¡−a h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z 
Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢M−ml SeÉ pj−ul fË¡bÑe¡ L−l−Rez ®c¢Mm¡jz 
pj−ul fË¡bÑe¡ j”¤l Ll¡ q−m¡z BN¡j£ 20.05.13 Cw a¡¢lM 
Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢Mmz 

 
ü¡/- AØfø 

09 
20.05.13 

AcÉ Sh¡h J Bf¢š c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£fr Nl  
q¡¢Sl¡z ¢hh¡c£fr HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡  Eq¡−a h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z Sh¡h 
c¡¢M−ml SeÉ pj−ul fË¡bÑe¡ L−l−Rez ®c¢Mm¡jz pj−ul fË¡bÑe¡ 
j”¤l Ll¡ q−m¡z BN¡j£ 01.09.13 Cw a¡¢lM Sh¡h c¡¢Mmz 

ü¡/- AØfø 
10 
01.09.13 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡m−al B−cn ew 135/p¡d¡le, a¡w 
21.07.13 ------ (AØfø) ®j¡a¡−hL Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l e¢b â¦a 
¢hQ¡l J ¢eÖf¢šl SeÉ k¤NÈ ®Sm¡ SS, A¢a¢lš² Bc¡ma, Y¡L¡u 
hcm£ Ll¡ q−m¡z 

ü¡/- AØfø  
11 
10.10.13 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡ Hl B−cn ew 135/p¡d¡le a¡w 
21.07.13 Cw Ae¤p¡−l Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l e¢b A¢ax ®Sm¡ SS, 7j 
Bc¡ma, Y¡L¡ ®b−L ¢hQ¡l J ¢eÖf¢šl SeÉ hcm£ j§−m f¡Ju¡ 
¢Nu¡−Rz ®c¢Mm¡jz ®j¡LŸj¡¢V Aœ¡c¡m−al ®l¢S¢øÊ−a a¡¢mL¡ïš² 
Ll¡ −q¡Lz BN¡j£ 19.11.13 a¡¢lM Sh¡h c¡¢Mmz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
12 
19.11.13 

AcÉ Sh¡h c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£fr q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm 
L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l fr Sh¡h c¡¢Mm L−l e¡Cz eÉ¡u ¢hQ¡−ll 
ü¡−bÑ BN¡j£ 22.01.14 Cw a¡¢lM Sh¡h c¡¢Mmz 

ü¡/- AØfø 
13 
22.01.14 

AcÉ Sh¡h c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£fr q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm 
L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l fr −L¡e fc−rf NËqZ L−l e¡Cz eÉ¡u 
¢hQ¡−ll ü¡−bÑ BN¡j£ 20.02.14 Cw a¡¢lM Sh¡h c¡¢Mmz 

ü¡/- AØfø  
14 
20.02.14 

AcÉ Sh¡h c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£fr q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm 
L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−r JL¡mae¡j¡pq HL clM¡Ù¹ c¡¢Mm 
L¢lu¡  Sh¡h c¡¢M−ml SeÉ pj−ul fË¡bÑe¡ L−lez öe¡e£ œ²−j 
j”¤lz (v.o.p) BN¡j£ 08.04.14 Cw a¡¢lM Sh¡h c¡¢Mmz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
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15 
08.04.14 

AcÉ Sh¡h c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£fr q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm 
L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ fr Sh¡h c¡¢Mm L−l e¡C ¢Lwh¡ ®L¡e fc−rf 
NËqZ L−l e¡Cz ®cMm¡jz BN¡j£ 12.05.14 Cw a¡¢lM HLalg¡ 
öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
16 
12.05.14 

AcÉ HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£fr ®L¡e fc−rf NËqZ L−l e¡Cz ®fn 
Ll¡ q−m¡z ®cMm¡jz eÉ¡u ¢hQ¡−ll ü¡−bÑ BN¡j£ 16.07.14 Cw 
a¡¢lM HLalg¡ öe¡e£z plL¡l f−r ¢i, ¢f, ®L±öm£−L ‘¡a Ll¡ 
qELz  

ü¡/- AØfø    
17 
16.07.14 

AcÉ HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
¢c−u−Rz i¡lfË¡ç ¢hQ¡lL ¢eS Bc¡m−al j¡jm¡u öe¡e£−a hÉÙ¹ 
b¡L¡u BN¡j£ 03.09.14 a¡¢lM HLalg¡ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
18 
03.09.14 

AcÉ HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz i¡lfË¡ç ¢hQ¡lL ¢eS Bc¡m−al j¡jm¡u 
öe¡e£−a hÉÙ¹ b¡L¡u BN¡j£ 11.11.14 Cw a¡¢lM HLalg¡ 
öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
19 
11.11.14 

AcÉ HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz i¡lfË¡ç ¢hQ¡lL ¢eS Bc¡m−al j¡jm¡u 
öe¡e£−a hÉÙ¹ b¡L¡u BN¡j£ 18.02.15 a¡¢lM HLalg¡ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
20 
18.02.15 

AcÉ HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
¢c−u−Rz i¡lfË¡ç ¢hQ¡lL ¢eS Bc¡m−al j¡jm¡u öe¡e£−a hÉÙ¹ 
b¡L¡u BN¡j£ 28.04.15 a¡¢lM HLalg¡ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
21 
29.04.15 

d¡kÑÉ a¡¢lM plL¡l£ R¤¢V b¡L¡u AcÉ e¢b ®fn Ll¡ qCmz AcÉ 
HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−R z 
i¡lfË¡ç ¢hQ¡lL ¢eS Bc¡m−a hÉÙ¹ b¡L¡u BN¡j£ 07.07.15 
a¡¢lM HLalg¡ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
22 
07.07.15 

AcÉ HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l HL-clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z fÐ¡bÑe¡ 
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L¢lu¡−Rz e¢b ®fn Ll¡ q−m¡z ö¢em¡jz clM¡Ù¹ öe¡e£ e¡ Ll¡u 
e¡-j”¤l Ll¡ q−m¡z (Vop) h¡c£l p¡r£ - ¢f,X¢hÔE-1 nÐ£ j¡dh 
Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l Hl njd A−¿¹ Bw¢nL Sh¡h¢¾c NËqZ Ll¡ q−m¡z 
a¡q¡l c¡¢Mm£ L¡NS¡¢c fÐcnÑe£-1-4  ¢p¢lS ¢qp¡−h ¢Q¢q²a Ll¡ 
q−m¡z BN¡j£ 08/08/15 Cw a¡¢lM HLalg¡ hœ²£ p¡r£z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
23 
09.08.15 

d¡kÑÉ a¡¢lM plL¡l£ R¤¢V b¡L¡u AcÉ HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ®fn 
Ll¡ qCmz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l fr HL 
clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−lez fÐ¡bÑe¡ ®noh¡−ll 
ja j”¤l Ll¡ qCmz BN¡j£ 27.08.15 Cw a¡¢lM hœ²£ HLalg¡ 
öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
24 
27.08.15 

AcÉ hœ²£ HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 
¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ fr HL clM¡Ù¹ c¡¢Mmœ²−j h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z Sh¡h 
NËqe Ll¡l fÐ¡bÑe¡ L¢lu¡−Rz fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l Ll¡ q−m¡ Sh¡h Nªq£a 
qmz BN¡j£ 08.09.15 Cw Cp¤É NWez 

ü¡/- AØfø 
 
25 
08.09.15 

AcÉ Cp¤É NW−el SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ J ¢h¡hc£ plL¡l£ fr 
q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz e¢b ®fn Ll¡ qCmz ®cMm¡j, AcÉ Cp¤É NWe Ll¡ 
qCmz BN¡j£ 08.10.15 Cw a¡¢lM F.H. 

ü¡/- AØfø 
26 
08.10.15 

AcÉ F.H  Hl SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz Eiufr q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−R z 
h¡c£l p¡r£ nÐ£-j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l Hl ®m¡L A−¿¹ Sh¡eh¾c£ J 
Bw¢nL ®Sl¡ NËqe Ll¡ qCmz BN¡j£ 18.10.15 Cw a¡¢lM ¢f, 
X¢hÔE-1 Hl ®Sl¡z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
27 
18.10.15 

AcÉ ¢f, X¢hÔE-1 Hl ®Sl¡l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz Eiufr q¡¢Sl¡ 
¢cu¡−Rz h¡c£l p¡r£ ¢f, X¢hÔE-1 nÊ£ j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ (®f¡Ÿ¡l) Hl 
njd A−¿¹ ®Sl¡l pj¡ç Ll¡ qCmz BN¡j£ 10.11.15 Cw a¡¢lM 
¢hh¡c£l p¡r£z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
28 
10.11.15 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−R z h¡c£ q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−R z 
¢hh¡c£ clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ pju ¢e−hce L−lez ö¢em¡jz ®noh¡−ll ja 
pju j”¤lz (Vop) BN¡j£ 06.01.16 Cw a¡¢lM ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
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29 
06.01.16 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz 
¢hh¡c£ plL¡l fr HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z pju ¢e−hce 
L−lez fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l Ll¡ qCmz BN¡j£ 20.01.16 Cw a¡¢lM 
¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
30 
20.01.16 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz 
h¡c£ J ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l fr q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ 
h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z pju ¢e−hce L−lez fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l Ll¡ qCmzBN¡j£ 
28.01.16 Cw a¡¢lM ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
 31 
28.01.16 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz 
h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l fr −cxL¡x 
BC−el 6 ÚB−cn 17 ¢eu−j HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ Sh¡h pw−n¡d−el 
fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−lez L¢f S¡¢l qCu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ D.W-1 ®j¡x 
®lS¡Em L¢lj Hl Bw¢nL Sh¡eh¾c£ NËqe Ll¡ qCu¡−Rz 
¢hh¡c£fr ¢g¢l¢Ù¹ ®k¡−N L¡NS c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l 
fr HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ pju ¢e−hce L−lez e¢b Sh¡h pw−n¡de£ 
clM¡Ù¹ öe¡e£l SeÉ ®fn Ll¡ qCmz  
 

ö¢em¡jz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−rl Sh¡h pw−n¡de£l clM¡Ù¹ 
J e¢b fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡ Llm¡j z h¡c£ J ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−rl ¢h‘ 
BCeS£h£à−ul hš²hÉ nÐhe Ll¡ qCmz e¢b J Sh¡h pw−n¡de£l 
clM¡Ù¹ j”¤l −k¡NÉ ¢hd¡u Sh¡h pw−n¡de£ clM¡Ù¹ j”¤l Ll¡ qCmz 
fÐ¡bÑ£aj−a Sh¡h pw−n¡de Ll¡ −q¡Lz Sh¡h pw−n¡de£l clM¡Ù¹ 
A¢a¢lš² Sh¡h ¢qp¡−h NeÉ qCmz BN¡j£ 09.02.16 Cw a¡¢lM 
¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
32 
09.02.16 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz 
h¡c£ q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ pju 
¢e−hce L−lez ö¢em¡jz pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤lz (Vop) BN¡j£ 
23.02.16 Cw a¡¢lM ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
33 
23.02.16 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz 
h¡c£fr q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ pju 
¢e−hce L−lez fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l z (Vop) BN¡j£ 28.02.16 Cw 
a¡¢lM ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
34 
28.02.16 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz 
h¡c£fr q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ 
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pju ¢e−hce L−lez fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l Ll¡ qCm z BN¡j£ 14.03.16 
Cw a¡¢lM ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
35 
03.03.16 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS, B−cn ew 50 p¡d¡lZ (a¡¢lM 29/02/16 Cw) 
a¡¢l−M B−cn Hl L¢f f¡Ju¡ ®Nmz B−cncª−ø ®cM¡ k¡u ®k, Aœ 
Bcm−al Axpx 479/12 ew e¢b−a ¢hQ¡l J ¢eÖf¢šl SeÉ 
¢p¢eul pqL¡l£ SS, p¡i¡l Bc¡m−a hcm£ Ll¡ qCu¡−Rz 
®c¢Mm¡j, paÅl e¢b ®fÐlZ Ll¡ qELz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
36 
10.03.16 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS, Bcma Y¡L¡, qC−a B−cn ew 50 
p¡d¡lZ/a¡w 29/02/16 Cw −j¡a¡−hL Hhw HLC a¡¢l−Ml pÈ¡lL 
ew 236, ¢X,®S Y¡L¡/1 Hj -7/16 Cw h−m k¤NÈ ®Sm¡ SS, 
A¢a¢lš² Bc¡ma Y¡L¡ qC−a A¢fÑa 479/12 ew −j¡LŸj¡l e¢b 
f¡Ju¡ ®Nmz ®c¢Mm¡jz BN¡j£ 23.03.16 a¡¢lM ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ 
hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
37 
23.03.16 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ 
J ¢hh¡c£l plL¡l fr q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£f−r HLM¡e¡ 
clM¡Ù¹j¤−m h¢ZÑa L¡l−Z D.W-2 ¢qp¡−h p¡rÉ NËq−Zl fÐ¡bÑe¡ 
L¢lu¡−Rz fÐ¡bÑe¡¢V  ---- Ll¡ qCmz AaHh, D.W-2 −j¡x 
Cpj¡Cm ®q¡−pe Hl Sh¡eh¢¾c Bw¢nL NËqe Ll¡ qCmz c¡¢Mm£ 
L¡NSfœ fÐcx L-N ¢Q¢q²a Ll¡ qCmz BN¡j£ 31.03.16 a¡¢lM 
D.W-2 Hl p¡r£ ®Sl¡z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
38 
31.03.2016 

AcÉ D.W- 2 Hl p¡r£ ®Sl¡l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ f−r 

J frïš² ¢hh¡c£ f−r J ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−r q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz 

fr ïš² ¢hh¡c£ f−r qmge¡j¡ pq ®cx j¡x ¢hx BC−el 1 Hl 

10(2) ¢ex j−a HL clM¡Ù¹ j§−m h¢eÑa L¡l−e ¢hh¡c£ −nÐe£i¥š² 

qJu¡l ®e¡¢Vn L¢lu¡−Rz L¢f ¢h¢m qu e¡Cz BN¡j£ 25.04.16 Cw 

a¡w D.W- 2 Hl p¡r£ −Sl¡ J cx öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
39 
25.04.2016 

AcÉ D.W- 2 Hl p¡r£ ®Sl¡ J cx öe¡e£l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ 

fr J ¢hh¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz f−l ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l fr HL 

clM¡Ù¹ j§−m h¢eÑa L¡l−e pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ L¢lu¡−Rz fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l 
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Ll¡ q−m¡z BN¡j£ 11.05.16 Cw a¡w D.W- 2 Hl p¡r£ ®Sl¡ J 

cx öe¡e£z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
40 
11.05.2016 

AcÉ D.W- 2 Hl p¡r£ ®Sl¡ J clM¡Ù¹ öe¡e£l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz 

h¡c£ J ¢hh¡c£ f−r q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz fri¥¢š²l ¢hl¦−Ü clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ 

fr ¢mx Bf¢š ¢cu¡−Rz L¢f ¢h¢m qCu¡−Rz eb£ ®fn Ll¡ qCmz 

Aaxfl ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−r HL clM¡Ù¹ j§−m h¢eÑa L¡l−e pj−ul 

fÐ¡bÑe¡ L¢lu¡−Rz eb£ ®fn Ll¡ qCmz −c¢Mm¡jz clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ f−r 

j§m hš²hÉ q−m¡ a¡l¡ I pÇf¢š ¢e−u A¢fÑa 2287/12 j¡jm¡ 

L−l−Rz a¡l¡ I pÇf¢š p¡g Lhm¡ c¢mm j§−m j¡¢mLz HL¡l−e 

haÑj¡e j¡jm¡u a¡−cl ü¡bÑ B−R ¢hd¡u 2-4 ew ¢hh¡c£¢e fri¥š² 

Ll¡l fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−l−Rez AeÉ¢c−L clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ fr ¢m¢Ma Bf¢š 

c¡¢Mm L−l−Rez ®k−qa¥ A¢fÑa pÇf¢šl j¡jm¡u j§m ¢h−hQÉ ¢hou 

q−m¡ e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š A¢fÑa pÇf¢šl a¡¢mL¡ ®b−L Ahj¤¢š²l 

B−cn ®f−a f¡−le ¢Le¡z a¡C HM¡−e plL¡lC HLj¡œ 

fÐ−u¡Se£u frz e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š−a L¡l üaÅ B−R H…−m¡ ®k−qa¥ 

HM¡−e ¢edÑ¡¢la q−h e¡ a¡C AeÉ ®L¡e f−rl fri¥š² qJu¡l 

p¤−k¡N e¡Cz ü£L«a j−a clM¡Ù¹L¡l£l¡ AeÉ HL¢V A¢fÑa j¡jm¡ 

L−l−Re k¡ Qmj¡e B−Rz ®pM¡−e a¡l¡ Ahj¤¢š²l SeÉC c¡−ul 

L−l−Rez p¤al¡w L¡l ¢L paÅ h¡ ü¡bÑ B−R H¢V −k−qa¥ HM¡−e 

¢eØf¢š q−h e¡ a¡C a¡l¡ fÐ−u¡Se£u fr eu ¢hd¡u fr i¥¢š²l 

fÐ¡bÑe¡ e¡ j”¤l Ll¡ q−m¡z BN¡j£ 22.05.16 a¡¢lM D.W- 2 

Hl h¡L£ ®Sl¡z   

ü¡/- AØfø 
41 
22.05.2016 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£  plL¡l fr HL clx c¡¢Mm œ²−j pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ 

L−l−Rz fri¥š² ¢hh¡c£ fr Afl Hl clx c¡¢Mm œ²−j EµQ 

Bc¡m−a ¢l¢ine c¡−u−ll SeÉ pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−l−Rz fÐ¡bÑe¡àu 

j”¤l (V. O. P)z BN¡j£ 19.06.16 Cw a¡¢lM ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£z  

ü¡/- AØfø 



 19

42 
19.06.2016 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ f−r q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz frïš² ¢hh¡c£ J ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−r fªbL clM¡Ù¹ j§−m 

h¢eÑa L¡l−e pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ L¢lu¡−Rz fÐ¡bÑe¡ ®noh¡−ll ja j”¤lz 

BN¡j£ 24.07.16 Cw 3ew ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z   

ü¡/- AØfø 
43 
24.07.2016 

AcÉ 3ew ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz 

clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ f−r q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz fri¥š² ¢hh¡c£ f−r HL clM¡Ù¹ 

j§−m h¢eÑa L¡l−e ®j¡LŸj¡l L¡kÑœ²j ÙÛ¢N−al fÐ¡bÑe¡ L¢lu¡−Rz 

fÐ¡bÑe¡ e¡j”¤l Ll¡ qCmz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l fr Afl HL clM¡Ù¹ 

j§−m h¢eÑa L¡l−e pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ L¢lu¡−Rz pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤lz 

BN¡j£ 07.08.16 Cw a¡w 3ew ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ 

öe¡e£z   

ü¡/- AØfø 
44 
07.08.2016 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz Eiu 

f−r q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz D. W-2 Hl p¡r£ ®Sl¡ NËqe Ll¡ qCmz 

BN¡j£ 14.08.16 Cw ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢LaLÑz 

ü¡/- AØfø 
45 
14.08.2016 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ 

f−r q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−r clM¡Ù¹ j§−m h¢eÑa 

L¡l−e pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ L¢lu¡−Rz fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤lz BN¡j£ 23.08.16 

Cw ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z p−‰ Ax 2287/12z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
46 
23.08.2016 

AcÉ ¢hh¡c£l p¡r£ hÉbÑa¡u k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ 

f−r J ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−r q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ plL¡l f−r 

HL clM¡Ù¹ j§−m h¢eÑa L¡l−e D.W-1 ®L Re-call Hl fÐ¡bÑe¡ 

L¢lu¡−Rz fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l Ll¡ qCmz Aaxfl D. W-2 −j¡x Cpj¡Cm 

®q¡−pe Hl qmg¡−¿¹ Sh¡eh¾c£ J ®Sl¡ NËqe Ll¡ q−m¡z D. W-2 
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LaÑªL L¡NS fÐcx O ¢p¢lS, P ¢p¢lS, Q ¢p¢lS ¢Q¢q²a q−m¡z 

Aaxfl D. W-3 l¢qj¡ ®hNj Hl qmg¡−¿¹ Sh¡eh¾c£ J ®Sm¡ 

NËqe Ll¡ qCmz D. W-3 Hl L¡NS fœ¡¢c fÐcx R, S ¢p¢lS 

¢Q¢q²a qCmz p¡rÉ NËqZ pj¡ç qCmz BN¡j£ 19.09.16 Cw a¡¢lM 

k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£z p−‰ Ax 2287/12z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
47 
19.09.2016 

AcÉ k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz ¢hh¡c£ fr HL clx c¡¢Lm œ²−j pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−l−Rz 

fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l (V. O. P)z BN¡j£ 27.09.16 Cw a¡w k¤¢š²aLÑ 

öe¡e£z p¡−b Ax 2287/12z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
48 
27.09.2016 

AcÉ k¤¢LaLÑ öe¡e£l SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz Eiu f−r q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz 

Aaxfl Eiu f−rl ¢h‘ BCeS£h£l k¤¢š²aLÑ nÐhZ Ll¡ qCmz 

BN¡j£ 09.10.16 Cw a¡w l¡u fÐQ¡lz p¡−b Ax 2287/12z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
49 
09.10.2016 

AcÉ l¡u fÐQ¡−ll SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz h¡c£ J ¢hh¡c£ fr q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz e¢b ®fn Ll¡ qmz BN¡j£ 25.10.16 Cw l¡u fÐQ¡lz p¡−b 

Ax  2287/12z 

ü¡/- AØfø 
50 
25.10.2016 

AcÉ l¡u fÐQ¡−ll SeÉ d¡kÑÉ B−Rz Eiu f−r q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz Aaxfl fÐL¡nÉ Bc¡m−a ¢iæ 22 fªù¡u l¡u 

fÐL¡l Ll¡ q−lAz l¡u eb£l p¢qa p¡¢j−m l¡M¡ qCmz 

l¡−u E−õM L¢lu¡−R ®k, A¢fÑa ®j¡LŸj¡ 479/12 

¢hh¡c£l ¢hl¦−Ü ®c¡alg¡ p§−œ ¢he¡ MlQ¡u j”¤l qu Hhw 

A¢fÑa 2287/12 e¡-j”¤l quz ac¤fl£ e¡¢mn£ af¢pm 

h¢eÑa pÇf¢š A¢fÑa 479/12 ®j¡LŸj¡u h¡c£−cl Ae¤L¥−m 

Ahj¤¢š²l fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l q−m¡z ®Sm¡ fÐn¡pL j−q¡cu 
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Y¡L¡−L A¢fÑa 479/12 h¡c£−cl f−r Ahj¤¢š²l 

fÐ−u¡S−e kb¡kb hÉhÙÛ¡ ®eu¡l ¢e−cÑn fÐc¡e Ll¡ q−m¡z  

ü¡/- AØfø 
51 
30.10.2016 

AcÉ ¢Xœ²£ fÐÙ¹¤a Bj¡l ü¡rl J Bc¡m−al p£m ®j¡ql k¤š² j−a 

®cJu¡ ®Nmz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
52 
22.08.2017 

AcÉ j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma Hl pÈ¡lL ew- 684, a¡¢lM- 

21.08.17 Cw j§−m A¢fÑa Bf£m 11/17 ew ®j¡LŸj¡l hl¡−a 

Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l amh fœ f¡Ju¡ ®Nmz  

 −c¢Mm¡jz paÅl e¢b ®fÐlZ Ll¡ ®q¡Lz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
53 
03.01.2018 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma Y¡L¡ qC−a pÈ¡lL ew- 03, a¡w- 

02.01.18 Cw ®j¡a¡−hL A¢fÑx Bx 11/17 Hl 17.09.17 Cw 

B−cn f¡Ju¡ ®Nm Eq¡ HCl©f HC ®k,  

 In the above suit the appellant was not a 

party but he was preferred this appeal as a third 

person. There is no provision in the Arpation 

Shampatio Tribunal Ain providing for an appeal 

by a person which is not party in original suit. As 

such the appeal is summarily dismissed on contest 

without any order as to cost.  

 −c¢Mm¡jz Eš² B−cn¢V e¢bi¥š² l¡M¡ qCmz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
54 
03.01.2018 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma Y¡L¡ qC−a pÈ¡lL ew- 04, a¡w- 

02.01.18 Cw ®j¡a¡−hL A¢fÑx Bx 20/17 Hl 02.11.17 B−cn 

f¡Ju¡ ®Nm Eq¡ HCl©f HC ®k,  
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O R D E R E D 

 That the Arpita Sampatti Protarpon 

Tribunal Appeal case be dismissed on contest 

against the respondents without any order as to 

cost. The impugned Judgment and decree passed 

by the learned Judge of the Arpita Sampatti 

Protarpon Tribunal and Senior Assistant Judge, 

Savar Court, Dhaka in A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑZ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m 

j¡jm¡ ew- 479 of 2012 on 25.10.2016 is hereby 

affirmed.  
  

−c¢Mm¡jz Eš² B−cn¢V e¢b i¥š² l¡M¡ qCmz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
 
55 
07.01.2018 

HC e¢b¢V HL¢V ¢eÖf¢šL«a ®j¡LŸj¡z h¡c£ fr HL clM¡Ù¹ ¢cu¡ 

clM¡−Ù¹ h¢eÑa L¡l−e a¡q¡−cl c¡¢Mm£u j§m L¡NS fœ ®gla 

c¡−el fÐ¡bÑe¡ L¢lk¡−Rz  

 −c¢Mm¡jz paÉ¡¢ua g−V¡L¢f c¡¢Mm p¡−f−r fÐ¡bÑe¡ j”¤l 

Ll¡ qCmz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
51 
13.10.2016 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS j−q¡c−ul pÈ¡lL ew- 4, a¡w- 02.01.18 Cw 

j§−m A¢fÑa Bx 11/17 ew j¡jm¡l l¡−ul L¢fpq Aœ e¢b f¡Ju¡ 

®Nmz pw−r−f Bf£m Bc¡m−al l¡−ul B−cn ¢ejÀl©f x 

That the Arpita Sampatti Protarpon 

Tribunal Appeal case be dismissed on contest 

against the respondents without any order as to 

cost. The impugned Judgment and decree passed 

by the learned Judge of the Arpita Sampatti 

Protarpon Tribunal and Senior Assistant Judge, 

Savar Court, Dhaka in A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑZ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m 

j¡jm¡ ew- 479 of 2012 on 25.10.2016 is hereby 

affirmed. 
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−cMm¡j l¡−ul L¢f e¢bi¥š² l¡M¡ ®q¡Lz 

ü¡/- AØfø 
52 
14.11.2019 

j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS j−q¡c−ul pÈ¡lL ew- 525, a¡¢lM- 14/11/19 

Cw j§−m A¢fÑa Bx 11/17 Hl pw−N jq¡j¡eÉ q¡C−L¡VÑ ¢hi¡−N ¢lV 

¢f¢Vne- 13760/08 Hl fÐ−u¡S−e Aœ e¢b amh ¢c−u−Rez 

®cMm¡jz e¢b AcÉC j¡ee£u ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡m−a ®fÐlZ Ll¡ ®q¡Lz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
 

 …l¦aÅf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u h¡c£ Hhw ¢hh¡c£ f−rl p¡r£N−el p¡rÉ ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm 

Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡ x 

Sh¡eh¢¾c ¢m¢Mh¡l d¡l¡ 

nË£ j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l 
¢fa¡- jªa nÐ£ h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l 

¢f, X¡¢hÔE- 1 
 

B¢j 1 ew clM¡Ù¹L¡l£z 2 ew clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ Bj¡l i¡Cz e¡¢mn£ S¢j 

p¡i¡l b¡e¡d£e ®Nä¡¢lu¡ −j±S¡u Ah¢ÙÛaz e¡¢mn£ S¢jl ¢p, Hp, M¢au¡e-

1, Hp, H M¢au¡e -2, Bl, Hp M¢au¡e ew 226z ¢p, Hp J Hp, H c¡N 

ew 30, 72 Hhw 78z Bl, Hp, c¡N ew 44, 48, 312 Hhw 313z e¡¢mn£ 

S¢j f¢lj¡e 15.56 HLlz e¡¢mn£ S¢jl j¡¢mL ¢R−me Bj¡l c¡c¡ ®rœ 

®j¡qe p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡lz ¢a¢e HLj¡œ f¤œ h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l−L Ju¡¢ln 

¢hcÉj¡−e jªa¥Éhle L−lz Bj¡l ¢fa¡ ®~f¢œL Ju¡¢ln p§−œ ®i¡N cM−m 

b¡L¡hÙÛ¡u Bj¡−L Hhw Bj¡l i¡C Hhw clM¡Ù¹L¡l£−L Ju¡¢ln ¢hcÉj¡−e 

j¡l¡ k¡uz HC i¡−h Bjl¡ j¡¢mL q−u ®i¡N cM−m B¢Rz e¡¢mn£ 

S¢j−a Bj¡−cl ¢V−el Ol, Bj-L¡yW¡m m£Q¥ pq ¢h¢iæ 

®j±p¤j£ g−ml N¡R B−Rz e¡¢mn£ S¢j−a Bj¡l c¡c¡, h¡h¡ Hhw 

acfl Bjl¡ œ²jeÄ−u ®i¡N cMm L−l Bp¢Rz e¡¢mn£ S¢j pÇfÐ¢a 

fËL¡¢na A¢fÑa pÇf¢šl a¡¢mL¡u Bj¡−cl S¢j i¥mhnax J ®hBCe£i¡−h 

758 ew œ²¢j−L a¡¢mL¡ïš² q−u−Rz plL¡l LM−e¡ e¡¢mn£ S¢j 

®i¡N cM−m ¢Rm e¡z Bjl¡C ph pju cM−m ¢Rm¡jz plL¡l 

e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š A¢fÑa pÇf¢šl a¡¢mL¡i§š² Ll¡u Bjl¡ e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š 

Ahj¤¢š²l fË¡bÑe¡ L−l¢Rz B¢j fË¡b£Ña j−a ¢Xœ²£ Q¡Cz B¢j 1 ew ¢p, Hp 
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M¢au¡e, 2 ew Hp, H M¢au¡e Hhw 226 ew Bl, Hp M¢au¡−el pq£j¤ql£ 

eLm Bc¡m−a c¡¢Mm L−l¢Rz fËcnÑe£-1 (¢p¢lS)z B¢j Bj¡l Hhw Bjl¡ 

fË−aÉ−L S¡a£u f¢lQu f−œl j§m L¢f c¡¢Mm L−l¢Rz fËcx 2 (¢p¢lS)z 

B¢j Bj¡−cl S¾j pecf−œl j§m L¢f c¡¢Mm Llm¡jz fËcx 3 (¢p¢lS)z 

B¢j ¢p¢V fËaÉuefœ j§m L¢f c¡¢Mm Llm¡jz fËcx 4 (¢p¢lS)z B¢j 

e¡¢mn£ ï¢j h¡hc NÉ¡−S−Vl paÉ¡¢ua g−V¡L¢f c¡¢Mm Llm¡jz B¢j 

fË¡b£Ña j−a fË¢aL¡l Q¡Cz  

ü¡/-  
07/07/15  

   Sh¡eh¢¾c 

paÉ eu ®k, e¡¢mn¡ pÇf¢š plL¡−ll pÇf¢šz paÉ eu ®k, 1965 

p−e f¡L i¡la k¤−Ül  pju S.A. j¡¢mLNe ®cn aÉ¡N L−l i¡la Q−m 

k¡uz paÉ eu ®k, e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š p¢WLi¡−h A¢fÑa pÇf¢šl a¡¢mL¡ïš² 

L−l CS¡l¡ ®cu¡ q−u−Rz paÉ eu ®k, 295/75 ew VP Case j§−m 

e¡¢mn¡ pÇf¢š census J fËaÉfÑe pÇf¢šl a¡¢mL¡ïš² Ll¡ quz paÉ eu 

®k, m£S NËq£a¡l¡ e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢šl cM−m B−Rz paÉ eu ®k, RS M¢au¡−e 

j¡¢m−Ll e¡−jl e£−Q q¡m p¡w i¡la f−r h¡wm¡−cn plL¡l p¢WLi¡−h 

¢m¢fhÜ q−u−Rz paÉ eu ®k, RS record fl pju SA j¡¢mL−cl cM−m 

f¡Ju¡ k¡u e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑe−k¡NÉ pÇf¢š Hhw 

p¢WLi¡−h L a¡¢mL¡ïš² q−u−Rz  

−Sl¡ xxx:  

e¡¢mn£ SA c¡N 4¢Vz 4 ¢V c¡−NC B¢j c¡h£ L¢lz (Apj¡ç)  

ü¡/-08.10.15 

   −Sl¡ xxx 

   18.10.15 

Bj¡l c¡¢Mm£ CS fQÑ¡ ew -1, CS j¡¢mL lje£ ®j¡qe l¡u Bj¡l 

¢LR¤ qu e¡z ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l CS j¡¢mL lje£ ®j¡q−el BaÈ£u euz 

Bj¡l c¡c¡ ®rœ ®j¡qe p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l e¡¢mn£  pÇf¢š lje£ 

®j¡qe Hl L¡R ®b−L h−¾c¡hÙ¹ ¢e−u¢Rmz h−¾c¡hÙ¹ pwœ²¡¿¹ 

L¡NSfœ c¡¢Mm L−l¢Rz  

paÉ eu ®k, h−¾c¡hÙ¹ pwœ²¡¿¹ ®L¡e L¡NS c¡¢Mm L¢l e¡Cz SA-

30, 72, 78 c¡N ¢e−u j¡jm¡ L−l−Rz 30 c¡−N 15.02 HLl, 72 c¡−N 

16 naL, 78 c¡−N 74 naL c¡h£ L¢lz paÉ eu ®k, ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ 

®f¡Ÿ¡l 1965 p−el f¡L i¡la k¤−Ül f§−hÑC i¡la Q−m k¡u h¡ 295/75 
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ew VP case j§−m e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š A¢fÑa pÇf¢š ¢qp¡−h ®O¡¢oa quz paÉ 

eu ®k, ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ i¡la Q−m k¡Ju¡u  RS M¢au¡−e öÜi¡−h a¡l 

q¡m p¡w i¡la, f−r h¡wm¡−cn plL¡l ¢qp¡−h ®lLXÑ quz 2011 p¡−m 

RS record i¥m j−jÑ j¡jm¡ L¢lz j¡jm¡l L¡NSfœ c¡¢Mm L−l¢Rz eðl 

S¡e¡ e¡Cz j¡jm¡ abate q−u k¡uz ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ Bj¡l ¢fa¡ j−jÑ fË−u¡Se£u 

L¡NSfœ c¡¢Mm L−l¢Rz paÉ eu ®k, ®L¡e L¡NSfœ c¡¢Mm L¢l e¡Cz 

L¡E¢¾pml LaÑªL fËcš fËaÉue fœ fËj¡−Zl SeÉ a¡−L ¢c−u p¡rÉ −cu¡hz 

paÉ eu ®k, Bj¡l c¡¢Mm¡ fËaÉuefœ ®k¡Np¡Sn£z paÉ eu ®k, e¡¢mn£ 

pÇf¢š p¢WLi¡−h L a¡¢mL¡ ïš² q−u−Rz paÉ eu ®k, e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š 

plL¡l Hl cMm J ¢eu¿»−ez paÉ eu ®k, plL¡l£ pÇf¢š BaÈp¡−al 

E−Ÿ−nÉ L¡NSfœ pªSe L−l ¢jbÉ¡ p¡rÉ ¢cm¡jz paÉ eu ®k, Bj¡l 

j¡jm¡ M¡¢lS q−hz  

  ü¡/-  
18.10.15 

Sh¡eh¢¾c ¢m¢Mh¡l d¡l¡ 

−j¡x ®lS¡Em L¢lj 
¢fa¡- jªa −pL¡¾c¡l Bm£ ¢ju¡ 

 
 

¢X, X¡¢hÔE- 1 
 

 B¢j j¡jm¡l ¢hh¡c£z plL¡l f−r p¡rÉ ¢chz j¡jm¡l p¡rÉ 

fËc¡−el Bj¡−L LaÑªfr rja¡ fœ ¢c−u−Rz HC ®pC rja¡ fœ fËx “L” 

z e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š S.A. M¢au¡e-2z S.A. c¡N 30z ®j¡V S¢jl f¢lj¡e 

15.2 HLlz S.A. ®lLXÑ£u j¡¢mL ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡z R.S. 

226 M¢au¡e k¡l c¡N 312z S¢jl f¢lj¡e R.S. ®j¡a¡−hL 13.84z R. 

S. −lLXÑ¢V h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ¢fa¡-−rœ p¡q¡ q¡m p¡w i¡la f−r 

customian h¡wm¡−cn plL¡lz R.S. ®lLXÑ¢V p¢WLz B.A Hhw K.S 

−lLXÑ¢V A¢fÑa 2287/12 ew j¡jm¡u c¡¢Mm B−Rz Qmj¡e 

ü¡/- 
28.01.16 

 

 
Sh¡eh¢¾c ¢m¢Mh¡l d¡l¡ 

−j¡x Cpj¡Cm ®q¡−pe 
¢fa¡- jªa c¤M¡C ®hf¡l£ 
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¢X, X¡¢hÔE- 2 
 

 Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š p¡i¡l b¡e¡l N¡¾c¡¢lu¡ 

®j±S¡u Ah¢ÙÛaz S. A M¢au¡e 2z  S. A c¡N 30z ®j¡V S¢jl 

f¢lj¡e 151.2z B¢j S. A fQÑ¡l pCjýl£ j§m L¢f c¡¢Mm 

Llm¡j fÐcnÑe£- “L”z Bj¡−L LaÑªfr p¡r£ ®cu¡l SeÉ rja¡ 

¢c−u−Re 08.02.2016 B¢j Hl j§m L¢f c¡¢Mm Llm¡j fÐcnÑe£- 

“M”z R. S M¢au¡e 226z R. S c¡N ew- 312z ®j¡V S¢jl 

f¢lj¡e 130.84 na¡wnz R. S ®lLXÑ ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡, ¢fa¡- 

®rœ ®j¡qe p¡q¡, q¡m p¡w- i¡la f−r −Xf¤¢V L¡ØV¢Xu¡e H−e¢j 

fÐf¡¢VÑ mÉ¡äp (AØfø) ¢h¢ôw Hl e¡−j ®lLXÑ quz B¢j R. S 

®lLXÑ Hl j§m L¢f c¡¢Mm Llm¡j fÐcnÑe£- “N”z HC ®lLXÑ 

öÜi¡−h ®lLXÑ q−u−Rz Hp. H. ®lL−XÑl f−l ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ 

f¡L-i¡la k¤−Ül pju ®L¡el©f qÙ¹¡¿¹l e¡ L−l i¡la Q−m k¡ez 

flhaÑ£ pj−u plL¡l 295/75 ¢i¢f ®Lp Q¡m¤ L−lez B¢j I 

B−c−nl paÉ¡¢ua g−V¡L¢f 28 gcÑ c¡¢Mm Llm¡jz e¡¢mn£ 

pÇf¢š Bjl¡ p¡i¡l b¡e¡l Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f§ZÑh¡pe hýj¤M£ 

pjh¡u ¢p¢j¢a ¢mx Bh¤m h¡n¡l Nw−cl ¢h¢iæ f¢lj¡−e ¢mS ®cu¡ 

quz Bjl¡ 1420 fkÑ¿¹ m£S j¡¢e f¢l−n¡−dl ¢Q¢Wl paÉ¡¢ua 

g−V¡L¢f c¡¢Mm Llm¡jz 64 gŸÑz HC ¢Q¢Wl ®fÐ¢r−a a¡l¡ m£S 

f¢l−n¡d L−lez a¡−cl LaÑªL j¡¢e f¢l−n¡−dl l¢nc J ¢Q¢Wl 

paÉ¡¢ua g−V¡L¢f 14 gcÑ c¡¢Mm Llm¡jz HC e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š 

q−m¡ A¢fÑa/Ae¡h¡c£ pÇf¢šz HC pÇf¢š ‘L’ a¡¢mL¡u 758 ew 

œ²¢j−L öÜ i¡−h H−p−Rz e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š m£S Hl j¡dÉ−j plL¡l 

cMm L−lez h¡c£ ®k j¡¢mL¡e¡ c¡h£ L−le a¡ ¢jbÉ¡z h¡c£l ®L¡e 

cMm e¡Cz HC j¡jm¡u h¡c£ ®L¡e Ahj¤¢š²l B−cn ®f−a f¡−le 

e¡z B¢j h¡c£l j¡jm¡ M¡¢lS Q¡Cz  

XXX h¡c£ f−r 

 B¢j i¢̈j pqL¡l£ LjÑLaÑ¡ ¢q−p−h B¢je h¡S¡l i¢̈j 

A¢g−p 2015 p−el S¡e¤u¡l£ j¡−p ®k¡Nc¡e L¢lz Hl B−N B¢j 

…mn¡−e ¢Rm¡jz  

Apj¡ç 
23.03.16 

h¡c£ f−r h¡c£ ®Sl¡ xxx 07.08.16 
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 m£S qu 1975 p¡−mz ¢i¢f ®Lp Q¡m¤ qu 1975 p¡−mz 

Q¡m¤l L¡NS Bc¡m−a c¡¢Mm L−l¢Rz ¢i¢f ®Lp L¡NS fœ 

paÉ¡¢ua L−l c¡¢Mm L−l¢Rz 13.07.75 a¡¢l−M öl¦ L¢lz ®L¡e 

BC−e ¢i¢f L−l−R ®p¢V 06.09.65 a¡¢l−Ml fl ®b−Lz 1965 

p¡−m Defence of Pakistan Ordinance 

Hl ¢hd¡e h−m HC pÇf¢š ¢i¢f Ll¡ qu rja¡ fÐ¡ç 

q−u 13.07.75 a¡¢l−Mz paÉ eu ®k, I a¡¢l−M Bj¡−cl 

¢i¢f ®Lp Q¡m¤ Ll¡l ®L¡e HM¢au¡l ¢Rm e¡z ¢i¢f ®Lp 295/75 

HL¢V ®hBCe£ HM¢au¡l h¢qiÑ§a ¢i¢f ®Lp a¡ paÉ euz paÉ eu 

®k, HM¢au¡l h¢qiÑ§a ¢i¢f ®Lp Hl j¡dÉ−j ®L¡e m£S fÐc¡e Ll¡ 

qu e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, ®hBCe£ m£S à¡l¡ ®LE cMm f¡u e¡Cz 

haÑj¡e a¡¢mL¡¢V ¢i¢f ®Lp 295/75ew ¢i¢f ®Lp Hl hl¡−a 

q−u−Rz paÉ eu ®k, ¢i¢f ®Lp ®hBCe£ ®p L¡l−e a¡¢mL¡V¡J 

−hBCe£z paÉ eu ®k, S¢jl j¡¢mL ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l 

LMeJ e¡¢mn£ S¢j aÉ¡N L−l i¡l−a k¡e e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, R. 

S. ®lL−XÑl pju J ¢a¢e h¡wm¡−c−n ¢R−mez paÉ eu ®k, R. S.  

®lLXÑ Hl pju i¥m hna a¡l e¡j Hl ®n−o q¡m p¡w i¡la f−r 

®Xf¤¢V L¡ø¢Xu¡e ®mM¡¢V H−p−Rz paÉ eu ®k, ¢a¢e ®c−n b¡L¡l 

L¡l−e BCeNa rja¡ b¡L¡L¡m£e Bjl¡ ®L¡e ¢i¢f ®Lp Q¡m¤ 

L¢l e¡Cz R. S. M¢au¡e e¡¢mn£ ®j±S¡ pñha 1972 p−e fÐÙ¹¤a 

quz R. S. M¢au¡e Sl£f A¢dcçl L−l b¡−Lez Sl£−fl pju 

Bjl¡ ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡−L ®L¡e ®e¡¢Vn ®cu¡ q−u−R ¢Le¡ a¡ Bj¡l 

S¡e¡ e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ HC ®c−n jªa¥É hle L−l−Rez 

paÉ eu ®k, a¡l jªa¥Él f−l pÇf¢šl j¡¢mL qe a¡l 2 ®R−m Aœ 

®j¡LŸj¡u clM¡Ù¹L¡l£àuz paÉ eu ®k, a¡l¡ j¡¢mL ¢q−p−h HC 

pÇf¢š ®i¡N cM−m B−Rez paÉ eu ®k, Bjl¡ BCe h¢qiÑ§a 

m£−Sl L¡NS fœ c¡¢Mm L−l Bc¡m−a c¡¢Mm L−l¢Rz paÉ eu 

®k, a¡¢mL¡u Beue Ll¡¢V A¯hd ¢hd¡u I pÇf¢š Ahj¤¢š² q−hz  

pj¡ç 
23.03.16 

¢lLm j§−m Sh¡eh¢¾c 23.08.16 

B¢j m£S 295/75 ¢i¢f ®Lp Hl B−c−nl paÉ¡¢ua 

g−V¡L¢f 28 gcÑ c¡¢Mm Llm¡jz fÐcnÑe£- “O” ¢p¢lS (j§m e¢bl 
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p¡−b ¢j¢m−u) m£S j¡¢e f¢l−n¡−dl ¢Q¢W paÉ¡¢ua g−V¡L¢f c¡¢Mm 

Llm¡j 64 gcÑz fÐcnÑe£- “P” ¢p¢lS (j§m e¢bl p¡−b ¢j¢m−u) 

m£S j¡¢e f¢l−n¡−dl l¢nc 6 gcÑ paÉ¡¢ua g−V¡L¢f c¡¢Mm 

Llm¡jz fÐcnÑe£- “Q” ¢p¢lS (j§m e¢bl p¡−b ¢j¢m−u)z  

h¡c£ f−r ®Sl¡ 

 fÐb−j m£S ®cu¡ qu 13.07.75 a¡¢l−Mz paÉ eu ®k, 

HM¡−e a¡¢lM¢V Ji¡l l¡C¢Vw B−Rz HM¡−e a¡¢lM 15.07.75 J 

M¢au¡e 2 Ji¡l l¡C¢Vw a¡ paÉ euz B¢j H…−m¡ ¢e−S ¢m¢M e¡Cz 

aMe Bj¡l Q¡L¥l£ qu e¡Cz fÐb−j m£S ®cu¡ q−u−R SuE¢Ÿe−L 

f−l h−m X¡e ¢c−L SuE¢Ÿe Nw ®mM¡ B−Rz Bj¡l Qnj¡ hÉ¢aa 

®cM−a pjpÉ¡ quz I pjuC SuE¢Ÿe pq 420 Se−L m£S ®cu¡ 

q−u−Rz a¡−cl e¡−jl HL¢V m£ø B−Rz B¢j H¢V c¡¢Mm L¢l e¡Cz 

®lL−XÑ Nw B−R ®lL−XÑ 420 S−el e¡j e¡Cz m£S ®cu¡l SeÉ ®k 

B−hce fÐ−u¡Se qu a¡ Bj¡−cl ®lL−XÑ B−Rz f−l h−m B−hce 

B−R ¢Le¡ Bj¡l S¡e¡ e¡Cz B¢j m£−Sl B−hc−el ®L¡e L¢f 

c¡¢Mm L¢l e¡Cz a¡¢mL¡ Ll¡l B−N j¡¢mL−cl ®L¡e ®e¡¢Vn ®cu¡ 

q−u−R ¢Le¡ B¢j hm−a f¡lh e¡z Bj¡l ®lL−XÑ ®e¡¢Vn B−R 

¢Le¡ a¡ hm−a f¡lh e¡ B¢j c¡¢MmJ L¢l e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, H 

pÇf¢š LMeJ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š ¢Rm e¡z 13.07.75 a¡¢l−Ml ®k m£S 

®cu¡l L¡NS ®c¢M−u¢R ®pV¡ hÉ¡L ®XV h¢p−u ¢jbÉ¡ i¡−h pªSe 

L−l¢Rz paÉ eu ®k, SueE¢Ÿe e¡−j ®L¡e hÉ¢š²l A¢ÙÛaÅ e¡Cz 

paÉ eu ®k, I pÇf¢š m£S ®eu¡l SeÉ 75 p¡−m ®LE B−hce 

L−le e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, L¢ba m£S j§−m ®LE cMm f¡u e¡C h¡ 

Bjl¡ cM−m ¢c−a f¡−l e¡Cz 56ew B−c−n a¡w 17.12.12 H 

p¡i¡l b¡e¡l Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f§ZÑh¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx 

Hl f−r 420 Se pcpÉ−L m£S eh¡ue L¢lz H−cl−L m£S ®cC 

13.07.75 Hl 1ew B−c−n I p¢j¢a−LC m£S ®cCz 1ew B−c−n 

Sue¢Ÿe Nw ®mM¡ B−R p¢j¢al ®L¡e e¡j HM¡−e e¡Cz 1420 

p¡m fkÑ¿¹ m£S eh¡ue Ll¡ B−Rz h¡L£ pju fkÑ¿¹ fÐ¢œ²u¡d£e 

B−Rz 61ew B−cn 16.01.13 H p−lS¢j−e cMm ®eu¡l SeÉ 

B−hce L−l−Re m£S£ a¡ ®mM¡ B−R Hhw I B−c−n m£S£−cl 

p−lS¢j−e cM−m ®cu¡l SeÉ p¡−iÑu¡l L¡j¡m ®q¡−pe−L fœ ®cu¡ 

®k−a f¡−l j−jÑ E−õM B−R a¡ paÉz 04.03.13 a¡¢l−Ml 62ew 

B−c−n L¡j¡m ®q¡−pe−L fœ ®cu¡ ®k−a f¡−l m£S£−cl cMm 
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®cu¡l SeÉ a¡ ®mM¡ B−Rz L¡j¡m ®q¡−pe m£S£−cl cMm ¢c−u−Re 

Hje ®L¡e Lb¡ ®lL−XÑ B−R ¢Le¡ Bj¡l S¡e¡ e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, 

Bjl¡ hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a−L ®L¡e m£S ®cC e¡C H…−m¡l 

Bjl¡ L¢afu L¡NS pªSe L−l¢Rz paÉ eu ®k, H…−m¡ pLm 

L¡…−S m£Sz paÉ eu ®k, I S¢j−a S¢jl j¡¢mL fr cM−m 

B−Rez paÉ eu ®k, L¡NS¡a m£−Sl h−m a¡l¡ LMeJ cMm f¡u 

e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, B¢j ¢jbÉ¡ p¡r£ ¢cm¡jz  

pj¡ç 
23.08.16 

Sh¡eh¢¾c ¢m¢Mh¡l d¡l¡ 

l¢qj¡ ®hNj 
ü¡j£- ®j¡x ¢jS¡e¤l lqj¡e 

 

¢X, X¡¢hÔE- 3 
 

B¢j p¡i¡l b¡e¡l Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤ehÑ¡pe pjh¡u 

p¢j¢al haÑj¡e pi¡f¢azpi¡l pL−m p¡r£ ®cu¡l SeÉ Bj¡−L 

Ae¤j¢a ¢c−u−Rez Ae¤j¢afœ c¡¢Mm Llm¡jz fËcnÑe£-Rz  

Bjl¡ m£−Sl B−hc−el g−V¡L¢f c¡¢Mm Llm¡j 8 gcÑz 

LaÑªfr Bj¡−cl 420 Se−L m£S fËc¡e L−lez B¢j a¡¢mL¡ 

¢h‘ Bc¡m−a c¡¢Mm Llm¡j 22 gcÑz fËcnÑe£-S ¢p¢lS (j§m 

e¢bl p¡−b ¢j¢m−u) e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š Bjl¡ plL¡−ll L¡R ®b−L 

CS¡l¡ ¢e−u ®i¡N cM−m B¢Rz h¡c£−cl ®i¡N cM−m e¡Cz HM¡−e 

Ly¡Q¡ f¡L¡ Ol E¢W−u ®i¡N cM−m B¢Rz  

xxx h¡c£ f−r ®Sl¡x  

B¢j hÉ¢š²Nai¡−h Nª¢qe£z Bj¡l ü¡j£ ¢WL¡c¡l£ L−le 

l¡−Slz Bj¡l h¡µQl¡ ®mM¡fs¡ L−le ®Nä¡¢lu¡ ú¥−m f−l h−m 

e¡j S¡¢e e¡z 3 Se p¿¹¡e HL Se ¢h−u q−u−Rz B¢j Hl B−N 

b¡La¡j ®N¡f¡mN”z BS ®b−L A−eL hRl B−N Y¡L¡ B¢pz 13 

hRl hup ®b−L N¡¾c¡¢lu¡u b¡¢Lz haÑj¡e hup 41z p¢j¢a 

fË¢a¢ùa qu La p¡−m hm−a f¡lh e¡ L¡NS ®cu¡ B−R f−l h−m 

15/16 hRl B−N q−u−Rz fËbj pi¡f¢a ¢Rm B−e¡u¡lz p¢j¢al 

NWe a¿» B−R AcÉ c¡¢Mm L¢l e¡Cz ®l¢S¢øÊ L−l¢R BN¡lNy¡J H 

2002 p¡−mz B¢j L¡NS c¡¢Mm L¢l e¡Cz m£S f¡Ju¡l SeÉ 

fËbj B−hce L¢l 12 p¡−ml ¢c−Lz Bj¡−cl plL¡¢l A¢gp 

®b−L e¡−jl a¡¢mL¡ ¢c−u−Rz paÉ eu ®k, B¢j e¢b ®b−L 
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g−V¡L¢f ¢e−u¢Rz Bj¡l B−N ®k p¡r£ ¢c−u−Re ®p pju B¢j 

¢ia−l ¢Rm¡jz haÑj¡−e m£S B−R a−h eh¡ue Ll¡ qu e¡Cz 21, 

22, 23 p¡−ml clM¡Ù¹ ®cu¡ ¡−Rz a−h ®L¡e L¡NS −cC Bj¡−cl 

cMm h¤¢T−u ®cu¡l L¡NSfœ Bc¡m−a Sj¡ ¢c−u¢Rz Bj¡−cl 

cMm h¤¢T−u ¢c−u−R 2013 p¡−m f−l h−m 2014 p¡−m cMm 

h¤¢T−u ¢c−u−Rz paÉ eu ®k, HM¡−e Bj¡−cl plL¡−ll h¡C−l 

®L¡e ü¡bÑ e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, HC p¢j¢a e¡−j ®L¡e p¢j¢al A¢ÙÛaÄ 

e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, B¢j Apq¡u hÉ¢š² eCz paÉ eu ®k, de¡YÉ J 

fËi¡hn¡m£ hÉ¢š²z paÉ eu ®k, Bjl¡ ®k¡Np¡Sn£i¡−h HC m£−Sl 

L¡NS ®~al£ L−l¢Rz paÉ eu ®k, plL¡l ®L¡e m£S ®eu e¡Cz paÉ 

eu ®k, Bjl¡ cM−m e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, B¢j ¢jbÉ¡ p¡rÉ ¢cm¡jz  

   ü¡/- 
23.08.16 

 

®j¡x n¡j£j Bq−jc, ¢p¢eul pqL¡l£ SS, p¡i¡l Bc¡ma, Y¡L¡ LaÑªL 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ −j¡LŸj¡ ew- 479/2012 H fÐcš ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 25.10.2016 a¡¢l−Ml 

l¡−ul B−m¡Qe¡ J ¢pÜ¡¿¹ Awn¢V …l¦aÄf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x  

“ HC ®j¡LŸj¡l 2¢V A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑe BC−e 2001 

pw−n¡¢da 2011 H 10 (11) d¡l¡l ¢hd¡e ®j¡a¡−hL 

Ahj¤¢š²l fË¡bÑe¡u Be£a clM¡Ù¹z BC−el ¢edÑ¡¢la 

pj−ul j−dÉ kb¡kb i¡−h H¢V c¡¢Mm Ll¡ q−u−Rz ¢hh¡c£ 

fr hÙºNa ¢hfl£a j¤M£ ®L¡e fËj¡Z Bc¡m−a EfÙÛ¡fe 

Ll−a f¡−le e¡Cz ®j¡LŸj¡¢V haÑj¡e BL¡−l J fËL¡−l 

Qm−a h¡d¡ e¡C ¢hd¡u ¢hQ¡kÑ ¢hou 1 h¡c£ f−r Ae¤L−̈m 

Nªq£a q−m¡z HC ¢hQ¡kÑ ¢hou c¤¢V flØfl pwk¤š² ¢hd¡u 

B−m¡Qe¡l p¤¢hd¡−bÑ Hhw HLC ¢ho−ul ®f±ex f¤¢eL 

B−m¡Qe¡ ®l¡−d HL−œ Nªq£a q−m¡z 
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−k−qa¥ A¢fÑa 479/12 J A¢fÑa 2287/12 −j¡LŸj¡u 

Hp,H ®lLX£Ñu j¡¢mL h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l fkÑ¿¹ 

ü£L«a a¡C A¢fÑa 479/12 ®j¡LŸj¡l p¡rÉ fËj¡e 

fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡ flha£Ñ A¢fÑa 2287/12 ®j¡LŸj¡l p¡rÉ 

fËj¡e fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡ Ll¡ q−hz 

h¡c£ fr ¢p,Hp ®lLX£Ñu j¡¢mL ®rœ ®j¡qe p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l 

Hl f¤œ Hp,H ®lLX£Ñu j¡¢mL h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l 

Hl Ju¡¢ln p¤−œ e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š c¡h£ L−lez h¡c£ fr 

¢p,Hp, Hp, H J Bl,Hp M¢au¡e fËcnÑe£-1 ¢p¢lS 

¢q−p−h Bc¡m−a EfÙÛ¡fe L−l−Rez Hp,H ®lLXÑ J 

Bl,Hp ®lLXÑ ®k h¡c£−cl ¢fa¡l e¡−j ®pV¡ ¢hh¡c£ fr 

J ü£L¡l L−lez ¢hh¡c£ f−rl hš²hÉ q−m¡ 1965p¡−m 

f¡L i¡la k¤−Ül pju Hp,H ®lLX£Ñu j¡¢mLNZ ®cn 

aÉ¡N L−l i¡la Q−m k¡Ju¡u a¡−cl pÇf¢š fËb−j nœ¦ 

pÇf¢š f−l A¢fÑa pÇf¢šl a¡¢mL¡i¥š² Ll¡ quz 

k¤¢š²aLÑ öe¡e£ L¡−m h¡c£f−rl ¢ek¤š²£u BCeS£¢h E−õM 

L−le HC pÇf¢š A¢fÑa pÇf¢al a¡¢mL¡u ®eu¡V¡C A®~hd 

q−u−Rz A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉ¡fÑe BCe, 2001 Ae¤k¡u£ k¢c 

p¢WLi¡−h A¢fÑa pÇf¢šl a¡¢mL¡ Ll¡ qu J b¡−L 

a¡q−mJ Eš² hÉ¢š²l Ju¡¢ln ¢Lwh¡ a¡−cl j¡dÉ−j qÙ¹¡¿¹l 

j¤−m hÉ¢š²−cl hl¡hl pÇf¢š Ahj¤š² q−hz h¡c£ fr ®k 
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h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l Hl Ju¡¢ln ®pC j−jÑ S¡a£u 

f¢lQu f−œ j¤m L¢f fËcnÑe£-2 ¢p¢lS ¢q−p−h EfÙÛ¡¢fa 

q−u−Rz HR¡s¡ a¡l¡ a¡−cl S¾j pe−cl j¤m L¢f fËcnÑe£-

3 ¢p¢lS ¢q−p−h EfÙÛ¡fe L−l−Rez HR¡s¡ Y¡L¡ ¢p¢V 

L−fÑ¡−lne La«ÑL e¡N¢lL pec f−œl j¤m L¢f fËcnÑe£-4 

¢p¢lS ¢q−p−h EfÙÛ¡¢fa q−u−Rz H ¢hou…−m¡l ¢hfl£−a 

®L¡e fËj¡e ¢hh¡c£ fr EfÙÛ¡fe Ll−a hÉbÑ q−u−Rez  

HC ®j¡LŸj¡l pÇf¢š m£S ®cu¡ qu 295/15 ¢i¢f ®Lp 

Hl j¡dÉ−j ®Sl¡l Sh¡−h ¢X. X¢hÔE-2 h−me fËb−j m£S 

®cu¡ qu 13.07.75 a¡¢l−Mz AbQ 23/3/1974 p¡−ml 

f−l ®L¡e ¢i¢f ®Lp öl¦ Ll¡ A®~hd ®O¡oZ¡ Ll¡ q−u−Rz 

®Lee¡ 23/3/1974 a¡¢l−M Ordinance No.1 of 

1969 fËaÉ¡q¡l Ll¡ q−u−Rz HM¡e ®b−LC p¤Øfø ®k, 

haÑj¡e ¢i¢f ®Lp¢V HC a¡¢l−Ml fl qJu¡u ®p¢V A®~hdz 

Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l ¢i¢f ®Lp Q¡m¤ q−u−R 13/7/75 a¡¢l−Mz 

AbQ ®Sl¡l Sh¡−h ¢X. X¢hÔE-2 h−me Bl,Hp M¢au¡e 

e¡¢mn£ ®j±S¡ pÇf¢š 1972 p−e fËÙºa q−u−Rz Sl£−fl 

pju Bjl¡ h£−ln Q¾cÐ ®f¡Ÿ¡l−L ®L¡e ®e¡¢Vn ®cu¡ 

q−u−R ¢Le¡ a¡ Bj¡l S¡e¡ e¡Cz paÉ eu ®k, h£−ln Q¾cÐ 

HC ®c−n jªa¥ÉhlZ L−l−Rez 

HM¡e ®b−LC p¤Øfø ®k, ¢i¢f ®Lp Hl L¡kÑœ²j Bl, Hp 

®lL−XÑl B−N a¡l¡ öl¦ L−le e¡Cz 
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AeÉ¢c−L h¡c£l¡ ®k h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll 

Ju¡¢ln eu ®pC j−jÑ ®L¡e fËj¡Z (hÙºNa) a¡ 

Bc¡m−a c¡¢Mm Ll−a hÉbÑ q−u−Rez h¡c£−cl 

c¡¢Mm£u fËcnÑe£ pj§q ®k p¤ù¥ h¡ S¡m a¡J a¡l¡ 

fËj¡Z Ll−a f¡−le e¡Cz  

HR¡s¡ e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š ®k BCe¡e¤Ni¡−h A¢fÑa 

q−u−R ®pV¡ fËj¡Z Ll¡l c¡¢uaÄÅ q−m¡ 

plL¡−ll/¢hh¡c£lz H ®b−L a¡l¡ ®L¡ei¡−hC a¡−cl 

“Burden Shift” Ll−a f¡−le e¡z  

¢hh¡c£ fr ®Le ¢Li¡−h ¢i¢f q−u−R h¡ BCeNa i¡−h 

H¢V ¢i¢f q−u−R ¢Le¡ ®p¢V fËj¡−Zl ®Q−u e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š 

¢Li¡−h m£S ¢c−u−Re L¡l¡ m£S j¤−m cM−m B−Re H¢V 

fËj¡e k−bø ¢R−me ®hn£z HlC d¡l¡h¡¢qLa¡u a¡l¡ ¢X, 

X¢hÔE-3 ¢q−p−h l¢qj¡ ®hNj H p¡rÉ Bc¡m−a EfÙÛ¡fe 

L−l−Re ¢k¢e p¡i¡l b¡e¡u Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤ehÑ¡pe 

pjh¡u p¢j¢al haÑj¡e pi¡f¢az HR¡s¡ ¢X, X¢hÔE-2 ®L 

H ¢ho−u ®S¡l Ll¡ q−m ¢a¢e h−me, ®lL−XÑ Nw B−R 

®lLXÑ 420 S−el e¡j e¡Cz m£S ®cu¡l SeÉ ®k B−hce 

fË−u¡Se qu a¡ Bj¡−cl ®lL−XÑ B−Rz f−l h−m B−hce 
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B−R ¢Le¡ Bj¡l S¡e¡ e¡Cz B¢j m£−Sl B−hc−el ®L¡e 

L¡NS c¡¢Mm L¢l e¡Cz a¡¢mL¡ Ll¡l B−N j¡¢mL−cl 

®L¡e ®e¡¢Vn ®cu¡ q−u−R ¢Le¡ B¢j hm−a f¡lh e¡z 

Bj¡l ®lL−XÑ ®e¡¢Vn B−R ¢Le¡ hm−a f¡lh e¡ B¢j 

c¡¢Mm J L¢l e¡Cz Ef−l¡š² hš²hÉ ®b−L HV¡ Øfø ®k 

m£S B−hc−el ®L¡e L¡NS a¡l¡ c¡¢Mm Ll−a f¡−le 

e¡C Hje¢L ®L¡e ®e¡¢Vn J a¡l¡ c¡¢Mm L−le e¡Cz AbQ 

¢hh¡c£ fr p¡i¡l b¡e¡u Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f§ehÑ¡pe hýj¤M£ 

pjh¡u p¢j¢al e¡j£u m£S j¡¢e f¢l−n¡−dl L¡NS fœ J 

pcpÉ−cl e¡−jl a¡¢mL¡ Bc¡m−a c¡¢Mm L−l−Re k¡ 

¢hh¡c£l ®j¡LŸj¡ fËj¡−Z AfË−u¡Se£uz 

Ef−l¡š² p¡rÉ fËj¡Z fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u ®cM¡ k¡u h£−ln Q¾cÐ 

p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll pÇf¢š A®~hd i¡−h ¢i¢f a¡¢mL¡ i¥š² Ll¡ 

q−u−R Hhw h¡c£l¡ a¡l ®~~hd Ju¡¢lnz 

AeÉ¢c−L A¢fÑa 2287/12 ®j¡LŸj¡l h¡c£ fr ®pC 

¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll ¢eLV ®b−L c¢mm ew 294-

299 a¡w 6/2/83 J c¢mm ew 6552 a¡w 11/6/89 j¤−m 

e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š ®S¡l L−l ®i¡N cM−m B−Re j−jÑ c¡h£ 

L−le k¡ fËcnÑe£-5 ¢p¢lS J fËcnÑe£-6 ¢q−p−h Bc¡m−a 

EfÙÛ¡fe L−l−Rez 
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Bc¡ma p¡rÉ fËj¡Z fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡ 2¢Vl 

ag¢pm h¢ZÑa pÇf¢šl ¢i¢f a¡¢mL¡i¥š² qJu¡ A®~hd j−jÑ 

¢pÜ¡−¿¹ Efe£a q−u−Rz ®L e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š j¡¢mL 

cMmL¡l h¡ L¡l üaÄ B−R H¢V haÑj¡e j¡jm¡l ¢h−hQÉ 

euz H¢V ¢c−a q−m c¡¢mm£L ®k fËj¡Z 2287/12 A¢fÑa 

j¡jm¡u h¡c£ fËc¡e L−l−Re a¡l Efl HL¢V ¢pÜ¡−¿¹ H−p 

a¡l fl fËc¡e Ll−a q−hz HR¡s¡ H¢V fËc¡e pñh euz 

Bh¡l HLC pÇf¢š ¢iæ ¢iæ hÉ¢š²l e¡−j Ahj¤š² q−h 

®p¢YJ BCe J eÉu pwNa euz 

A¢fÑa 479/12 c¡−ul Ll¡ q−u−R 30/7/12 a¡¢l−M Hhw 

A¢fÑa 2287/12 c¡−ul Ll¡ q−u−R 27/9/12 a¡¢l−Mz 

HL¡l−Z Ahj¤¢š²l fË¡bÑe¡u Be£a fËbj clM¡Ù¹¢V j”¤l 

®k¡NÉ j−jÑ Aœ Bc¡m−al ¢eLV fËa£uj¡e quz A¢fÑa 

2278/12 ®j¡LŸj¡l h¡c£ fr a¡−cl c¡¢mm£L fËj¡e¡¢cl 

j¡dÉ−j a¡−cl üaÄ fË¢aù¡ Ll−a f¡l−hez h£−ln Q¾cÐ 

p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll j¡dÉ−j A¢fÑa c¢mm …−m¡ p¢WL J 

BCe¡e¤N q−m h£−ln Q−¾cÐl Ju¡¢ln ¢q−p−h A¢fÑa 

479/12 Hl h¡c£ f−rl ®L¡e üaÄ b¡L−h e¡z Ef−l¡š² 

¢ho−ul B−m¡−L HLC pÇf¢š ¢iæ ¢iæ j¡jm¡l ¢iæ ¢iæ 

hÉ¢š²l hl¡h−l Ahj¤¢š²l p¤−k¡N e¡ b¡L¡u A¢fÑa 479/12 
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j”¤l ®k¡NÉ Hhw H¢V j”¤l qJu¡l L¡l−Z A¢fÑa 

2287/12 e¡j”¤l Ll¡ q−m¡z 

Ef−l¡š² p¡rÉ fËj¡Z fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u ¢hQ¡kÑ ¢hou 1, 2 

479/12 A¢fÑa j¡jm¡ J 2287/12 h¡c£ f−rl Ae¤L−̈m 

Nªq£a q−m¡z Hhw A¢fÑa 479/12 ®j¡LŸj¡l h¡c£ f−r 

e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š Ahj¤š² q−h j−jÑ Bc¡ma j−e L−lz 

fËcš ®L¡VÑ ¢g p¢WL 

AaHh, B−cn qu ®k,  

A¢fÑa ®j¡LŸj¡ 479/12 ¢hh¡c£l ¢hl¦−Ü ®c¡alg¡ p§−œ 

¢he¡ MlQ¡u j”¤l quz Hhw A¢fÑa 2287/12 e¡j”¤l quz 

Haà¡l¡ e¡¢mn£ ag¢pm h¢ZÑa pÇf¢š A¢fÑa 479/12 

®j¡LŸj¡¢V h¡c£−cl Ae¤L−̈m Ahj¤¢š²l fË¡bÑe¡ j”¤l q−m¡z 

®Sm¡ fËn¡pL j−q¡cu Y¡L¡−L A¢fÑa 479/12 Hl 

h¡c£−cl f−r Ahj¤¢š²l fË−u¡S−e kb¡kb hÉhÙÛ¡ ®eu¡l 

¢e−cÑn fËc¡e Ll¡ q−m¡z ” 

¢p¢eul pqL¡l£ SS n¡j£j Bq−jc l¡−u h−me ®k “h¡c£ fr 

®k h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l Hl Ju¡¢ln ®pC j−jÑ S¡a£u f¢lQu f−œ 

j¤m L¢f fËcnÑe£-2 ¢p¢lS ¢q−p−h EfÙÛ¡¢fa L−lez HR¡s¡J a¡l¡ 

a¡−cl S¾j pe−cl j¤m L¢f fËcnÑe£-3 ¢p¢lS ¢q−p−h EfÙÛ¡fe 

L−l−Rez HR¡s¡ Y¡L¡ ¢p¢V L−fÑ¡−lne La«ÑL e¡N¢lL pec f−œl j¤m 
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L¢f fËcnÑe£-4 ¢p¢lS ¢q−p−h EfÙÛ¡¢fa L−l−Rez H ¢hou…−m¡l 

¢hfl£−a ®L¡e fËj¡e ¢hh¡c£ fr EfÙÛ¡fe Ll−a hÉbÑ q−u−Rez”  

AbÑ¡v A¢fÑa pÇf¢š VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m h¡c£f−rl EfÙÛ¡¢fa fËcnÑe£-1, 

2, 3 Hhw 4 ¢p¢l−Sl Efl ¢i¢š L−l Hhw ®k−qa¥ ¢hh¡c£ fr Hl 

¢hfl£−a ®L¡e abÉ Ef¡š EfÙÛ¡fe Ll−a f¡−le¢e ®p−qa¥ Eš² 

fËcnÑe£l Efl ¢i¢š L−l h¡c£fr j§m j¡¢m−Ll Ešl¡¢dL¡l£ fËj¡¢Za 

h−m ¢pÜ¡¿¹ fËc¡e L−lez ¢L¿º ¢a¢e A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑe BCe, 

2001 Hl d¡l¡ 10 Hl Efd¡l¡ 6(7) ®j¡a¡−hL j¡¢mL¡e¡ ¢ho−u 

pa¡paÉ Ae¤på¡e Hhw 8(4) ®j¡a¡−hL p¡−rÉl pw¢rç ¢h−nÔoZ J 

j§mÉ¡ue ¢LR¤C L−le e¡Cz HL Lb¡u A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑe BCe, 

2001 Hl pÇf§ZÑ f¢lf¿Û£ i¡−h l¡u¢V fÐc¡e L−l−Rez  

 …l¦aÅf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u A¢fÑa pÇf¢š AÉ¡¢f−mV VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m J ®Sm¡ SS 

Bc¡ma, Y¡L¡ Hl Bc¡ma Hl A¢fÑa Bf£m ®j¡LŸj¡ ew- 20/2017 Hl 

pLm B−cnpj§q A¢hLm ¢e−jÀ Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x 
 

q¡C−L¡VÑ ¢hi¡N glj eðl (S) 13z 
HIGH COURT FORM NO. (J) 13 

 

B−cn n£−Vl gljz 
Form of order-sheet 

−Sm¡- Y¡L¡z 
DISTRICT 

−Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma, Y¡L¡ 

COURT OF      Ef¢ÙÛax- Hp Hj L¥Ÿ¤p S¡j¡e 

j¡jm¡/®j¡LŸj¡ eðl-   A¢fÑa Bx 20/2017 
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−Sm¡ fÐn¡pL, Y¡L¡   he¡j   nÐ£ j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ 

®f¡Ÿ¡l 

  ----- Bf£mL¡l£z          ------ ®lpfe−X¾Vz 
 
œ²¢jL eðl 

Serial 

Number 

Bc−n Abh¡ 
j¡jm¡l 

a¡¢lM 

Order of 

other 

Proceeding 

B−cn h¡ AeÉ¡eÉ j¡jm¡ 

Order or other proceeding 

Bc¡m−al 

ü¡rl 

Signature 

of Court 

B−c−nl Efl 
A¢g−p a¡¢lMpq 
Nªq£a hÉhÙÛ¡ Hhw 

fÐ−u¡Se−h¡−d E¢Lm 
h¡ frN−Zl 

a¡¢lMpq ü¡rl 

Office action 

taken on 

order with 

date and 

dated 

signature of 

pleaders 

parties when 

necessary 

1 2 3 4 5 

 20/4/1
7 

a¡¢mL¡i¥š² Ll¡ qELz Aœ Bf£m¢V 

Y¡L¡l ¢h‘ ¢p¢ex pqx SS, p¡i¡l 

Bc¡m−al A¢fÑa 479/12 ew 

®j¡LŸj¡l ¢hNa 25/10/2016 Cw 

a¡¢l−Ml B−c−nl l¡u Hhw 

30/10/2016 Cw a¡¢l−Ml ¢Xœ²£l 

ApÇj¢a−a Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡¢V 13 ¢ce 

¢hm−ð c¡−ul Ll¡ qCu¡−Rz ¢g¢l¢Ù¹ 

®j¡a¡−hL a¢LÑa l¡u J ¢Xœ²£l pC 

®j¡ql eLm Hhw X¡L J Bc¡ma ®k¡−N 

fÐ¢af−rl fÐ¢a S¡l£l SeÉ ®l¡Spq 

amh¡e¡ c¡¢Mm L−l−Rez avpq HL 

clM¡Ù¹ à¡l¡ clM¡−Ù¹l h¢eÑa L¡l−e 

a¡j¡c£ BC−el 5 d¡l¡j−a 13 ¢ce 

¢hmð jJL¥−gl fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−lez BN¡j£ 

23/4/2017 Cw a¡¢lM NËqe ¢houL 

öe¡e£z  

ü¡/- AØfØV 

−Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡z 

 

 

  

 
2 
23.4.17 
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AcÉ NËqZ−k¡NÉa¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V fr 

q¡¢Sl¡ c¡¢Mm L¢lu¡−Rz NËqZ−k¡NÉa¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ e¢b  ®fn Ll¡ 

q−m¡z  

 Heard the learned lawyer for the appellant, 

perused the petition under Section 5 of the 

Limitation Act for condonation of delay of 13 days 

in preferring the appeal which has been 

satisfactorily explained by the appellant. The 

above delay is condoned. The appeal is admitted 

for hearing.  

 Issue notice upon the respondent Nos. 1-2 

fixing 07.06.2017 for S. R. & A. D. 

 Call for the lower courts record.  

The appellant is directed to file postal receipts by 

07.06.2017. 

Dictated & corrected by me 

Sd/- Illegible 

(S. M. Kuddus 

Zaman) 

District Judge, 

Dhaka 

Sd/- Illegible 

(S. M. Kuddus Zaman) 

District Judge, Dhaka 

 

3 
07.06.2017 

AcÉ LCR fÐ¡¢ç, ®e¡¢Vn ®gla J X¡L l¢nc c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce 

d¡kÑÉ B−Rz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz LCR f¡Ju¡ k¡u e¡Cz 

®e¡¢Vn S¡l£ A−¿¹ ®gla B−p e¡Cz BN¡j£ 09.08.2017 a¡w 

LCR fÐ¡¢ç J ®e¡¢Vn ®gl−al SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ Ll¡ qmz  

ü¡/- AØfø 
−Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡z 

 
4 
09.08.2017 

AcÉ LCR fÐ¡¢ç, ®e¡¢Vn ®gla J X¡L l¢nc c¡¢M−ml SeÉ ¢ce 

d¡kÑÉ B−Rz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz LCR f¡Ju¡ k¡u e¡Cz 

®e¡¢Vn S¡l£ A−¿¹ ®gla B−p e¡Cz 1-2ew ®lpfe−X¾V 
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JL¡mae¡j¡ ®k¡−N q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz Respondent has entered 

appearance. The appeal is ready for hearing. To 

24.08.2017 for appeal hearing.  

Dictated & corrected by me 

Sd/- Illegible 

District Judge, 

Dhaka 

Sd/- Illegible 

District Judge, Dhaka 

 

5 
24.08.2017 

AcÉ Bf£m öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz ®lpfe−X¾V q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V clb¡Ù¹ à¡l¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ pj−ul fÐ¡bÑe¡ 

L¢lu¡−Rz  

 Petition for time is allowed as last chance. 

To 17.09.2017 for hearing of the appeal.  

Dictated & corrected by me 

Sd/- Illegible 

District Judge, 

Dhaka 

Sd/- Illegible 

District Judge, Dhaka 

 
6 
17.09.2017 

AcÉ Bf£m öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz ®lpfe−X¾V fr q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz Bf£m öe¡e£l SeÉ e¢b 

®fn Ll¡ qCmz  

Seen. To 22.10.2017 for appeal hearing.  

Dictated & corrected by me 

Sd/- Illegible 

District Judge, 

Dhaka 

Sd/- Illegible 

District Judge, Dhaka 

 
7 
22.10.2017 

AcÉ Bf£m öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz ®lpfe−X¾V fr q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz BN¡j£ 01/11/2017 

a¡w Bf£m öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ Ll¡ qmz 

ü¡/- AØfø 
−Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡z 
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8 
01.11.2017 

AcÉ Bf£m öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V q¡¢Sl¡ 

¢cu¡−Rz ®lpfe−X¾V q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz Bf£m öe¡e£l SeÉ e¢b ®fn 

Ll¡ qmz ®lpfe−X¾V fr−L öem¡jz BN¡j£ 02.11.2017 a¡w 

AÉ¡¢f−m¾V fr−L öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ Ll¡ qCmz 

ü¡/- AØfø 
−Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡z 

9 
02.11.2017 

AcÉ AÉ¡¢f−m¾V fr−L öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑÉ B−Rz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V 

q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz ®lpfe−X¾V q¡¢Sl¡ ¢cu¡−Rz öe¡e£l SeÉ e¢b ®fn 

Ll¡ qmz AÉ¡¢f−m¾V−L öem¡jz AcÉC l¡u fÐQ¡−ll SeÉ e¢b ®fn 

Ll¡ qELz e¢b l¡u fÐQ¡−ll SeÉ ®fn Ll¡ qmz Aaxfl fÐL¡nÉ 

Bc¡m−a L¢ÇfEV¡−l L−Çf¡SL«a 7 (p¡a) fªù¡u HC j−jÑ l¡u 

fÐc¡e Ll¡ qm ®k,  

O R D E R E D 

 That the Arpita Sampatti Protarpon Tribunal 

Appeal case be dismissed on contest against the 

respondents without any order as to cost. The 

impugned Judgment and decree passed by the 

learned Judge of the Arpita Sampatti Protarpon 

Tribunal and Senior Assistant Judge, Savar Court, 

Dhaka in A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑZ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m j¡jm¡ ew- 479 of 

2012 on 25.10.2016 is hereby affirmed. Send down 

the L. C. R along with a copy of this judgment to 

the learned court below at once. 

 l¡u e¢bi¥š² Ll¡ qCmz 

ü¡/- AØfø 
−Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡z 

10 
09.11.2017 

¢Xœ²£ fÐÙ¹¤a Ll¡ q−u−R Hhw a¡−a Bc¡m−al ü¡rl J p£m ®j¡ql 

k¤š²j−a ®cJu¡ ®Nmz 

ü¡/- AØfø 
−Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡z 
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…l¦aÄf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑe Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m J ®Sm¡ SS, 

Y¡L¡ LaÑªL A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉ¡fÑe VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m B¢fm ®j¡LŸj¡ ew- 20/2017 

H fÐcš ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 02.11.2017 a¡¢l−Ml l¡u¢V ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe 

q−m¡x  

Arpita Sampatti Protarpon Tribunal Appeal No. 

20/2017 

This appeal at the instance of Government of 

Peoples Republic of Bangladesh represented by Deputy 

Commissioner Dhaka is directed against judgment and 

decree dated 25.18.2016 (Decree drawn on 30.10.2016 

passed by the learned Judge of the Arpita Sampatti 

protarpon Tribunal and Senior Assistant Judge Saver 

Court, Dhaka.  

 

In A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m j¡jm¡ ew 479 of 2012 

decreeing the same in full on contest.  

 

Facts leading to this appeal in short are that the 

Respondent as Plaintiff instituted above suit for release 

of the suit property measuring and area of 1556 decimal 

land and appertaining to C.S. Khatian No. 1 S.A. 

Khatian No. 2 R.S. Khatian No. 226 of Mouza 

Gandaria under Saver P.S. as described fully in the 

schedule to the plaint from the list of Ka schedule of the 

gazette published for Arpita Sampatti alleging that 

above property originally belonged to Khetra Mohan 

Saha Poddar in whose name C.S. khatian of the suit 

property was correctly prepared. Above Khetra Mohan 

Saha Poddar died leaving only son Biresh Chandra 

Poddar who was in peaceful possession of the suit 

property and in his name S.A. and R.S. khatians of the 

suit property were correctly recorded. In the city Survey 

khatian the suit property was recorded in the name of 

Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar but his address was 
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shown in India. Above Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar 

died leaving two sons namely Madhab Chandr Saha 

Poddar and Ruhichandra Saha Poddar as his heirs who 

are the plaintiff of this case. Plaintiff are the citizens of 

Bangladesh as per they pray of for release of the suit 

property from ka schedule of the gazette. Hence this 

suit.  

Defendant contested the suit by filing a written 

statement wherein he has denied all material claims 

and allegations made in the plaint and stated that the 

suit property originally belonged to Biresh Chandra 

Saha Poddar who left this country for good for India 

during 1965 Indo Park. war and never came back to 

Bangladesh. As such the suit property has been enlisted 

as Arpito Sampatti. The Government has leased out the 

suit property to the poor peoples who are possession in 

the suit property. The false suit of the plaintiff is liable 

to be dismissed with cost. 

 

At trial plaintiffs examined one P. W. and 

documents produced and proved by the plaintiff were 

marked exhibit Nos. 1 series 2, 3 and 4 series 

respectively. While the defendant examined three D. Ws 

and documents produced and proved by the defendants 

were marked ext. Nos Ka.Kha. Ga.Gha. Uma. series 

Cha series chha and. ja series. respectively. 

 

On consideration of facts and circumstances of 

the case and materials on record. the learned Judge of 

the Arpita Sampati Protaapon Tribunal and Senior 

Assistant Judge Saver Court Dhaka was pleased to 

decree in the suit in full holding that the plaintiff are 

heirs of the original owner of the suit property namely 

Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar and accordingly directed 
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the defendant to release the suit property from the Ka 

schedule of the Arpita Sampatti.  

  

Being aggrieved by above Judgment and decree 

passed by the learned Judge of the Arpita Sampatti 

Tribunal the defendant has preferred this appeal 

contending that the learned judge has failed to 

appreciate property the material on record and most 

illegally decreed suit on the basis of conjecture and 

surmise which is not tenable in law.  

Point for determination 

 

1. Is the impugned Judgment and decree passed by 

the learned Senior Assistant Judge Saver Court 

Dhaka in A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m j¡jm¡ ew 479 of 

2012 on 25.10.2016 tenable in law. 

 

Findings and decision 

It is admitted that the suit property originally 

belonged to Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar and in his 

name S.A. R.S. and City survey khatian of the suit 

property were correctly recorded.  

 

It is also admitted that the suit property has been 

enlisted in ka schedule of the Arpita Sampatti as 

described in the schedule to the plaint.  

 

Plaintiff have instituted this suit for release of the 

suit property from the ka schedule of the Arpita 

Sampatti alleging that they are the sons of Biresh 

Chandra Saha  Poddar and his sole heirs and both of 

them citizen of Bangladesh.  

It is well stated that the purpose and objective of 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑe BCe, 2012 is to return back the Arpita 

Sampatti to the heirs of its original owners provided 

that such heirs are citizens of Bangladesh.  
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Undisputedly the suit property belonged to Biresh 

Chandra Saha Poddar and in his name three record of 

rights were correctly prepared. Sree Madhab Chandra 

Saha Poddar and Sree Ruhichandra Saha Podder as 

plaintiff instituted this suit and they have mentioned 

that they are the sons of late Biresh Chandra Saha 

Poaddar At paragraph Nos. 4 and 5 of the plaint the 

plaintiff have specifically claimed that they are two sons 

of above mentioned Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar and 

his sole heirs. 

Above claim of the plaintiff has been further 

supported by the evidence of P.W. 1 Madhab Chandra 

Podder. Above PW has reiterated in his examination in 

chief above claim and stated that Biresh Chandra Saha 

Poddar was the original owner of the suit property and 

he died leaving two sons namely Madhab Chandra 

Saha Poddar and Ruhichandra Saha Poddar. The 

witness claimed himself to be the son of Biresh 

Chandra Saha Poddar.  

 

The Defendant contested the suit by filing written 

statement. In his written statement the defendant did 

not make any specific denial to above claim of the 

plaintiff that the plaintiff are not the heirs of Biresh 

Chandra Saha Poddar nor any claim was made in the 

written statement that the plaintiff are imposters of they 

are false persons and their claim of inheritance is false 

and unfounded. As mentioned above in this case the 

defendant has examined three DWs namely Md. Rezaul 

Karim Md. Ismail Hossain and Rahima Begum. But 

none of them has stated in their respective examination 

in chief that the plaintiff are not sons and heirs of 

above mentioned Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar, As 

such above claim of the plaintiff have in fact been 

admitted by pleading of the defendant.  
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At the time of hearing of the appeal 

the learned Government pleader stated that 

the plaintiff are not the sons of Biresh 

Chandra Saha Poddar who was the 

original owner of the disputed property but 

they are imposters. The plaintiff have filed 

this false case to grab the disputed which 

have been leased out to poor people.  

 

In reply to above allegation the learned lawyer 

for the plaintiffs stated that this point was not raised by 

the defendant at any stage of the proceeding and the 

learned lawyer produced into photo copies of National 

ID cards of the plaintiffs which dully attached by a 

Joint Secretary of the Election Commission Secretariat 

Dhaka. Above National ID Cards show that the plaintiff 

are sons of Biresh Chandra Saha Poddar and they are 

citizens of Bangladesh.  
 

Since the defendant did not 

challenge the claim of the plaintiffs 

that they are not the heirs of Biresh 

Chandra Saha at trial I am unable to 

find any substance in the above 

submission of the learned lawyer for 

the Appellant. On the consideration of 

above facts and circumstances of the 

case and materials on record I am of 

the view that the plaintiff have 
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succeeded to prove that the suit 

property originally belonged to Biresh 

Chandra Saha Poddar and they are 

sole heirs of above Biresh Chandra 

Saha Poddar and they are citizens of 

Bangladesh. As such the leaned judge 

of the Tribunal has rightly decreed the 

suit and directed for release the suit 

property from ka schedule of the 

Arpita Sampatti Gazette which calls for 

no interference.  
 

Court fees paid in memo of appeal are adequate.  

Accordingly it is  

 

Ordered.  

 

That the Arpita Sampatti Protarpon Tribunal 

Appeal case be dismissed on contest against the 

respondents without any order as to cost. The impugned 

order and decree passed by the learned Judge of the 

Arpita Sampatti Protarpon Tribunal and Senior 

Assistant Judge Saver Court, Dhaka in A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m j¡jm¡ ew 479 of 2012 on 25.10.2016 is hereby 

affirmed. 

 

Send down the L.C.R. along with a copy of this 

Judgment to the learned court below at once. 

 

Dictatec & corrected by  

 

Sd/ S M Kuddus Zaman 

Judge of the Arpita 

Sd/ S M Kuddus Zaman 

Judge of the Arpita 



 48

Sampatti protarpon 

Appellate Tribunal & 

District Judge, Dhaka 

2.11.17 

Sampatti protarpon 

Appellate Tribunal & 

District Judge, Dhaka 

2.11.17 

 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑe B¢f−mV VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡−ml Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma l¡u¢V f−s 

Hm¡q¡h¡c q¡C−L¡−VÑl ¢hQ¡lf¢a b¡L¡L¡−m (flhaÑ£−a l¡SÙÛ¡e q¡C−L¡−VÑl 

fÐd¡e ¢hQ¡lf¢a) p¤e£m Bð¡¢e Hl ®mM¡ Ethical Reasoning in 

Judicial Process H fkÑ¡−u …l¦aÅf§ZÑ q−u E−W ¢hd¡u ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm 

Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡ x 

ETHICAL REASONING IN JUDICIAL 

PROCESS 

By 

Sunil Ambwani, 

Judge, Allahabad High Court, 

Allahabad 
 

1. The reasons, satisfy us to draw conclusions which 

affect people’s lives, influence their behaviour, and 

sometimes change society’s reactions to issues that 

govern life. Paradoxically, these reasons are very often 

not supported by reasoning, leaving people confused, as 

a result, raising doubt over institutional wisdom and 

integrity. The reasoning in support of reasons is an 

important function in decision making process. It 

assures society of the quality of the decisions, promotes 

healthy and informed debate and clears the way of 

improvement of future actions. Ethical reasoning is 

important in all spheres of influential decision making. 
 

2. Judgment writing requires skills of narration and 

storytelling. After giving facts and discussing admissible 

and relevant evidence a judge is required to give reasons 

for deciding the issues framed by him. The reasons 

convey the judicial ideas in words and sentences. The 

reasons convey the thoughts of a judge and are part of 

judicial exposition, explanation and persuasion. 
 

3. There is a difference between giving reasons and 

the reasoning, which may ultimately lead to a decision by 

a judge on the issue or the issues raised before him. The 

process adopted by a judge in arriving at a decision 

through the reasoning, tests a judge of his ability and 

integrity. He may adopt a syllogistic process, inferential 

process or intuitive process. 'Syllogism' means, a 
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deductive scheme of a formal argument consisting of a 

major and a minor premise and a conclusion. A judge 

accepts an argument on a major premise, which 

overweighs the minor premise to draw his own 

conclusion. In case of inferential process a judge simply 

relies upon the evidence, and reaches to a conclusion. In 

the intuitive process, the Judge adopts psychological 

process, which may or may not be based by his subjective 

preference or biases. In this process the judge arrives at 

a conclusion more by intuition or emotion rather than 

reason. The judge may believe a witness in part (which is 

permissible in India) or whole and then draw a 

conclusion by justifying it from the reasoning supplied by 

him either by his own belief or experience. In all these 

methods the object is to arrive at the truth. If judge 

succeeds in finding out the truth, the method may be 

justified. 

 

4. Reasons are the rational explanation to the 

conclusion. Reasoning is the process by which we reach 

to the conclusion. Reasoning is the mental process of 

looking for reasons for beliefs, conclusions, actions or 

feelings. In philosophy, the study of reasoning typically 

focuses on what makes reasoning efficient or inefficient, 

appropriate or inappropriate, good or bad. This is done 

by either examining the form and structure of the 

reasoning within the argument or by considering the 

broader methods used to reach particular goals of 

reasoning. 

 

5. 'Homer' a Greek philosopher in eight century B.C. 

used mystic stories that used gods to explain the 

formation of the world. 'Aristotle' is the first writer, who 

gave an extended, systematic treatment of methods of 

human reasoning. He identified two methods of 

reasoning: 
 

(a) Analysis: in which we try to understand the 

object by looking at its component parts. 
 

(b) Synthesis: in which we try to understand a 

class of objects by looking at the common properties of 

each object in that class. 
 

'Aristotle developed syllogistic logic: which 

analyses reasoning in a way that ignores the contents of 

the arguments and focuses on the form or structure of the 

argument. He points out: 
 

“[If] no pleasure is a good, neither will any good 

be the pleasure” Second: Premise: “A belongs to 

none of B's. 
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Conclusion: “B [does not] belong to any of 

A's”. 
 

Premise: “Most of the deaths on Delhi 

roads are caused by blue line buses.” 
 

Conclusion: “All blue line buses are driven 

rashly and negligently.” 
 

There are various forms of reasoning:- 
 

Deductive Reasoning 
 

Reasoning in an argument is valid if the 

argument's conclusion must be true, when the premises 

(the reasons that support the conclusion) are true, also 

known as syllogism. 
 

Premise: Dravid, Ganguly, Tendulkar, Laxman 

and Dhoni have averaged 60 runs each in an inning in 

this season. 
 

Conclusion: Indian team will score 300 runs in the 

inning. 
 

The reasoning is valid, because there is no way 

that premise is not true and so the conclusion cannot be 

doubted. 
 

Within the field of formal logic, a variety of 

different forms of deductive reasoning have developed. 

These forms include syllogistic logic, propositional logic 

and predicate logic. 
 

Inductive Reasoning: 
 

It contrasts with deductive reasoning. Even in the 

best, or strongest cases of inductive reasoning, the truth 

of the premise does not guarantee the truth of the 

conclusion. Instead, the conclusion of an inductive 

argument follows with some degree of probability. The 

conclusion of the inductive argument contains more 

information than it is already contained in the premises. 
 

David Hume gives an example: 
 

Premise: The sun has risen in the east every 

morning up to now. 
 

Conclusion: The sun will also rise in the east 

tomorrow. 

Adductive Reasoning: 
 

Adductive reasoning or argument to the best 

explanation often involves both deductive and inductive 

reasoning. However as the conclusion in the adductive 

argument does not follow with certainty from its 

premises, it is best thought of as a form of inductive 
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reasoning. What separates them is an attempt to favor 

one conclusion above others, by attempting to falsify 

alternative explanations or by demonstrating the 

likelihood of the favored conclusion, given a set of more 

or less disputable assumptions. 
 

Reasoning by Analogy: 
 

It is also form of inductive reasoning. Reasoning 

by analogy goes from one particular thing, or category, 

to another particular thing or category. Even the best 

reasoning from analogy can only make the conclusion 

probable, given that the truth of the premises is not 

certain. 
 

Very frequently analogical reasoning is used in 

common sense, science, philosophy and humanities, but it 

is only accepted as an auxiliary method. A refined 

approach is case based reasoning.  
 

All these methods may contain formal fallacies and 

informal fallacies. Some of the examples of these 

fallacies are a red herring argument or an argument 

containing circular reasoning. 

 

6.  Rationality is a term related to the idea of reason. 

It has dual aspects. One aspect associates it with 

comprehension, intelligence or inference. Such inference 

is drawn in ordered ways like syllogism. The other aspect 

associates rationality with explanation, understanding 

and justification. 
 

A logical argument is rational if it is logically 

valid. Rationality is, however, broader term than logical. 

It also includes 'uncertain but sensible' argument based 

on probability, expectation, personal experience, 

whereas logic deals with provable facts, and 

demonstrably valid relations between them. 
 

A simple philosophical definition of rationality 

refers to “practical syllogism”. 

 

The accused did not like the deceased. 

The accused always avoided him. 

The deceased came and set besides the accused. 

Therefore the accused attacked him. 
 

Now all that is required to be rational is to believe 

the action. The argument is logically valid but not 

necessarily sound. The premise may be incorrect 
 

German sociologist Max Weber distinguished 

between four types of rationality. 
 

Purposive o r Instrumental rationality: 
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Expectation about the behavior of other human 

beings or objects in the environment. 
 

Value/ Belief oriented rationality: 

Action for one might call reasons intrinsic to the 

other; some ethical, aesthetic, religious or other motive. 
 

Effectual: 
 

Action determined by actor’s specific effect, 

feeling or emotion, which are meaningfully oriented. 
 

Traditional: 
 

Determined by ingrained habituation. 
 

Max Weber emphasized that it is very unusual to 

find any one of these orientations. Combinations are the 

norm. First two are significant and the third and fourth 

are subtypes. 
 

Bonded Rationality 
 

Humans can be reasonably approximated or 

described as rational entities. Some people are, however, 

hyper rational, and would never do anything to violate 

their preferences. The concept of bounded rationality 

assumes that perfectly rational decisions are not feasible 

in practice due to finite computational resources 

applicable to them.  
 

Perfect Rationality 
 

Some people always act in a rational way, and are 

capable of arbitrarily complex deductions towards that 

end. They are always capable of thinking through all 

possible outcomes and choosing the best things to do. 
 

Super rationality: 
 

Two logical thinkers analyzing the same problem 

will come up with the same correct answer. If two 

persons are good in math’s, and they are given a 

complicated sum to do, both will get the same answer. 

 

7.  Rational decisions and thoughts are based on 

reason rather than on emotion. A rational person is 

someone, who is sensible and is able to make decisions 

based on intelligent thinking. Equity justice and good 

conscience are the hallmark of judging. One who seeks to 

rely only on principles of law, and looks only for the 

decided cases to support the reasons to be given in a case 

or acts with bias or emotions, loses rationality in 

deciding the cases. The blind or strict adherence to the 

principles of law sometimes carries away a judge and 

deviates from the objectivity of judging issues brought 

before him. 
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8.  The traditional theory of adjudication is that a 

judge must search for the relevant rule of law derived 

from settled legal principles found in precedents and then 

apply it to the facts of the case. The approach basically 

assumes that the answer to any legal problem is to be 

found by searching in the reports and locating the 

relevant case. Benjamin Cardozo likens the process of 

identifying a precedent to matching 'the colors of the 

case at hand against the colors of many sample cases'.1 

The sample nearest in shade supplies the applicable rule. 

Thus, the decision should be the same regardless of the 

identity of the judge. The traditional view is seen as 'the 

archetype of legal science in the practice of law'. It 

places 'emphasis on uniformity, consistency and 

predictability, on the legal form of transactions and 

relationships' and, sometimes, on literal, rather than 

purposive interpretation. 

 

9. The principal rationale for the theory is the notion 

that people rely on certainty in the law in deciding how 

to settle their affairs. It is said, with some justification, 

that the willingness of people to engage in commercial 

activities and transactions depends on the reliability of 

the rights and obligations assigned by the law. The less 

predictability and certainty there is, the less likely it is 

that parties will be able to settle disputes without 

litigation, and this is clearly contrary to public policy. 

Following precedent and treating similar cases alike 

enhances certainty and enables formal equality to be 

achieved. 

 

10.  Judge Cardozo in one of his lectures2 delivered at 

Yale University in 1921, said: "There is an inescapable 

relation between the truth without us and the truth 

within. The spirit of the age, as it is revealed to each of 

us, is too often only the spirit of the group in which the 

accidents of birth or education or occupation or 

fellowship have given us a place. No effort or revolution 

of the mind will overthrow utterly and at all times the 

empire of these subconscious loyalties".  

 

11.  In recent times, a more radical view of decision-

making has emerged, which has been given the label 

'critical legal studies'4. It is described as the intellectual 

successor of realism, though it appears to go further than 

realism. Perhaps unsurprisingly, the critical legal 

scholars seem to be exclusively academics. They have 

been described, variously, as self-consciously leftist, 

nihilist and as people who 'sincerely want to be radicals'. 

The central tenet of this movement is that the act of 
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adjudication is a political function. These theorists 

suggest that legal thought is necessarily incoherent and 

indeterminate and legal doctrine can be manipulated to 

justify an almost infinite spectrum of possible outcomes. 

It is nothing more than a sophisticated vocabulary and 

repertoire of manipulative techniques for categorising, 

describing, organising and comparing. Law is viewed as 

being political, and legal reasoning as a technique used 

to rationalise, in legal jargon, the political decisions that 

are actually made. 

 

12.  One cannot discount the possibility that 

subconscious factors are at play in the decisions. In 

Garcia v. National Australia Bank Ltd.5, a wife had 

given a guarantee for loans to businesses conducted by 

the husband. When the bank called in the loans, she 

sought to avoid liability, relying upon the principles in 

Yerkey v. Jones6 to the effect that married women are 

under a special disability and require special protection 

against improvident bargains. The bank countered this 

argument by contending that in today' s society it is 

neither necessary nor appropriate to give special 

protection to married women. The High Court disagreed. 

The majority was bound to and did acknowledge that 

both Australian society and the role of women in it has 

changed in the last six decades. However, they went on to 

say that there are also things that remain unchanged. 

'There is still a significant number of women in Australia 

in relationships which are, for many and varied reasons, 

marked by disparities of economic and other power 

between the parties. Their decision was clearly 

influenced by what they thought was right in light of what 

they termed 'the disparities between the parties'7. Kirby 

J. agreed in the orders but disagreed with the majority's 

underlying rationale. He said that: 

 

[w]hatever may have been the position in Australian 

society of 1939, it is offensive to the status of women 

today to suggest that all married women, as such, are 

needful of special protection supported by a legal 

presumption in their favour. 

 

13.  What produced the difference in opinion about the 

position of a modern married woman? It was certainly 

not grounded in the evidence, as no sociologist, 

economist or psychologist was called. The result can only 

partly be explained by the application of strict legal 

principle. It is evident that the judges did attempt to 

discover in what respects the position and role of women 

had changed since the 1930s, although they did this 

without the assistance of any evidence. This 
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notwithstanding, it is likely that the judges were also 

influenced by their subjective views about whether or not 

women require 'special protection'. The extent of this 

influence is something we can never know, and perhaps 

the judges themselves will never know. 

14.  The reasons are very often based on personal 

beliefs, morality, biases and prejudices harboured 

patently or latently. We may not even know such 

prejudices which shadow our judgments. They pollute 

our thoughts and act as a dangerous virus which 

corrupts our thought process. We do not try to sanitise 

ourselves, perhaps because there is no accepted process 

to do it and more because we refuse to acknowledge such 

biases. 

 

15.  In law, we know of personal bias, pecuniary bias, 

and official bias. A predisposition to decide for or 

against one party without proper regard to the true 

merits of the dispute is bias. A biased decision also 

stands included in it the attributed and broader purview 

of the word “malice”, which in common acceptation 

means and implies “spite” or “ill will”. 

 

16.  A judicial bias in common accepted norm means, 

that no man can be a judge of his own cause. It is a clear 

rule of law embodied in principles of natural justice, as 

well as natural equity and is rigorously enforced. 

 

17.  The other area of decision making is objectivity, 

which is a particular discipline of reasoning. The pursuit 

of ethical objectivity takes the form of the search for 

some ethical objects. The argument goes, the ethical 

statements that presume some known or identifiable 

objects rely upon a fact or a quality and its evaluation, 

The ethics however cannot be simple truthful description 

of specified objects. The real ethical questions cross over 

to the realm of practical questions which do not involve 

valuing. They involve a complex mixture of philosophical 

beliefs , religious beliefs , and factual beliefs as well.  

 

18.  John Rawls argues in presenting his ideas on 

objectivity of 'justice as fairness'; the first essential is 

that a conception of objectivity must establish a public 

framework of thought sufficient for the concept of 

judgment to apply and for conclusions to reach on the 

basis of reasons and evidence after discussion and due 

reflection. 

 

19.  In any argument, more so in making judgments if 

the persons are reasonable in taking note of other 

peoples points of view, and in accepting information in 
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good faith with an open mind, the gap between 

rationality and reason with objectivity may narrow down. 

The idea here is not for a person to reinforce his views 

with new inputs to justify himself but to allow him to be 

enlightened and take a more ethical decision. A 

reasonable person will take advantage to interactive 

discussion and try to reach underlying issues with 

greater objectivity.  

 

20.  While answering a rather difficult question as to 

whether a person found guilty of conduct and proof of 

causing disharmony in relations is entitled to divorce on 

the ground of irretrievable breakdown of marriage, 

(which is still not a ground of divorce, in law and is more 

in realm of judge made law) where the marriage has 

gone dead with no signs of revival, requires rational 

thinking with objectivity. The applicability of common 

reasoning would disentitle such person the relief. The 

ethical reasoning would however support not to deny 

relief and allow dead relations to survive, rather put the 

party to be blamed with punitive conditions harsh enough 

to meet the injustice caused to the non-blaming party. 

 

21.  Adam Smith in his 'Theory of Moral Sentiments', 

argues the reasoning can be judged by viewing other 

people and their claims with examining different grounds 

for respect and tolerance. There is no room for 

sentiments in reasoning. The instinctive psychology and 

spontaneous responses may not always deviate from 

ethical reasoning. To that extent reasoning and feeling 

are deeply interrelated in all moral determination and 

conclusions. 

 

22.  'Benjamin N. Cardozo in 'The Nature of the 

Judicial Process', In his Lecture I. Introduction. The 

Method of Philosophy, reasons:- "The judicial process is 

there in microcosm. We go forward with our logic, with 

our analogies, with our philosophies, till we reach a 

certain point. At first we have no trouble with our paths, 

they follow the same lines. Then they begin to diverge, 

and we must make a choice between them. History or 

custom, or social utility or some compelling sentiment of 

justice or some times perhaps a semi-intuitive 

apprehension of the pervading spirit of our law must 

come to the rescue of the anxious judge, and tell him 

where to go". 

 

23. Professor Amartya Sen argues in, 'The Idea of 

Justice', on ethical objectivity and reasoned scrutiny:- 
 



 57

“It is hard to see that ethical judgments demand rahi aql- 

the use of reason. The question that remains, however, is 

this: why should we accept that reason has to be the 

ultimate arbitrator of ethical beliefs ? Is there some 

special role of reasoning- perhaps reasoning of a special 

kind- that must be seen as overreaching and crucial for 

ethical judgments? Since reasoned support can hardly be 

in itself a value giving quality, we have to ask: why 

precisely, is reasoned support so critical? Can it be 

claimed that reasoned scrutiny provides some kind of 

guarantee of reaching the truth? This would be hard to 

maintain, not only because the nature of truth is moral 

and political beleif is such a difficult subject, but mainly 

because of such rigorous of searches, in ethics or in any 

other discipline, could still fail.” 

 

24.  Although most judges strive diligently to avoid 

bias in making their decisions and firmly believe their 

rulings are free from extraneous influences, subconscious 

factors may sometimes lead a judge to make a factual 

determination on unacceptable grounds. Judges are not 

'dehumanized vehicles of faultless, logical truth'. We are 

all prone to using subconscious simplifying strategies 

when processing significant amounts of information. One 

such strategy is to create mental categories so that when 

we are faced with a given set of facts, we approach them 

with these categories in mind. If we are not careful this 

may result in perceived or actual bias. Stereotypes may 

affect judgment through their impact on processing 

evidence (that is, in the findings of facts). 

 

25. Negative stereotypes about minorities may affect 

decision-making in a myriad of areas. Subconscious 

caste and religious discrimination is one area that has 

been the subject of a substantial degree of analysis, 

particularly in India. Subjective judgments about 

character, motivation and intellectual ability may be 

applied by the decision-maker to a class as a whole. 

These subject judgments may be rationalised by the 

decision maker to enable him to maintain an egalitarian 

self-image. 

 

26. Cognitive illusions enable decision-makers to 

process voluminous information efficiently, though they 

can produce systematic errors in judgment. Common 

cognitive illusions include making estimates based on 

irrelevant starting points ('anchoring'), and perceiving 

past events to have been more predictable than they 

actually were ('hindsight bias'). Psychologists have 

identified many other cognitive illusions that are said to 

infect decisions, but the two serve as examples. 



 58

Anchoring causes people making numerical estimates to 

rely on the initial value available to them, no matter how 

irrelevant it is. For example, claims for damages, awards 

or proposals for levels of penalties to be imposed by the 

court may tend to anchor the final determination of the 

amount. Hindsight bias consists of using known outcomes 

to assess how predictable an event was at a previous 

point in time, for example, reconstructing how 

foreseeable a car accident was to the motorist involved 

before the event. 

 

27.  As judges are not always particularly enlightening 

when it comes to explaining how decisions were reached, 

it is difficult to say with any certainty that cognitive 

illusions infect them.  

 

28. Law is an interpretive concept. Ronald Dwarkin in 

'Law's Empire'- 'Law beyond Law', suggests:- "Judges 

should decide what the law is by interpreting the practice 

of other judges deciding what the law is. General 

theories of law, for us are general interpretation of our 

judicial practice. We rejected conventionalism, which 

finds the best interpretation in the idea that judges 

discover and enforce special legal conventions, and 

pragmatism, which finds in it the different story of judges 

as independent architects of the best future, free from the 

inhibiting demand that they must act consistently in 

principle with one another. I urged the third conception, 

law as integrity, which unites jurisprudence and 

adjudication. It makes the content of law depend not on 

special conventions or independent crusades but on more 

refined and concrete interpretations of the same legal 

practice it has begun to 

interpret." 

 

29.  Munroe Smith in 'Jurisprudence', Columbia 

University Press 1909, eulogized:- "In their effort to give 

to the social sense of justice articulate expression in rules 

and in principles the method of the law finding experts 

has always been experimental. The rules and principles 

of case law have never been treated as final truths, but as 

working hypothesis, continually retested in those great 

laboratories of the law, the Courts of justice. Every new 

case is an experiment, and if the accepted rule which 

seems applicable yields, a result which is felt to be 

unjust, the rule is reconsidered. It may not be modified at 

once, for the attempt to do absolute justice in every single 

case would make the development and maintenance of 

general rules impossible; but if a rule continues to work 

injustice it will eventually be reformulated. The 

principles themselves are continually retested, for if the 
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rules derived from a principle do not work well, the 

principle itself must ultimately be re-examined." 

 

30.  Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes told us, "the life of 

the law has not been logic, it has been experience." 

 

********** 
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ECOSOC 2006/23 

Strengthening basic principles of judicial conduct 

The Economic and Social Council,  

Recalling the Charter of the United Nations, in which 

Member States affirm, inter alia, their determination to 

establish conditions under which justice can be 

maintained to achieve international cooperation in 

promoting and encouraging respect for human rights and 

fundamental freedoms without any discrimination,  

 

Recalling also the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights, which enshrines in particular the principles of 

equality before the law, of the presumption of innocence 

and of the right to a fair and public hearing by a 

competent, independent and impartial tribunal 

established by law,  

 

Recalling further the International Covenant on 

Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,1 

which both guarantee the exercise of those rights, and 

that the International Covenant on Civil and Political 

Rights further guarantees the right to be tried without 

undue delay,  
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Recalling the United Nations Convention against 

Corruption,2 which in its article 11 obliges States 

parties, in accordance with the fundamental principles of 

their legal systems and without prejudice to judicial 

independence, to take measures to strengthen integrity 

and to prevent opportunities for corruption among 

members of the judiciary, including rules with respect to 

the conduct of members of the judiciary, 

 

Convinced that corruption of members of the 

judiciary undermines the rule of law and affects 

public confidence in the judicial system,  

 

Convinced also that the integrity, independence 

and impartiality of the judiciary are essential 

prerequisites for the effective protection of 

human rights and economic development,  

 

Recalling General Assembly resolutions 40/32 of 29 

November 1985 and 40/146 of 13 December 1985, in 

which the Assembly endorsed the Basic Principles on the 

Independence of the Judiciary, adopted by the Seventh 

United Nations Congress on the Prevention of Crime and 

the Treatment of Offenders, held in Milan from 26 August 

to 6 September 1985, 

 

Recalling also the recommendations adopted by the 

Ninth United Nations Congress on the Prevention of 

Crime and the Treatment of Offenders, held in Cairo 

from 29 April to 8 May 1995, concerning the 

independence and impartiality of the judiciary and the 

proper functioning of prosecutorial and legal services in 

the field of criminal justice,  
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Recalling further that in 2000 the Centre for 

International Crime Prevention of the Secretariat invited 

a group of chief justices of the common law tradition to 

develop a concept of judicial integrity, consistent with the 

principle of judicial independence, which would have the 

potential to have a positive impact on the standard of 

judicial conduct and to raise the level of public 

confidence in the rule of law,  

 

Recalling the second meeting of the Judicial Group on 

Strengthening Judicial Integrity, held in 2001 in 

Bangalore, India, at which the chief justices recognized 

the need for universally acceptable standards of judicial 

integrity and drafted the Bangalore Principles of Judicial 

Conduct, 
 

Recalling also that the Judicial Group on Strengthening 

Judicial Integrity thereafter conducted extensive 

consultations with judiciaries of more than eighty 

countries of all legal traditions, leading to the 

endorsement of the Bangalore Principles of Judicial 

Conduct by various judicial forums, including a Round 

Table Meeting of Chief Justices, held in The Hague on 25 

and 26 November 2002, which was attended by senior 

judges of the civil law tradition as well as judges of the 

International Court of Justice,  

 

Recalling further Commission on Human Rights 

resolution 2003/43, on the independence and impartiality 

of the judiciary, jurors and assessors and the 

independence of lawyers, in which the Commission took 

note of the Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct and 

brought those principles to the attention of Member 

States, relevant United Nations organs and 

intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations 

for their consideration,  
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Recalling Commission on Human Rights resolution 

2003/39 on the integrity of the judicial system, in which 

the Commission emphasized the integrity of the judicial 

system as an essential prerequisite for the protection of 

human rights and for ensuring that there was no 

discrimination in the administration of justice,  

 

1. Invites Member States, consistent with their 

domestic legal systems, to encourage their judiciaries to 

take into consideration the Bangalore Principles of 

Judicial Conduct, annexed to the present resolution, 

when reviewing or developing rules with respect to the 

professional and ethical conduct of members of the 

judiciary;  

 

2.  Emphasizes that the Bangalore Principles of 

Judicial Conduct represent a further development and 

are complementary to the Basic Principles on the 

Independence of the Judiciary, endorsed by the General 

Assembly in its resolutions 40/32 and 40/146;  

 

3.  Acknowledges the important work carried out by 

the Judicial Group on Strengthening Judicial Integrity 

under the auspices of the United Nations Office on Drugs 

and Crime, as well as other international and regional 

judicial forums that contribute to the development and 

dissemination of standards and measures to strengthen 

judicial independence, impartiality and integrity;  

 

4.  Requests the United Nations Office on Drugs and 

Crime, within available extrabudgetary resources, not 

excluding the use of existing resources from the regular 

budget of the Office6 and in particular through its Global 

Programme against Corruption, to continue to support 

the work of the Judicial Group on Strengthening Judicial 

Integrity;  
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5.  Expresses appreciation to Member States that have 

made voluntary contributions to the United Nations 

Office on Drugs and Crime in support of the work of the 

Judicial Group on Strengthening Judicial Integrity;  

 

6.  Invites Member States to make voluntary 

contributions, as appropriate, to the United Nations 

Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice Fund to support 

the Judicial Group on Strengthening Judicial Integrity, 

and to continue to provide, through the Global 

Programme against Corruption, technical assistance to 

developing countries and countries with economies in 

transition, upon request, to strengthen the integrity and 

capacity of their judiciaries;  

 

7.  Also invites Member States to submit to the 

Secretary-General their views regarding the Bangalore 

Principles of Judicial Conduct and to suggest revisions, 

as appropriate;  

 

8.  Requests the United Nations Office on Drugs and 

Crime, within available extrabudgetary resources, not 

excluding the use of existing resources from the regular 

budget of the Office, to convene an open-ended 

intergovernmental expert group, in cooperation with the 

Judicial Group on Strengthening Judicial Integrity and 

other international and regional judicial forums, to 

develop a technical guide to be used in providing 

technical assistance aimed at strengthening judicial 

integrity and capacity, as well as a commentary on the 

Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct, taking into 

account the views expressed and the revisions suggested 

by Member States;  

 

9.  Requests the Secretary-General to report to the 

Commission on Crime Prevention and Criminal Justice 
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at its sixteenth session on the implementation of the 

present resolution.  
 

Annex  

Bangalore Principles of Judicial 

Conduct  

WHEREAS the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights recognizes as fundamental the principle that 

everyone is entitled in full equality to a fair and public 

hearing by an independent and impartial tribunal, in the 

determination of rights and obligations and of any 

criminal charge, 

 

WHEREAS the International Covenant on Civil 

and Political Rights8 guarantees that all persons shall be 

equal before the courts and that in the determination of 

any criminal charge or of rights and obligations in a suit 

at law, everyone shall be entitled, without undue delay, to 

a fair and public hearing by a competent, independent 

and impartial tribunal established by law,  

 

WHEREAS the foregoing fundamental principles 

and rights are also recognized or reflected in regional 

human rights instruments, in domestic constitutional, 

statutory and common law, and in judicial conventions 

and traditions,  
 

WHEREAS the importance of a competent, 

independent and impartial judiciary to the protection of 

human rights is given emphasis by the fact that the 

implementation of all the other rights ultimately depends 

upon the proper administration of justice,  
 

WHEREAS a competent, independent and 

impartial judiciary is likewise essential if the courts are 

to fulfil their role in upholding constitutionalism and the 

rule of law,  
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WHEREAS public confidence in the judicial system 

and in the moral authority and integrity of the judiciary 

is of the utmost importance in a modern democratic 

society,  

WHEREAS it is essential that judges, individually 

and collectively, respect and honour judicial office as a 

public trust and strive to enhance and maintain 

confidence in the judicial system,  

 

WHEREAS the primary responsibility for the 

promotion and maintenance of high standards of judicial 

conduct lies with the judiciary in each country,  

 

AND WHEREAS the Basic Principles on the 

Independence of the Judiciary9 are designed to secure 

and promote the independence of the judiciary and are 

addressed primarily to States,  

 

THE FOLLOWING PRINCIPLES are intended to 

establish standards for ethical conduct of judges. They 

are designed to provide guidance to judges and to afford 

the judiciary a framework for regulating judicial 

conduct. They are also intended to assist members of the 

executive and the legislature, and lawyers and the public 

in general, to better understand and support the 

judiciary. These principles presuppose that judges are 

accountable for their conduct to appropriate institutions 

established to maintain judicial standards, which are 

themselves independent and impartial, and are intended 

to supplement and not to derogate from existing rules of 

law and conduct that bind the judge.  

 

Value 1 

Independence 

Principle  

Judicial independence is a prerequisite to the rule 

of law and a fundamental guarantee of a fair trial. A 
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judge shall therefore uphold and exemplify judicial 

independence in both its individual and institutional 

aspects.  
 

Application  
 

1.1. A judge shall exercise the judicial function 

independently on the basis of the judge’s assessment of 

the facts and in accordance with a conscientious 

understanding of the law, free of any extraneous 

influences, inducements, pressures, threats or 

interference, direct or indirect, from any quarter or for 

any reason.  
 

1.2.  A judge shall be independent in relation to society 

in general and in relation to the particular parties to a 

dispute that the judge has to adjudicate.  
 

1.3.  A judge shall not only be free from inappropriate 

connections with, and influence by, the executive and 

legislative branches of government, but must also appear 

to a reasonable observer to be free therefrom.  
 

1.4.  In performing judicial duties, a judge shall be 

independent of judicial colleagues in respect of decisions 

that the judge is obliged to make independently.  
 

1.5.  A judge shall encourage and uphold safeguards 

for the discharge of judicial duties in order to maintain 

and enhance the institutional and operational 

independence of the judiciary.  

 

1.6.  A judge shall exhibit and promote high standards 

of judicial conduct in order to reinforce public 

confidence in the judiciary, which is fundamental to the 

maintenance of judicial independence.  

 
 

Value 2  

Impartiality  

Principle  



 68

Impartiality is essential to the proper discharge of the 

judicial office. It applies not only to the decision itself but 

also to the process by which the decision is made.  
 

Application  

2.1.  A judge shall perform his or her judicial duties 

without favour, bias or prejudice.  
 

2.2.  A judge shall ensure that his or her conduct, both 

in and out of court, maintains and enhances the 

confidence of the public, the legal profession and 

litigants in the impartiality of the judge and of the 

judiciary.  
 

2.3.  A judge shall, as far as is reasonable, so conduct 

himself or herself as to minimize the occasions on which 

it will be necessary for the judge to be disqualified from 

hearing or deciding cases.  
 

2.4.  A judge shall not knowingly, while a proceeding is 

before, or could come before, the judge, make any 

comment that might reasonably be expected to affect the 

outcome of such proceeding or impair the manifest 

fairness of the process, nor shall the judge make any 

comment in public or otherwise that might affect the fair 

trial of any person or issue.  
 

2.5.  A judge shall disqualify himself or herself from 

participating in any proceedings in which the judge is 

unable to decide the matter impartially or in which it 

may appear to a reasonable observer that the judge is 

unable to decide the matter impartially. Such 

proceedings include, but are not limited to, instances 

where:  

(a)  The judge has actual bias or prejudice concerning 

a party or personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary 

facts concerning the proceedings;  
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(b)  The judge previously served as a lawyer or was a 

material witness in the matter in controversy; or  

 

(c)  The judge, or a member of the judge’s family, has 

an economic interest in the outcome of the matter in 

controversy; provided that disqualification of a judge 

shall not be required if no other tribunal can be 

constituted to deal with the case or, because of urgent 

circumstances, failure to act could lead to a serious 

miscarriage of justice.  
 

 

Value 3 

Integrity 

Principle 

Integrity is essential to the proper discharge of the 

judicial office.  
 

Application  

3.1.  A judge shall ensure that his or her conduct is 

above reproach in the view of a reasonable observer.  

 

3.2.  The behaviour and conduct of a judge must 

reaffirm the people’s faith in the integrity of the 

judiciary. Justice must not merely be done but must also 

be seen to be done.  

Value 4 

Propriety 

Principle  

Propriety, and the appearance of propriety, are essential 

to the performance of all of the activities of a judge.  
 

Application  

4.1.  A judge shall avoid impropriety and the 

appearance of impropriety in all of the judge’s activities.  
 

4.2.  As a subject of constant public scrutiny, a judge 

must accept personal restrictions that might be viewed as 

burdensome by the ordinary citizen and should do so 
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freely and willingly. In particular, a judge shall conduct 

himself or herself in a way that is consistent with the 

dignity of the judicial office.  

 

4.3.  A judge shall, in his or her personal relations with 

individual members of the legal profession who practise 

regularly in the judge’s court, avoid situations that might 

reasonably give rise to the suspicion or appearance of 

favouritism or partiality.  

 

4.4.  A judge shall not participate in the determination 

of a case in which any member of the judge’s family 

represents a litigant or is associated in any manner with 

the case.  
 

4.5.  A judge shall not allow the use of the judge’s 

residence by a member of the legal profession to receive 

clients or other members of the legal profession.  
 

4.6.  A judge, like any other citizen, is entitled to 

freedom of expression, belief, association and assembly, 

but, in exercising such rights, a judge shall always 

conduct himself or herself in such a manner as to 

preserve the dignity of the judicial office and the 

impartiality and independence of the judiciary.  
 

4.7.  A judge shall inform himself or herself about the 

judge’s personal and fiduciary financial interests and 

shall make reasonable efforts to be informed about the 

financial interests of members of the judge’s family.  
 

4.8.  A judge shall not allow the judge’s family, social 

or other relationships improperly to influence the judge’s 

judicial conduct and judgement as a judge.  

 

4.9.  A judge shall not use or lend the prestige of the 

judicial office to advance the private interests of the 

judge, a member of the judge’s family or of anyone else, 

nor shall a judge convey or permit others to convey the 
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impression that anyone is in a special position 

improperly to influence the judge in the performance of 

judicial duties.  

 

4.10. Confidential information acquired by a judge in 

the judge’s judicial capacity shall not be used or 

disclosed by the judge for any other purpose not related 

to the judge’s judicial duties.  

 

4.11.  Subject to the proper performance of judicial 

duties, a judge may:  

(a)  Write, lecture, teach and participate in 

activities concerning the law, the legal system, the 

administration of justice or related matters;  

(b)  Appear at a public hearing before an official 

body concerned with matters relating to the law, the 

legal system, the administration of justice or related 

matters;  

(c)  Serve as a member of an official body, or 

other government commission, committee or advisory 

body, if such membership is not inconsistent with the 

perceived impartiality and political neutrality of a judge; 

or  

(d) Engage in other activities if such activities do 

not detract from the dignity of the judicial office or 

otherwise interfere with the performance of judicial 

duties.  
 

4.12. A judge shall not practise law while the holder of 

judicial office.  

 

4.13.  A judge may form or join associations of judges or 

participate in other organizations representing the 

interests of judges.  
 

4.14.  A judge and members of the judge’s family shall 

neither ask for, nor accept, any gift, bequest, loan or 

favour in relation to anything done or to be done or 
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omitted to be done by the judge in connection with the 

performance of judicial duties.  
 

4.15.  A judge shall not knowingly permit court staff or 

others subject to the judge’s influence, direction or 

authority to ask for, or accept, any gift, bequest, loan or 

favour in relation to anything done or to be done or 

omitted to be done in connection with his or her duties or 

functions.  
 

4.16. Subject to law and to any legal requirements of 

public disclosure, a judge may receive a token gift, 

award or benefit as appropriate to the occasion on which 

it is made provided that such gift, award or benefit might 

not reasonably be perceived as intended to influence the 

judge in the performance of judicial duties or otherwise 

give rise to an appearance of partiality.  

 

Value 5 

Equality 

Principle  

Ensuring equality of treatment to all before the courts is 

essential to the due performance of the judicial office. 

Application  

5.1. A judge shall be aware of, and understand, 

diversity in society and differences arising from various 

sources, including but not limited to race, colour, sex, 

religion, national origin, caste, disability, age, marital 

status, sexual orientation, social and economic status and 

other like causes (“irrelevant grounds”).  
 

5.2.  A judge shall not, in the performance of judicial 

duties, by words or conduct, manifest bias or prejudice 

towards any person or group on irrelevant grounds.  
 

5.3.  A judge shall carry out judicial duties with 

appropriate consideration for all persons, such as the 

parties, witnesses, lawyers, court staff and judicial 
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colleagues, without differentiation on any irrelevant 

ground, immaterial to the proper performance of such 

duties.  

5.4.  A judge shall not knowingly permit court staff or 

others subject to the judge’s influence, direction or 

control to differentiate between persons concerned, in a 

matter before the judge, on any irrelevant ground.  
 

5.5.  A judge shall require lawyers in proceedings 

before the court to refrain from manifesting, by words or 

conduct, bias or prejudice based on irrelevant grounds, 

except such as are legally relevant to an issue in 

proceedings and may be the subject of legitimate 

advocacy.  
 

Value 6 

Competence and diligence 

Principle  

Competence and diligence are prerequisites to the due 

performance of judicial office.  

Application  

6.1.  The judicial duties of a judge take precedence over 

all other activities.  

6.2.  A judge shall devote the judge’s professional 

activity to judicial duties, which include not only the 

performance of judicial functions and responsibilities in 

court and the making of decisions, but also other tasks 

relevant to the judicial office or the court’s operations.  

6.3.  A judge shall take reasonable steps to maintain 

and enhance the judge’s knowledge, skills and personal 

qualities necessary for the proper performance of 

judicial duties, taking advantage for that purpose of the 

training and other facilities that should be made 

available, under judicial control, to judges.  

6.4.  A judge shall keep himself or herself informed 

about relevant developments of international law, 
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including international conventions and other 

instruments establishing human rights norms.  

 

6.5.  A judge shall perform all judicial duties, including 

the delivery of reserved decisions, efficiently, fairly and 

with reasonable promptness.  

6.6.  A judge shall maintain order and decorum in all 

proceedings before the court and be patient, dignified 

and courteous in relation to litigants, jurors, witnesses, 

lawyers and others with whom the judge deals in an 

official capacity. The judge shall require similar conduct 

of legal representatives, court staff and others subject to 

the judge’s influence, direction or control.  

6.7.  A judge shall not engage in conduct incompatible 

with the diligent discharge of judicial duties.  
 

Implementation 

By reason of the nature of judicial office, effective 

measures shall be adopted by national judiciaries to 

provide mechanisms to implement these principles if such 

mechanisms are not already in existence in their 

jurisdictions.  

Definitions 

In this statement of principles, unless the context 

otherwise permits or requires, the following meanings 

shall be attributed to the words used:  

“Court staff” includes the personal staff of the 

judge, including law clerks;  

“Judge” means any person exercising judicial 

power, however designated;  

“Judge’s family” includes a judge’s spouse, son, 

daughter, son-in-law, daughter-in-law and any other 

close relative or person who is a companion or employee 

of the judge and who lives in the judge’s household;  
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“Judge’s spouse” includes a domestic partner of 

the judge or any other person of either sex in a close 

personal relationship with the judge.  
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From Independence to Accountability – The Bangalore 
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Following is the edited text of a presentation titled ‘From 

Independence to Accountability – The Bangalore 

Principles of Judicial Conduct’ by Judicial Integrity 

Group Coordinator Dr. Nihal Jayawickrama made at the 

Conference of Chief Justices and Presidents of Supreme 

Courts and Constitutional Courts of Africa convened by 

the Chief Justice of the Supreme Constitutional Court of 

Egypt, in Cairo last week Although two Sri Lankans were 

intimately involved in the processes that led to the 

formulation of the Bangalore Principles of Judicial 

Conduct, the Sri Lanka Judiciary remains one of the few 

judiciaries in the world that have failed to incorporate 

these Principles in a code of judicial conduct of its own. 
 

Judicial independence 

In 1985, the United Nations agreed upon certain basic 

principles that underpin judicial independence and 

called upon governments to implement  them. They  are  

contained in  the UN  Basic Principles on  the 

Independence of the Judiciary.   
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Judicial independence is the right enjoyed by people 

when they invoke the jurisdiction of the courts seeking 

and expecting justice. It is not a privilege accorded to the 

judiciary. It refers to the state of mind of the judge. It 

refers also to the institutional arrangements that enable 

the judge to enjoy that state of mind. These include 

constitutional guarantees of security of tenure and of 

remuneration, removal from office only for misbehaviour 

or infirmity of body or mind, and protection against 

vexatious litigation instituted by dissatisfied parties. 
 

Within that constitutional framework, and buttressed by 

the judicial oath, it was assumed that a person appointed 

to judicial office will acquire that state of mind that 

would enable him or her to decide any matter honestly 

and impartially on the basis of the law and the evidence, 

without external pressure or influence, and without fear 

of interference from anyone, including other judges.  

Twenty-one years later, in 2006, the United Nations 

invited governments to encourage their judiciaries to 

implement the Bangalore Principles of Judicial Conduct. 

It described the Bangalore Principles as being “a further 

development” of, and as being “complementary” to, the 

1985 Principles relating to judicial independence. Why 

did it become necessary to look beyond judicial 

independence? Why did the focus move from securing 

judicial independence to ensuring the ethical conduct of 

members of the judiciary; from judicial independence to 

judicial accountability? I would venture to suggest five 

reasons. 
 

First: The independence of the judiciary was 

traditionally believed to be endangered by state 

authorities and state functionaries. With the steady 

growth of the corporate sector, the independence of the 

judiciary has to be secured from business and corporate 
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interests too. In the contemporary world, judicial 

independence implies not only that the judiciary should 

be free from governmental and political pressure, but 

also that judges should not succumb to the enormous 

power, wealth and resources of the corporate sector. 
 

Second: In the countries of Central and Eastern Europe 

that rejected their authoritarian regimes in the final 

decade of the twentieth century, the judiciary had been a 

component of the machinery of the State. The judges 

were bureaucrats wedded to the authoritarian State. 

Now, almost overnight, they were required to emancipate 

themselves. They were required to demonstrate a strong 

attachment to democracy and human rights. They were 

required to become major players in fashioning the 

social, moral and political fabric of their emerging 

democracies. They needed to adopt values that matched 

these public expectations. They needed self-regulatory 

standards that recognised the new responsibilities which 

they had accepted. 
 

Third: Even in the old, established, functioning 

democracies, the role of the judge had begun to change. 

With the emergence of an international human rights 

regime, the function of the judge now extended beyond 

dispute resolution. The judge was called upon to address 

broad issues of social values and human rights, and to 

decide controversial moral issues, and to do so in 

increasingly pluralistic societies. A judge may not be 

equipped to do this if he or she continued to live in what 

one distinguished judge described as a regime that is 

“monastic” in many of its qualities. On the other hand, if 

judges should be, and be seen to be, involved in the 

community in which they live, and to be in touch with 

current social norms, it becomes necessary to identify 

standards of conduct appropriate to that new role. 
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Fourth: Credible evidence had begun to surface of 

widespread corruption in judicial systems in many parts 

of the world. It was claimed in service delivery surveys 

that those who sought and accepted bribes included not 

only court staff and the opponent’s lawyer, but also the 

judge. A commission of inquiry into corruption in an 

African country documented numerous proved instances 

of personal secretaries, typists, court clerks, prosecutors 

and magistrates soliciting or accepting bribes. In my own 

country, a national survey of court users and other 

stakeholders found that corruption was rampant in the 

judicial system, and that most judges were aware of its 

occurrence. They even identified five of their colleagues 

as bribe takers. 
 

Corruption in the judiciary extends beyond conventional 

bribery. An insidious and equally damaging form of 

corruption arises from the interaction between the 

judiciary and the executive, and from the relationship 

between the judiciary and the legal profession. For 

example, the political patronage through which a judge 

may have acquired his office, a promotion, preferential 

treatment or the promise of employment after retirement, 

gives rise to corruption when the executive makes 

demands on such judge. Similarly, when a family member 

regularly appears before a judge, or when a judge 

selectively ignores sentencing guidelines when a 

particular counsel appears, or statistics reveal a high 

rate of decisions in favour of the executive, the conduct of 

the judge is almost certain to raise, in the minds of 

others, the suspicion that the judge is susceptible to 

undue influence in the discharge of his or her of duties. 
 

Fifth: Evidence had begun to surface that, in many 

countries, the people were losing confidence in their 

judicial systems. They were dissatisfied with the 
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escalating cost of justice. They were dissatisfied with the 

delays; the inevitable postponements to accommodate 

lawyers who needed to be in other courts at the same 

time. They were dissatisfied with the complicated 

procedural steps that often also meant several 

gatekeepers requiring payment to facilitate movement to 

the next stage of the proceedings. As for the judiciary 

itself, we have it on the authority of Mr Justice Michael 

Kirby, once Australia’s longest serving judge, that there 

invariably is, though not necessarily in every court, “a 

rude judge, a slow judge, an ignorant judge, a prejudiced 

judge, a sleeping judge, an absentee judge, and an 

eccentric judge”.  
 

These were all seen as indicators of judicial systems in a 

state of crisis. The people were frustrated by the failure 

of the authorities to address these issues. The frustration 

was such that, in certain jurisdictions, some did not 

hesitate to take the law into their own hands. In 

Venezuela, for instance, angry citizens took to lynching 

alleged murderers, rapists and even car-thieves on 

nearly a weekly basis somewhere in the country. The 

question, therefore, was whether a judge could claim that 

what goes on below the bench, in the court registry, and 

outside the courtroom, is not a matter for him or her, and 

that the judge’s only concern is with the niceties of legal 

argument? 
 

Judicial accountability 
 

I was then functioning as Executive Director of 

Transparency International at its secretariat in Berlin. 

Responding to this phenomenon of judicial independence 

being traded for money and other benefits, we took the 

initiative, with the assistance of UNCICP in Vienna (now 

UNODC) to invite a group of Chief Justices to formulate 

a concept of judicial accountability without eroding the 
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principle of judicial independence. The challenge was to 

determine how the judiciary could be held to account in a 

manner that was consistent with the principle of judicial 

independence. Power is given on trust, and judicial 

power is no exception. How does one achieve the right 

balance between autonomy in decision-making and 

independence from external forces on the one hand, and 

accountability to the community on the other? 
 

Judicial Integrity Group 
 

That group of Chief Justices – or the Judicial Integrity 

Group, as it has now come to be known – first met in 

Vienna in 2000. They were drawn from ten common law 

countries in Asia and Africa which applied many 

different laws but shared a common judicial tradition 

and spoke a common legal language. The UN Special 

Rapporteur on the Independence of Judges and Lawyers, 

the Chairman of the UN Human Rights Committee, and 

the Vice-President of the International Court of Justice, 

also participated in this initiative. 
 

At that meeting, the Judicial Integrity Group recognised 

that the principle of accountability demanded, firstly, a 

universally acceptable statement of core judicial values 

which are capable of being enforced by the judiciary 

without the intervention of the executive and legislative 

branches of government; secondly, that the judiciary 

should assume an active role in strengthening judicial 

integrity by introducing such systemic reforms as are 

within its competence and capacity; and thirdly, that 

transparency at every critical stage of the judicial 

process will enable the community, especially through its 

legal academics, civil society, and a free media, to judge 

the judges. 
 

The Bangalore Draft 
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At the request of the Group, I prepared an initial draft 

statement of principles of judicial conduct. I did not 

attempt to reinvent the wheel. Instead, I drew on rules 

and principles already expressed in national codes of 

judicial conduct (wherever they existed) and in regional 

and international instruments.  
 

At its second meeting in Bangalore in 2001, after three 

days of discussion, the Group agreed upon the text of a 

document that came to be known as the Bangalore Draft 

Code of Judicial Conduct. That draft suffered from a 

fundamental weakness in that it was the product of 

judges of the common-law tradition. It needed to be 

authenticated by judges of other legal traditions as well. 
 

The Bangalore Principles 
 

Over the next twenty months, the Bangalore Draft was 

translated into several national languages and widely 

disseminated among senior judges of both common law 

and civil law systems from over 75 countries. It was 

discussed at several judicial conferences. It was reviewed 

by constitutional and supreme courts and by judges’ 

associations, especially in Central Europe. In 

Strasbourg, the Consultative Council of European Judges 

(CCJE) held a special meeting to enable its members to 

discuss it. The CCJE commissioned a study on it, and 

then reviewed it from the perspective of the civil law 

system.  
 

With the benefit of the wisdom of others gathered in this 

intensive consultation exercise, the “Bangalore Draft” 

was further revised. It was then placed before a Round-

Table Meeting of Chief Justices drawn principally from 

civil law countries, held at the Peace Palace at The 

Hague in November 2002. That meeting was also 

attended by Judges of the International Court of Justice. 

Nearly every legal system in the world was represented.  
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Several changes were made to the Draft, and from that 

meeting emerged the Bangalore Principles of Judicial 

Conduct. They are based on six core judicial values: 

Independence, Impartiality, Personal Integrity, 

Propriety, Equality, and Competence and Diligence. At a 

meeting in Colombo in January 2003, the Group also 

prepared Principles of Conduct for Judicial Personnel, 

following a consultation process with selected court 

registrars. 
 

Endorsement by the United Nations 
 

In April 2003, the Bangalore Principles were presented 

by the UN Special Rapporteur to the UN Commission on 

Human Rights. In a resolution that was unanimously 

adopted, the Commission brought them “to the attention 

of Member States, the relevant UN organs and 

intergovernmental and non-governmental organisations 

for their consideration”.  
 

In 2006, the Economic and Social Commission 

(ECOSOC) invited Member States to encourage their 

judiciaries to take into consideration the Bangalore 

Principles when developing rules with respect to the 

professional and ethical conduct of judges. In 2007, an 

Inter-Governmental Expert Group of over a hundred 

participants, many of whom were judges, examined and 

agreed upon a 175-page Commentary on the Bangalore 

Principles prepared by the Judicial Integrity Group at 

the request of ECOSOC. That Commentary is designed to 

facilitate a better understanding of the applicability of 

the core values and principles to issues, situations and 

problems that are likely to arise or emerge. It is also 

designed to enable judges and the community in general 

to understand the cross-cultural basis of the Bangalore 

Principles.  
 



 83

In 2010, the Judicial Integrity Group agreed on 

Measures for the Effective Implementation of the 

Bangalore Principles. That statement of measures is in 

two parts. The first describes action that is required to be 

taken by the judiciary. The second describes the 

institutional arrangements that are required to be 

established to ensure judicial independence and 

accountability, and which are exclusively within the 

competence of the State.  
 

Subsequent developments 
 

Four other significant developments have since taken 

place. The first was the UN Convention Against 

Corruption (UNCAC) which imposed a treaty obligation 

on states parties to take measures to strengthen judicial 

integrity, citing a code of judicial conduct as one such 

measure. The state parties to that Convention have now 

endorsed a detailed Implementation Guide and 

Evaluative Framework in respect of Article 11 which 

addresses the issue of judicial and prosecutorial 

integrity. That Guide draws extensively from the 

Bangalore Principles and related documents.  
 

The second was the adoption in 2013 by Chief Justices of 

the Asian Region, and the subsequent endorsement in 

2016 by the Chief Justices of the Balkan Region, of the 

Istanbul Declaration on Transparency in the Judicial 

Process. The third, which arose out of the 2015 UN 

Congress on Crime held in Doha, is the launching by 

UNODC of the Global Judicial Integrity Network to 

promote the implementation of the Bangalore Principles 

and Article 11 of UNCAC. It is an initiative that seeks to 

bring together judges’ associations and judicial networks 

to exchange good practices, and provide capacity-

building support, advisory services, tools, networking 
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opportunities and other relevant resources to national 

judiciaries. 

 

Finally, in 2016, a sixteen-year journey ended when the 

United Nations formally included the Bangalore 

Principles of Judicial Conduct in its Compendium of UN 

Standards and Norms relating to the Administration of 

Justice. It is now the global standard of judicial conduct. 
 

Implementation of the Bangalore Principles 
 

The Bangalore Principles are intended to establish 

standards of ethical conduct for judges. They are 

designed to provide guidance to judges in the 

performance of their judicial duties, and to afford the 

judiciary a framework for regulating judicial conduct. 

They are also intended to assist members of the executive 

and the legislature, and lawyers and the public in 

general, to better understand the judicial role. They offer 

the community a standard by which to measure and 

evaluate the performance of the judicial sector.  

 

The Bangalore Principles provide the judiciary with a 

framework for regulating judicial conduct. It is for each 

national judiciary to adopt, or adapt, them, having 

regard to their own judicial systems. They need to be 

crafted to meet the needs of each court. The issues that 

arise in courts of first instance are not likely to be of 

relevance in the appellate courts. 
 

In the United Kingdom, for example, there is a Guide to 

Judicial Conduct for the Supreme Court, and a separate 

Guide to Judicial Conduct for the rest of the judiciary. 

On the other hand, in the Philippines, there is a single 

code that is applicable to judges at all levels. The 

Bangalore Principles have been the model for codes of 

judicial conduct from Belize in the Caribbean to the 
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Marshall Islands in the Pacific, from Tanzania to the 

Philippines, from Bolivia to Jordan.  
 

However, the issues that arise in their application may be 

different in each country. Some years ago, I had the 

opportunity, together with a Nigerian judge, to prepare a 

Judicial Ethics Training Manual for the Nigerian 

Judiciary. What I learnt from my Nigerian colleague and 

from Nigerian judges who participated in several 

“Training the Trainers” sessions was that several of the 

ethical issues that arise in that country will not be 

replicated even in some of the other countries on that 

continent. What is important is not to confuse the 

principles with the issues that are likely to arise in their 

application. 
 

If all that a national judiciary does is to incorporate the 

Bangalore Principles into its own code of conduct, then, 

that code will remain a mere aspiration. There is much 

more that needs to be done to transform those aspirations 

into something more tangible and real in the lives of the 

people whom the judges are expected to serve. 
 

To begin with, a credible, independent, mechanism, such 

as a Judicial Ethics Review Committee, consisting of 

judges but also including sufficient lay representation to 

attract the confidence of the community, needs to be 

established. That committee will receive, inquire into, 

and resolve complaints of unethical conduct. Unethical 

conduct is often different from misconduct that calls for 

disciplinary action.  
 

Professional standards represent best practice which 

judges should aim to develop. They should not be 

equated with conduct justifying disciplinary proceedings 

unless a breach of professional standards is alleged to 

constitute conduct sufficient to justify and require 
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disciplinary sanction. It may be useful to establish a 

Judicial Ethics Advisory Committee consisting of senior 

or retired judges which judges may consult on issues that 

are likely to impact on judicial conduct. 
 

A judicial reform process should not end there either. 

The Bangalore Principles should be employed to deliver 

effective, inexpensive and expeditious justice. The 

Implementation Measures and the Istanbul Declaration 

recommend a string of reforms capable of being initiated 

by the judiciary. For example, procedures need to be 

established to facilitate and promote access to justice. 

Modern case management techniques should be 

introduced, and the movement of a case should be 

monitored and controlled by the judge. 
 

Transparency in the exercise of the judicial office, not 

only through public hearings, but also by making 

judgments and court records available to the public; 

standard, user-friendly forms and instructions; 

courthouses that are accessible to court-users; pre-

determined arrangements for the assignment of cases; 

regular monitoring of the quality of justice, and public 

satisfaction with the delivery of justice, through case 

audits and surveys of court users, and the publication of 

the results of such surveys and audits; judicial ethics 

training; exposure to international human rights and 

humanitarian law, as well as environmental law; 

alternative dispute resolution; and judicial outreach 

programmes to educate the public on the role of the 

justice system in society and to address common 

misconceptions about the system, are among the 

measures that have been identified as being essential 

elements of a reform programme based on the Bangalore 

Principles. 
 

The obligation of the state 
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A code of judicial conduct cannot stand alone. It must be 

complemented with constitutional guarantees of judicial 

independence. The constitution should provide for an 

independent appointment mechanism. Qualifications for 

judicial office should be prescribed, and these should 

include not merely legal expertise, but also social 

sensitivity and other essential qualities. Judicial tenure 

must, of course, be guaranteed, and removal from 

judicial office should only be for conviction of a serious 

crime, proved physical or mental incapacity, gross 

incompetence, or conduct that is manifestly contrary to 

the impartiality and integrity of the judiciary.  

 

The judiciary should be provided with sufficient funds to 

perform its functions efficiently and without an excessive 

workload, and judges should receive remuneration that is 

commensurate with the status, dignity and 

responsibilities of their office. 

Conclusion 
 

Finally, I wish to highlight two matters. The first is to 

emphasise that the strength and, indeed, the legitimacy of 

the Bangalore Principles and related instruments are 

derived from the fact that they were crafted by judges, 

based on their own experience as judges and are 

intended to be utilised by judges who form the core of the 

justice system. 
 

The second is to say what a humbling experience it was 

for me, when preparing the draft Principles, and 

thereafter the draft Commentary, to learn that these core 

judicial values and principles and even detailed 

statements of their applicability were already to be found 

in the texts of ancient Egypt and in Hindu Law in or 

around 1500 BC.; in Buddhist philosophy in 500 BC; in 

the Twelve Tables of Rome in 450 BC (which contains 
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the injunction that “The setting of the sun shall be the 

extreme limit of time within which a judge must render 

his decision”); in Chinese law around 312 BC; in the 

legal systems that flourished in Africa at the same time as 

they did in Greece and Rome; in the writings of Jewish 

scholars in or about the 12th century AD; in the 

teachings in the Old Testament; and, in very specific and 

comprehensive terms, in Islamic Law.  
 

The judicial values are not only global; they are also 

eternal. They are part of our common heritage. 
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Article 104 
 

 When collusion and fraud have 

been established and illegal 

order/direction and decrees have been 

obtained from the Courts, this Court 

cannot shut its eyes and remain a 

silent spectator. This Court must come 

forward to undo the wrongs by setting 

aside the illegal decrees.  
 

Constitution of Bangladesh, 1972 

Article 104 
 

 The Court has the duty and 

obligation to rise to the occasion in 

order to do substantial and complete 

justice. Since collusion and fraud 

affect the solemnity, regularity and 

orderliness of the proceedings of the 

Courts, this Court, in exercise of its 

extra-ordinary power, is authorised to 

set aside the decrees obtained illegally 

by collusion.  
 

Duty of the Judges 
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It   is the duty of the Judges to 

maintain high ethical standard and 

impartiality. It is duty of the Judges to 

act at all times in a manner that 

promotes public confidence in respect 

of the integrity and impartiality of the 

judges and the judiciary as a whole.  

A reasonable person would 

perceive that the Judges ability to carry 

out judicial responsibilities with 

integrity, honesty, impartiality and 

competence has been impaired and 

that their conduct reflects adversely on 

their honesty, impartiality, 

temperament and fitness to serve as 

judges. The learned Judges of the 

High Court Division have issued an 

absolutely illegal order directing the 

Artha Rin Adalat to decree the suits in 

a specified manner which has eroded 

the confidence of the litigants to the 

suits and will have the effect of 

undermining the credibility of the 

judiciary as whole.   
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Fraud 

 When at the instance of the writ 

petitioner the Rule was discharged as 

not being pressed, consequently, ad-

interim direction given by the High 

Court Division became non-est. In 

fact, a gigantic fraud has been 

committed upon the Court inasmuch 

as the writ petitioner was active in 

concealing the facts having full 

knowledge of the fact that the interim 

order does not exist.  
 

Duty of the lawyers 
 

 The lawyers being officers of the 

Court are equally responsible to 

maintain the dignity, prestige and 

image of the Court as well as the 

judiciary as a whole. They totally failed 

to perform their duties as deserved by 

the Court.  

 

 Rokonuddin Mahmud, Senior Advocate, instructed by 

Zainul Abedin, Advocate-on-Record- For the petitioners.  
 

 Abdul Baset Majumder, Senior Advocate (with Farid 

Ahmed, Senior Advocate) instructed by Md. Ferozur Rahman, 

Advocate-on-Record- For the Respondents. 
 

Order 
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Delay in filing this petition is condoned. 

 

2. In unprecedented circumstances, National Bank Ltd. and 

another have filed this leave petition against the interim order 

dated 05.10.2017 passed in Writ Petition No. 13673 of 2017 

inasmuch as Rule issued in the said writ petition was discharged 

as not being pressed  within 42 days of issuance of the same.  

 

3. On 01.03.2016, (1) National Bank Limited and (2) Agrani 

Bank Limited filed Artha Rin Suit No. 382 of 2016 before the Artha 

Rin Adalat No. 3, Dhaka against (1) Md. Mizanur Rahman and (2) 

Razia Rahman for recovery of loan of Taka 209,83,85,128.63 (two 

hundred nine crore eighty three lac eighty five thousand one 

hundreed twenty eight and paisa sixty three) and, if so required, by 

selling the mortgaged property as required, by selling the 

mortgaged property as described in the schedule to the plaint.  

 

4. The defendant-respondent No. 1 filed an application for 

getting a decree in the said suit in terms of a memorandum of 

understanding allegedly entered into on 30.08.2017 between 

National Bank Limited and Md. Mizanur Rahman which was 

rejected vide order No. 19 dated 27.09.2017 by the Artha Rin 

Adalat No. 3, Dhaka in Artha Rin Suit No. 382 of 2016. Against 

that rejection order, the defendant No. 1 writ petitioner filed writ 

petition No. 13673 of 2017 in the High Court Division.  

 

5. A Division Bench of the High Court Division, on hearing 

the learned Advocate for the writ petitioner passed the following 

order, on 05.10.2017, as prayed for in terms of prayers (a) and (b) 

to the said Writ Petition;  

“Let a Rule Nisi be issued calling upon the respondents to 

show cause as to why the impugned order No. 19 dated 

27.09.2017 (Annexure- D) passed by the Artha Rin Adalat, 

No. 3, Dhaka in Title Suit No. 382 of 2016 rejecting the 

application of the petitioner filed praying for decreeing the 

suit as per terms of the contract entered into between the 

parties on 30.08.2017 Annexure- A  should not be declared 

to have been passed without lawful authority and is of no 

legal effect and/or  pass such other or further order or 

orders as to this Court may seem fit and proper.  
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 The respondent No. 1 is directed to pass a decree 

for an amount of taka 126 (one hundred and twenty six 

crore) in Artha Rin Suit No. 382 of 2016 and taka 10 (ten) 

crore in Artha Rin Case No. 1618 of 2016 i.e. total taka 

136 (one hundred and thirty six crore) as per terms of the 

contract (Annexure- A) and to return the rest of the sale 

proceeds amounting to Taka 48,56,00,000 (forty eight 

crore fifty six lac) after adjustment of the loan to the 

petitioner within 7 (seven) days from the dae of receipt of 

this order and redemption of the rest mortgaged property 

i.e. 8.50 floors (eight point fifty floors) totl 2,61,460 (two 

lac sixty one thousand four hundred and sixty) square feet 

area of 37 Dilkusha Commercial Area, Dhaka and land of 

plot No. 355 and 555 of Mouza Paikpara, Dhaka together 

with building standing on the land of said plots within a 

period of 7 (seven) days from the date of receipt of this 

order.  
  

The Rule is made returnable within 4 (four) weeks.” 
 

6. The defendant writ-petitioner did not implead the Agrani 

Bank Ltd. in the said writ petition though Agrani Bank was 

plaintiff No. 2 in the suit.  

 

7. On 16.11.2017, pursuant to the interim order of the High 

Court Division, the Artha Rin Adalat passed the following 

judgment and decree in the two Artha Rin Suits.  

 

8. The contents of the judgment and decree passed by the 

Artha Rin Adalat No. 3 in Artha Rin Suit No. 1618 of 2016 are as 

follows:- 
 

“Heard The judgment dated 25.10.2017 of the 

honorable High Court Division in Writ Petition No. 13673 

of 2017 in short is that- 
 

‘The respondent No. 1 is directed to pass a decree 

for an amount of Tk. 126 (one hundred and twenty six 

crore) crore in Artha Rin Suit No. 382 of 2016 and taka 10 

(ten) crore in Artha Rin Case No. 1618 of 2016 i.e. total 

taka 136 (one hundred and thirty six crore) crore as per 

terms of the contract (Annexure- A) and to return the rest 

of the sale proceeds amounting to taka 48,56,00,000 (forty 

eight crore fifty six lac) crore after adjustment of the loan 

to the petitioner within 7 (seven) days from the date of 
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receipt of this order and rememption of the rest mortgaged 

property i.e. 8.50 floors (eight point fifty floors) total 

2,61,460 (two lac sixty one thousand four hundred and 

sixty) square feet area of 37 Dilkusha Commercial Area, 

Dhaka and land of point No. 355 and 555 of Mouza 

Paikpara, Dhaka together with building standing on the 

land of said plots within a period of 7 (seven) days from the 

date of receipt of this order.  

 

Thus it appears that the honorable High Court 

Division has directed this Court, to pass decree in above 

way.  
 

According to the above direction of the honorable 

High Court Division in Writ Petition No. 13673 of 2017 the 

suit bearing number Artha Rin Suit No. 1618 of 2016 be 

decreed for an amount of taka 10 (ten) crore as per terms 

of the contract (Annexure- A) and the rest of the sale 

proceeds amounting to Taka 48,56,00,000 crore (forth 

eight crore fifty six lac) be returned after adjustment of the 

loan to the petitioner within 7 (seven) days from the date of 

receipt of the order of the honorable High Court Division 

and redemption of the rest mortgaged property i.e. 8.50 

floors (eight point fifty floors) total 2,61,460 (two lac sixty 

one thousand four hundred and sixty) square feet area of 

37 Dilkusha Commercial Area, Dhaka and land of plot No. 

355 and 555 of Mouza Paikpara, Dhaka together with 

building standing on the land of this plots within a period 

of 7 (seven) days from the date of receipt of the order of the 

honorable High Court Division.” 

 

9. Similarly, said Artha Rin Adalat passed the judgment and 

decree in Artha Rin Suit No. 382 of 2016 as well. The contents of 

the said judgment and decree run as follows: 
 

“Heard. The judgment dated 05.10.2017 of the 

Hon’ble High Court Division in Writ Petition No. 13673 in 

short is that- 

 

The respondent No. 1 is directed to pass a decree 

for an amount of taka 126 (one hundred and twenty six 

crore) in Artha Rin Suit No. 382 of 2016 and taka 10 (ten) 

crore in Artha Rin Case No. 1618 of 2016 i.e. total Taka 
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136 (one hundred and thirty six crore) crore as per terms 

of the contract (Annexure- A) and to return the rest of the 

sale proceeds amounting to Taka 48,56,00,000 (Forty eight 

crore fifty six lac) crore after adjustment of the loan to the 

petitioner within 7 (seven) days from the date of receipt of 

this order and redemption of the rest mortgaged property 

i.e. 8.50 floors (eight point fifty floors) total 261460 (two 

lac sixty one thousand four hundred and sixty) square feet 

area of 37, Dilkusha, Commercial area, Dhaka and land of 

plot No. 355 of Mouza Paikpara, Dhaka together with 

building standing on the land of said plots within a period 

of 7 (seven) days from the date of receipt of this order.  
 

Thus, it appears that the honourable High Court 

Division has directed this Court to pass decree in the above 

way.  
 

According to the above direction of the Hon’ble 

High Court Division in Writ Petition No. 13673 of 2017 the 

suit bearing number Artha Rin Suit No. 382 of 2016 be 

decreed for an amount of tka 126 (one hundred and twenty 

six crore) crore as per terms of the contract (Annexure- A) 

and the rest of the sale proceeds amounting to Taka 

48,56,00,000 (forty eight crore fifty six lac) crore be 

returned after adjustment of the loan to the petitioner 

within 7 (seven) days from the date of receipt of the order 

of the honorable High Court Division and redemption of 

the rest mortgaged property i.e. 8.50 floors (eight point fifty 

floors) total 2,61,460 (two lac sixty one thousand four 

hundred and sixty) square feet area of 37 Dilkusha 

Commercial Area, Dhaka and land of plot No. 355 na 555 

of Mouza Paikpara, Dhaka together with building standing 

on the land of said plots within a period of 7 (seven) days 

from the date of receipt of the order of the honorable High 

Court Division.” 
 

10. It further appears from the materials on record that after 

getting decrees in the aforesaid two Artha Rin Suits, the writ-

petitioner-respondent prayed before the High Court Division for 

non-prosecution of the writ petition and the said bench of the High 

Court Division passed the following order.  

 

“The 16th day of November, 2017 
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Mr. Md. Humayun Bashar, 

........... For the Petitioner. 
 

 The learned Advocate for the petitioner submits that he has 

instructions from his client not to proceed with the Rule.  
 

 In the result, the Rule is discharged for non-prosecution.” 

 

11. on 28.04.2019, that is, long after passing order of 

discharging the Rule, the writ petitioner respondent filed Contempt 

Petition No. 239 of 2019 in another bench of the High Court 

Division against Chowdhury Mustak Ahmed, Managing Director 

of the National Bank Ltd. bringing allegation of violation of 

interim order dated 05.10.2017 passed in the aforesaid writ 

petition No. 13673 of 2017 inasmuch as interim order lost its 

existence after passing the order discharging the said Rule on 

16.11.2017. In the said contempt petition, said bench of the High 

Court Division issued Rule and directed the contemner Chowdhury 

Mustak Ahmed to appear in the Court personally. In such peculiar 

circumstances, the petitioners have filed this civil petition for leave 

to appeal.  

 

12. Mr. Rokanuddin Mahmud, learned Senior Counsel 

appearing for the petitioners, submits that the High Court Division 

exceeded its jurisdiction in directing the Artha Rin Adalat to pass 

decrees inasmuch as it cannot dictate the Adalat or any other 

court, subordinate to it, mentioning terms of the decree. He 

submits that such type of interim direction without hearing the 

other side is unprecedented and law does not  permit the High 

Court Division to make such command to the Adalat where the suit 

is pending for adjudication. He further submits that after getting 

the decrees on 16.10.2017 the writ petitioner got an order 

discharging the Rule from the High Court Division practising 

fraud upon the Court. He further submits that after discharging the 

Rule, the interim order passed by the High Court Division became 

non-existent so the decrees passed pursuant to the interim order 

became nullity. Lastly, he submits that initiation of contempt 

proceeding in Cntempt Petition No. 239 of 2019 in the High Court 

Division on the basis of non-existent order is liable to be dropped.  

 

13. Mr. Abdul Baset Majumder, learned senior Counsel 

appearing for the respondent, submits that earlier the hrespondent 

filed an application before the Artha Rin Adalat for decreeing the 
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suit in terms of the agreement dated 30.08.2017. Since there is an 

agreement between the parties, the High Court Division did not 

commit any error of law in passing the impugned direction.  

 

14. Fraud and collusion are secret in its origin and inception. 

Collusion may be either apparent and patent or what is more 

common secret and covered by apparent show of honesty. A 

deliberate deception with the design of securing some unfair or 

undeserved benefit are elements of fraud and collusion which must 

necessarily be inferred from the circumstances, considering all the 

facts together. Let us examine the facts and circumstances of this 

case. 

 

15. For our perusal, we brought the record of Writ Petition No. 

13673 of 2017 from the record room of the High Court Division 

and perused the cause list dated 05.10.2017. It appears from the 

original Writ Petition that affidavit of the same was sworn on 

05.10.2017. The petitioner served notice to the office of the 

Attorney-General vide serial No. 13476 dated 05.10.2017. From 

the cause list dated 05.10.2017 it appears that the same appeared 

as item No. 70 in the cause list of the said Division Bench of the 

High Court Division on the same date, i.e. 05.10.2017. It is the 

usual practice of the Court that the Bench Officer, on receiving the 

writ petition, would post the petition in the cause list of the next 

working day and send the same to the press for publication 

through concerned officials. That is in order to post the instant 

writ petition on 05.10.2017, concerned Bench Officer, at least, 

should have received the said writ petition on 04.10.2017 for 

communicating its number and names of the parties to the press 

for publishing the same in the cause list of the next date, that is, on 

05.10.2017 keeping the petition in the custody of the Court. In such 

view of the matter it is apparent that posting of the writ petition on 

05.10.2017, that is, on the date of swearing affidavit and serving 

notice to the office of Attorney-General, was unusual and result of 

manipulation and highhandedness. Keeping National Bank and 

Agrani Bank Ltd. (Plaintiff No. 2 but not make party in writ 

petition) in the dark the defendant writ petitioner respondent No. 1 

managed to get the impugned order collusively from a particular 

Bench of the High Court Division, which has got the force of final 

order.  
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16. From order No. 19 dated 27.09.2017 it appears that the 

Adalat, while rejecting the prayer of the defendant writ petitioner-

respondent, observed that- 

 

“Hja¡hÙÛ¡u d¡kÑ a¡¢lM ¢hq£e Ad¡kÑ a¡¢l−M e¢b EfÙÛ¡fe L−l Q¤¢š²f−œ 

E−õ¢Ma pÇf¢š pwœ²¡−¿¹ Q¤¢š²f−œl b, e, g, h, i œ²¢j−L h¢ZÑa naÑ pj§q 

Q¤¢š² f−œl seller AbÑ¡v clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ ¢hh¡c£fr fÐ¢aÙÛ¡fe e¡ L−lC pÇf¢šl 

j§mÉ h¡hc G−Zl V¡L¡ pjeÄu q−h j−jÑ Aœ j¡jm¡u ¢X¢œ² fÐc¡−el fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−l 

h¡c£fr LaÑªL E−õ¢Ma BC−el 13(3) d¡l¡ ®j¡a¡−hL Eš²l©f ü£L«¢al 

¢i¢š−a ®kl©f l¡u h¡ B−cn ®f−a h¡c£ A¢dL¡l, ®pl©f l¡u h¡ B−cn 

fÐ¡bÑe¡u Bc¡m−al ¢eLV clM¡Ù¹ fÐc¡−el SeÉ e¢b−a ¢hcÉj¡e d¡kÑ a¡¢lM 

fkÑ¿¹ pju ®rfe e¡ L−l a¡vr¢ZL B−cn fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−l  j¡jm¡u haÑj¡e 

fkÑ¡−u BCeNa ¢h−hQe¡−k¡NÉ eu ¢hd¡u ¢hh¡c£l clM¡Ù¹ ®c¡alg¡p§−œ ¢he¡ 

MlQ¡u e¡j”¤l Ll¡ q−m¡z 

d¡kÑ a¡¢lM L¢f Sj¡A−¿¹ fri¥¢š² clM¡Ù¹ öe¡e£z”  
 

17. It further appears from the said order that the writ 

petitioner respondent in his application, inter alia, stated, “Aœ 

j¡jm¡u ¢X¢œ² fÐc¡−el fÐ¡bÑe¡ k¤š² clM¡Ù¹ j”¤l AeÉb¡u e¡j”¤−ll fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−lez” 

(underlined by us) It further appears from the aforesaid order that 

the learned Advocate for the plaintiff writ resondent-petitioner 

prayed for time for hearing of the said application on the date 

fixed for hearing of the suit. The Adalat observed, “Hja¡hÙÛ¡u Eiu 

f−rl öe¡¢e A−¿¹ ¢hh¡c£f−rl AcÉC AbÑ¡v a¡vr¢ZL B−cn fÐc¡−el fÐ¡bÑe¡l 

®fÐr¡f−V ¢hh¡c£l ¢hNa 21.09.2017 a¡¢l−M c¡¢Mm£ clM¡Ù¹ ¢ho−u B−c−nl SeÉ 

®eu¡ q−m¡z (underlined by us) which indicates that the defendant 

made pressure upon the Adalat to dispose of the application 

instantly with a definite object. It further observed that, “−lLXÑ 

fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u ®cM¡ k¡u clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ ¢hh¡c£fr Aœ j¡jm¡u ¢m¢Ma Sh¡h c¡¢Mm L−le 

e¡Cz Hhw e¢b−a BN¡j£ 13.11.2017 Cw a¡¢l−M HLalg¡ öe¡e£l SeÉ ¢ce d¡kÑ 

B−R jdÉh¢aÑ d¡kÑ a¡¢lM hÉ¢a−l−L clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ ¢hh¡c£ Aœ clM¡Ù¹ c¡¢Mm L−l 

a¡vr¢eL B−cn fÐ¡bÑe¡ L−lez” (underlined by us) It is to be mentioned 

here that section 13(3) of Artha Rin Adalat Ain provides that if at 

any stage of the suit, the statement in the plaint of the plaintiff be 

admitted by the defendant out of his written statement or by any 

other means and the plaintiff submits a petition in the Court 

praying for such judgment or order as he is entitled to on the basis 

of such admission, the Court will pass suitable Judgment or order 

without waiting for setting other points in issue existing among the 

plaintiff and the defendant. Here, in this case, prayer for decree 

was filed by the defendant not by the plaintiff. The law, as 
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mentioned above, does not provide any provision to file such 

application by the defendant. Another important aspect of this case 

is that the defendant in its application (Annexure- B to the writ 

petition) prayed for passing decree in following terms:  

“1z Ef−l¡š² 46,140 hNÑg¥V (1j fr J q¡l¡q¡¢li¡−h S¢jl j¤mÉ 

pq ®j¡V j§mÉ 184,56,00,000 (HLna Q¤l¡¢n ®L¡¢V R¡f¡æ mr) ®L¡¢V V¡L¡ 

qC−a GZ J p¤c pq 126,00,00,000 (HLna R¡¢în ®L¡¢V) −L¡¢V V¡L¡ 

GZ pjeÄu qC−h HC j−jÑ ®j¡LŸj¡¢V ¢X¢œ² qC−hz h¡c£ h¡L£ 

48,56,00,000 (BV Q¢õn ®L¡¢V R¡f¡æ mr) ®L¡¢V V¡L¡ Hj, Bl, ®VÊ¢Xw 

Hl hl¡h−l ¢X¢œ²l a¡¢lM qC−a 30 (¢œn) ¢c−el j−dÉ ®glv ®cJu¡l ¢X¢œ² 

qC−hz  

Eš² G−Zl ¢hfl£−a h¡c£ hÉ¡w−L SëL«a hœ²£ 8 am¡, AbÑ¡v 

2,61,460 (c¤C mr HLo¢– q¡S¡l Q¡lna o¡V) hNÑg¥V ®Øfp 20¢V Lje 

®Øfp pq 37, ¢cmL¥n¡ h¡¢Z¢SÉL Hm¡L¡l ï¢j pq håL«a pÇf¢š HC ¢hh¡c£ 

Hj, Bl, ®VÊ¢Xw ®L¡w Hl hl¡h−l ¢X¢œ²l c¡h£ qC−a 30 (¢œn) ¢c−el j−dÉ 

(Af¡WÉ) L−l ®cJu¡l ¢X¢œ² qC−hz” 
 

18. Maintainability of such prayer for decreeing the suit, at the 

instance of the defendant, regarding his claim in Artha Rin Suit 

and jurisdiction of the Adalat to pass such decree in favour of the 

defendant was vital issue in the suits but the High Court Division 

did not allow the Adalat to consider such issue by 

commanding/dictating the Adalat to decree the suits.  
 

19. Earlier the Adalat, on perusal of the application as well as 

the agreement, particularly, terms No. b, e, g, h and i of the same, 

rejected the said application. Thereafter, the said defendant rushed 

to the High Court Division and obtained Rule and ad-interim order 

as mentioned earlier, thereby, compelled the Adalat to pass the 

defendant’s desired decrees in two suits as per prayer quoted 

above. 
 

20. From the Rule issuing order dated 05.10.2017 it appears 

that the substantive prayer of the writ petitioner-respondent was 

for declaring the order No. 19 dated 27.09.2017 passed by the 

Artha Rin Adalat in Title Suit No. 382 of 2016 was without lawful 

authority and of no legal effect. That is, the writ petitioner-

respondent was entitled to get an order for simple declaration that 

the Order No. 19 dated 27.09.2017 passed by the Artha Rin Adalat 

No. 3, Dhaka in Title Suit No. 382 of 2016 unlawful in terms of the 

prayer if the Rule was made absolute. It is not understood, how the 

High Court Division could direct the Adalat to decree the suits 
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before setting aside the order No. 19 dated 27.09.2017 and also 

before hearing of the National Bank Ltd. and Agrani Bank Ltd, the 

two plaintiffs of the said suit.  
 

21. From the ad-interim order passed in the said writ petition, 

it appears that the said Division Bench of the High Court Division 

directed Artha Rin Adalat to pass a decree for an amount of Taka 

126 Crore in Artha Rin Suit No. 3.82 of 2016 and Taka 10 (ten) 

Crore in Artha Rin Suit No. 1618 of 2016, that is, in total for a sum 

of Taka 136 crore and it also directed to return the rest of the sale 

proceeds amounting of Taka 48,56,00,000 to the writ petitioner 

within 7 days after adjustment of the aforesaid loan amount and to 

redeem the rest of the mortgaged property. Even after final 

hearing of writ petition the defendant writ petitioner was not 

entitled to get such order since the High Court Division cannot 

dictate any Court to pas a decree mentioning the terms and 

conditions of the agreement, if any, without examining the validity 

of such agreement upon hearing the other party to the said 

agreement. Even the High Court Division itself did not bother to 

examine the alleged agreement not as to whether the application 

filed by  the defendant with the prayer quoted above was 

maintainable or not. W do not find any provision within the four 

comers of the Artha Rin Adalat Ain t decree the suit in favour of 

the defendant considering his claim. It is to be mentioned here that 

the defendant got such decree before filing written statement.  

 

22. From the materials on record as well as from the statement 

made in this civil petition it appears that pursuant to the aforesaid 

ad-interim direction, the Artha Rin Adalat passed decrees in two 

Artha Rin Suits upon quoting the aforesaid direction, thereby, 

complied with the direction of the High Court Division in favour of 

the defendant inasmuch as the Rule was issued to verify whether 

the impugned Order No. 19 dated 27.09.2017 passed only in Title 

Suit No. 382 of 2016 was in accordance with law or not. Though 

no Rule was issued in respect of the Artha Rin Suit No. 1618 of 

2016, the said Bench of the High Court Division also directed to 

decree the suit in respect Artha Rin Case No. 1618 of 2016 as well, 

which was not only unprecedented but under no circumstance can 

be sustained in law. Such direction/command was not issue 

bonafide and fairly. In fact, it was collusive, cunning, deceitful and 

fraudulent order.  
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23. Mysterious enough is that in the said ad-interim direction, 

the said Bench of the High Court Division also directed to return 

the sale proceed of Taka 48,56,00,000 to the writ petitioner-

respondent after adjustment of the loan of the writ petitioner in the 

bank which was a sum of Taka 136,00,00,000 within 7 (seven) days 

and to redeem the rest of the mortgaged property without giving 

any opportunity to the writ respondent-petitioners of being heard. 

Even the High Court Division did not bother to allow the Artha Rin 

Adalat to examine the witnesses to prove the alleged memorandum 

of understanding and to ascertain as to whether the same was 

genuine and lawful or not and the same was entertainable and 

enforceable in the Artha Rin Adalat or not. Perhaps this is the only 

case, where the defendant not being a bank or a financial 

institution obtained decree for Taka 48,56,00,000 after adjustment 

of the entire loan amount and got an order of redemption of 

mortgaged property without filing any suit in the competent court 

or making set off or counter claim, though not permissible in the 

Artha Adalat Ain. The entire facts and circumstances appear to be 

grossly against the law and judicial conscience.  

 

24. How has the case of the Agrani Bank Ltd. been adjudicated 

upon? We do not find any answer anywhere either in the order of 

the High Court Division or in the decrees of the Adalat.  

 

25. It is well settled that after discharging the Rue the ad-

interim order passed earlier became non-existent and it loses its 

efficacy but the present writ petitioner filed contempt petition 

before another bench of the High Court Division bringing 

allegation that Chowdhury Mustak Ahmed, Managing Director of 

National Bank Limited has violated the judgment and order dated 

05.10.2017 passed in Writ Petition No. 13673 of 2017 willfully 

and, accordingly, said Bench issued Rule upon said Chowdhury 

Mustak Ahmed asking him as to why proceeding of contempt of 

Court should not be drawn up against him for willful violation of 

the order dated 05.10.2017 passed by the High Court Division in 

Writ Petition No. 13673 of 2017. That Bench of the High Court 

Division also directed him to appear before the Court in person on 

12.05.2019 at 10.30 am to give explanation with regard to non-

compliance of the order passed by the High Court Division dated 

05.10.2017 in Writ Petition No. 13673 f 2017, when at the instance 

of the writ petitioner-respondent the said Rule was discharged as 
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not being pressed, consequently, ad-interim direction given by the 

High Court Division became non-est. In fact, a gigantic fraud has 

been committed upon the Court inasmuch as the writ petitioner 

was active in concealing the facts having full knowledge of the fact 

that the interim order passed in Writ Petition No. 13673 of 2017 

does not exist. Having full knowledge the respondent resorted to 

such fraudulent attempt of misleading another Bench of the High 

Court Division only to harass and humiliate Chowdhury Mustaq 

Ahmed, the Managing Director of National Bank Ltd. bringing 

contempt petition against him. It is to be mentioned here that Mr. 

Md. Humayun Bashar, learned Advocate prepared both the writ 

petition and the contempt petition in his office and put his 

signatures in both the vokalatnamas. Said Humayun Bashar 

himself prayed for non-prosecution of the Rule issued in Writ 

Petition No. 13673 of 2017 and got the order discharging the said 

Rule. Knowing full well about the said order discharging the Rule 

be prepared and filed the contempt petition on behalf of the 

contempt petitioner respondent No. 1 and, thereby, deliberately 

committed fraud upon the Court.  

 

26. It is settled principle that the relief which cannot be 

granted in the Rule should not be granted in the interim prayer. An 

interim relief can be granted only in aid of and as ancillary to the 

main relief which may be available to the party on final 

determination of his right in a proceeding. The main purpose of 

passing an interim order is to evolve a workable formula or the 

workable arrangement to the extent called for by the demands of 

the situation. It is well settled that an interim order merges with 

the final order and does not exist by itself. An interim order would 

be non-est in the eye of law when the Rule is discharged. It must, in 

such circumstances, take effect as if there were no interim order. 

Here in this case, the respondent hurriedly obtained the interim 

order and rushed to the Artha Rin Adalat and obtained the decrees 

as mentioned above. Thereafter, the writ petitioner prayed for 

discharging the Rule issued in the writ petition as not being 

pressed. After discharging the Rule, the interim order became non-

est and the basis of the aforesaid two decrees lost its existence, 

and, consequently, the decrees became nullity.   

 

27. The writ petitioner-respondent moved Contempt Petition 

No. 239 of 2019 on 28.04.2019 against the leave petitioner No. 2 
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alleging violation of the order dated 05.10.2017 passed in Writ 

Petition No. 13673 of 2017. The said order was non-est in the eye 

of law because of Rule issued in the said writ petition was 

discharged long before initiation of contempt proceeding. Every 

person is liable to make full and correct statement in his petition. 

Suppression of the fact of getting the Rule discharged and 

production of such non-est interim direction at the time of filing of 

the contempt petition bringing allegation of violation of the said 

non-est interim order and obtaining Rule on such misconceived 

contempt petition is tantamount to practising fraud upon the Court, 

Knowing full well about the non-existent interim order, the 

respondent made false representation before the Court of law with 

dishonest intention, so he is guilty of practising fraud upon the 

Court,  

 

28. The leave petitioners have filed this leave petition against 

the interim order dated 5.10.2017 passed in Writ petition No. 

13673of 2017 inasmuch as the said interim order does not exist 

after the Rule was discharged. But fact remains that pursuant to 

the interim order, the Artha Rin Adalat decreed the suits in Artha 

Rin Suit Nos. 382 of 2016 and 1618 of 2016. In view of such 

peculiar and extraordinary circumstances we have no option but to 

set aside those decrees exercising our jurisdiction vested under 

article 104 of the Constitution. When collusion and fraud have 

been established and illegal order/direction and decrees have been 

obtained from the Courts this Court cannot shut its eyes and 

remain a silent spectator.  This Court must come forward to undo 

the wrongs by setting aside the illegal decrees. This apex Court 

has the duty and obligation to rise to the occasion in order to do 

substantial and complete justice. Since collusion and fraud affect 

the solemnity, regularity and orderliness of the proceedings of  the 

Courts this Court, in exercise of its extra-ordinary power is 

authorized to set aside the decrees obtained illegally by collusion. 

 

29.  It is to be remembered here that it 

is the duty of the Judges to maintain 

high ethical standard and impartiality. 

It is duty of the Judges to act at all 



 104

times in a manner that promotes public 

confidence in respect of the integrity 

and impartiality of the Judges and the 

judiciary as a whole. In view of the 

facts and circumstances stated above 

what would be the perceptions of a 

reasonable person? 
 

30.  A reasonable person would 

perceive that the Judges ability to carry 

out judicial responsibilities with 

integrity honesty, impartiality and 

conduct reflects adversely on their 

honesty impartiality, temperament and 

fitness to serve as Judges.  
 

31.  The learned Judges of the High 

Court Division have issued an 

absolutely illegal order directing the 

Artha Rin Adalat to decree the suits in 

a specified manner which has eroded 

the confidence of the litigants to the 

suits and will have the effect of 

undermining the credibility of the 

Judiciary as whole. 
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32.  Similarly the lawyers hearing officers of the Court are 

equally responsible to maintain the dignity prestige and image of 

the Court as well as the  judiciary as a whole. In this case they 

totally failed to perform their duties as deserved by the Court. 

Particularly, the lawyer, who filed contempt petition bringing 

allegation of violation of the interim order after getting the order 

discharging the Rule issued in Writ Petition No. 13673 of 2017, 

must answer about his conduct and bona fide. 

 

33. Accordingly, the leave petition is disposed of. The judgment 

and decrees dated 16.10.2017 passed by the Artha Rin Adalat No. 

3, Dhaka in Artha Rin Suit Nos. 382 of 2016 and 1618 of 2016 are 

set aside. The Adalat is directed to proceed with both the suits in 

accordance with law. The Rule issued in Contempt Petition No. 

239 of 2019 is hereby discharged.  

 

34. Alhaj Md. Mizanur Rahman, proprietor of MR. Trading 

Company of No. 37, Dilkusha Commercial Area, Motijheel, Dhaka 

is directed to pay cost f Taka 1,00,00,000 (Taka one crore) within 

15 (fifteen) days from the date of service of the copy of this order.  

 

 Let a copy of this order be communicated to Alhaj Md. 

Mizanur Rahman, Proprietor of MR Trading Company of No. 37, 

Dilkusha Commercial Area, Motijheel, Dhaka at once. The amount 

of said Taka 1,00,00,000 (Taka one crore) as cost is to be 

deposited in the account of this Court.  

 

e§l ®j¡q¡Çjc M¡e  h¡e¡j l¡Cp¡ B¢SS ®hNj [72 ¢XHmBl (H¢X) 

(2020) f¡a¡ 10] ®j¡LŸj¡ H fkÑ¡−u …l¦aÅf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u ®j¡LŸj¡l fÉ¡l¡ 109, 

112, 114 Hhw 115 ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x  
 

109. In fact the appeal was allowed by the High Court Division 

due to some unscrupulous Government Officials’ illegal and 

collusive activities in favour of Khadiza.  

 

112. It is a common knowledge that many Government Officials 

of various departments are situated on hired buildings. For this 

reason the Government has to bear huge expense for payment of 

rents. Therefore, it is our pious wish that the Government would 

retain the valuable property i.e. the suit property, itself, which is 

situated at the heart of Dhaka by allotting the same to any 
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Government Department or in the alternative the Government may 

construct a building for Government Departments/Officers, so that 

this valuable property does not again fall into the hands of 

land/property grabbers with the help of some unscrupulous 

Government Officials.  
 

114. Before parting with the judgment, we could like to note that 

the power of this Court under article 104 of the Constitution is an 

extensive one though it is not used often or rendomly. It is 

generally used for doing complte justice in any cause or matter 

pending before it in rare occasions in exceptional or extra-

ordinary cases for avoiding miscarriage of justice. To meet 

unwarranted and unpredicted exceptional situation this power is 

vested in this Division for doing complete justice. Article 104 

widens our hands so that this Division is not prowerless in 

exceptional matters. The matters (appeals CPLA) in our hands are 

matters requiring exercise of this power, to save a valuable 

property of the Government from the clutches of greedy 

land/property grabbers, that too with the active collaboration and 

help from the Government Officials. Therefore, we have no other 

option than to exercise our power under article 104 of the 

Constituion. In the instant matters, it is absolutely necessary to do 

so.  

115. Moreover, if we do not exercise the power, given by our 

beloved Constitution under article 104 in these matters, it would 

give a wrong massage to the unscrupulous land/property grabbers 

and in such case this judgment would be used as a tool/device to 

grab other Government properties with the seal of the Court. 

Therefore, under compelling circumstances, we have exercised our 

power under article 104 of the Constitution in dealing with the 

appeals and the CPLA for doing complete justice.  

…l¦aÅf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u NZfÐS¡a¿»£ h¡wm¡−cn plL¡−ll hoÑf¢” ab¡ 

LÉ¡−mä¡−ll Ef−ll Aw−n h¢eÑa EÜª¢apj§q HC ®j¡LŸj¡l p¡−b p¡j”pÉf§ZÑ 

¢hd¡u ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x  

“k¡l¡ pv f−b  S£¢hL¡ ASÑe L−l, a¡l¡ Bõ¡ql ¢fÐu hå¥” 

-Bm ®L¡lBez 
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“plL¡¢l LjÑQ¡l£−cl fÐ¢a Bj¡l ¢e−cÑn c¡¢uaÅ f¡m−e B−l¡ je 

¢cez fÐn¡pe ®b−L c¤eÑ£¢a c§l Ll¦ez”  

- h‰hå¥z 

“j¤¢š²l pwNË¡−jl ®Q−uJ ®c−n Ns¡l pwNË¡j L¢We; a¡C ®cn 

Ns¡l L¡−S Bj¡−cl phÑn¢š² ¢e−u¡N Ll−a q−hz”  

   - h‰hå¥z 

“O¤oc¡a¡ J O¤o-NËq£a¡ EiuC S¡q¡æ¡¢j” 

     - Bm q¡¢cpz  

“j¡e¤−ol SeÉ fÐn¡pe, fÐn¡p−el SeÉ j¡e¤o eu” 

    - ®nM q¡¢pe¡z 

“Bjl¡ j¡e¤−ol LmÉ¡−Z L¡S Ll−a A‰£L¡lhÜ” 

   - −nM q¡¢pe¡z 

c¤eÑ£¢a ®R−s ®ph¡ ¢ce, °e¢aLa¡l nfb ¢eez  
 

h¡wm¡−c−nl L«oL, nÐ¢jL, N¡−jÑ¾Vp nÐ¢jL, pLm fÐL¡l nÐjS£h£ j¡e¤o Hhw h¡wm¡−c−nl 

AeÉaj ®nÐù p¿¹¡e ab¡ ¯h−c¢nL j¤â¡ ASÑeL¡l£ nÐ¢jL i¡C−h¡e−cl lš² f¡¢e Ll¡ nÐ−jl V¡L¡u 

Bj¡−cl ja l¡−øÌl pLm ®hae−i¡N£ LjÑLaÑ¡ LjÑQ¡l£, ¢hQ¡lL, ¢hQ¡lf¢a, p¡j¢lL ®hp¡j¢lL 

h¡¢qe£l pLm LjÑLaÑ¡ LjÑQ¡l£−cl Aæ pwÙÛ¡−el j¡dÉjz Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma nÐ¢jL i¡C-®h¡e−cl Lø¡¢SÑa 

A−bÑ Bj¡−cl f¢lh¡−ll ilZ−f¡oZ, fs¡−mM¡, k¡ha£u pLm lLj p¤−k¡N p¤¢hd¡ hÉhÙÛ¡ quz 

Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma −jqe¢a nÐ¢jL i¡C−h¡−el¡ Bj¡−cl ja pLm ®hae−i¡N£−cl a¡−cl Lø¡¢SÑa AbÑ 

fÐc¡e L−l HC SeÉ ®k, Bjl¡ ®ke Bj¡−cl ¢eS ¢eS c¡¢uaÅ pvi¡−h, cra¡l p¡−b, ¢el−fra¡l 

p¡−b Hhw ®cn−fÐ−jl p¡−b Ll−a f¡¢lz Bj¡−cl ®jqe¢a nÐ¢jL i¡C-®h¡−el¡ ®L¡e¢ce c¤eÑ£¢a, 

üSefÐ£¢a Hhw ®c−nl pÇfc m¤V Ll¡l j−a¡ ®L¡e LjÑ L−le¡z ®c−nl pÇfc m¤Val¡S L−l 

q¡−a−N¡e¡ L¢afu LjÑLaÑ¡-LjÑQ¡l£z −jqe¢a L«oL nÐ¢jL i¡C-®h¡e−cl Lø¡¢SÑa AbÑ pLm 

®hae−i¡N£ LjÑLaÑ¡ LjÑQ¡l£−cl SeÉ hÉ¡u q−µRz ¢L¿º c¤iÑ¡NÉhna ¢LR¤ pwMÉL ®hae−i¡N£ LjÑLaÑ¡ 

LjÑQ¡l£ L«oL-nÐ¢jL i¡C-®h¡e−cl pÇfc c¤eÑ£¢al j¡dÉ−j   BaÈp¡v-H  ¢mçz ®jqe¢a L«oL 

nÐ¢j−Ll lš² f¡¢e Ll¡ AbÑ ¢LR¤ pwMÉL c¤eÑ£¢ah¡S LjÑLaÑ¡-LjÑQ¡l£ m¤−Vl¡ h¡¢qe£l j−a¡ m¤V L−l 

¢e−u k¡−µRz SeN−el ®hae−i¡N£ Hph c¤eÑ£¢ah¡S p¡j¢lL-®hp¡j¢lL plL¡l£ LjÑLaÑ¡ LjÑQ¡l£, 

¢hQ¡lL, ¢hQ¡lf¢a−cl SeN−el Bc¡m−a cy¡s Ll¡−e¡l HMeC pju z ®Lhmj¡œ a¡q−mC BC−el 

n¡pe fÐ¢aù¡ pñh q−hz  
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SeN−el pÇf¢š ®cMi¡−ml phÑ−no Ù¹−l SeNe ¢hQ¡lLN−el 

Efl BÙÛ¡ ®l−M−Rez p¤al¡w ¢hQ¡lLN−el ¢hn¡m …l¦c¡¢uaÅ q−m¡ 

SeN−el pÇf¢š ®ke ®L¡e ®S¡µQl, WL, h¡Vf¡l Hhw S¡¢mu¡a Qœ² 

NË¡p Ll−a e¡ f¡−lz 

®k−L¡e ®j¡LŸj¡l ¢ho−u ¢pÜ¡−¿¹ Efe£a qJu¡l ¢e¢jš fÐcš 

k¤¢š²pj§q ph−Q−u …l¦aÅf§ZÑz ¢pÜ¡−¿¹ Efe£a qJu¡l L¡lZpj§q k−bø 

k¤¢š²pÇfæ q−a q−hz k¤¢š²q£e l¡u ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡N−L SeN−el ¢eLV 

fÐnÀ¢hÜ L−lz ¢pÜ¡−¿¹ Efe£a qJu¡l L¡lZ…¢m k¤¢š²pÇja e¡ q−m ®p 

¢pÜ¡¿¹ h¡ l¡u Sej−e BÙÛ¡q£ea¡l pª¢ø L−lz   

¢hQ¡l−Ll fÐ‘¡ J paa¡ (wisdom and integrity) R¡s¡ 

j¡epÇja ¢hQ¡l hÉhÙÛ¡ LÒfe¡ Ll¡ k¡u e¡z  

¢hQ¡l−Ll fÐ‘¡ J paa¡ Hhw l¡u fÐc¡eL¡−m a¡l ¢pÜ¡¿¹ 

fÐc¡−el L¡lZ…¢m k¢c k¤¢š²pÇja Hhw °e¢aLa¡pÇfæ e¡ qu a−h ®p 

¢hQ¡l hÉhÙÛ¡ Eæa ¢hQ¡l hÉhÙÛ¡u ¢e−S−L LMeC A¢d¢øa Ll−a prj 

q−h e¡z  

¢hQ¡l−Ll l¡u q−h pqS plm j¡a«i¡o¡u ab¡ h¡wm¡ i¡o¡u, 

¢pÜ¡−¿¹ Efe£a qJu¡l L¡lZ…−m¡ q−h ®nÐù k¤¢š²l Efl fÐ¢a¢ùa, 

¢hQ¡¢lL ¢h−hQe¡fÐp§az HLSe pqS plm p¡d¡lZ j¡e¤o f−s ®ke 

Eš² ¢pÜ¡−¿¹l ®L¡e i¥m dl−a e¡ f¡−lz  
 

AdÙ¹e Bc¡mapj§−ql j−dÉ Y¡L¡ ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma h¡wm¡−c−nl ph−Q−u 

…l¦aÅf§ZÑ Bc¡maz H¢V fÐbja l¡Sd¡e£−a Ah¢ÙÛaz ¢àa£ua Y¡L¡ ®Sm¡ SS Hl 

BJa¡d£e h¡wm¡−c−nl ph−Q−u j§mÉh¡e BL¡nQ¤ð£pq …l¦aÅf§ZÑ ÙÛ¡fe¡, A¢gp, 

Bc¡ma, h¡¢Z¢SÉL fÐ¢aù¡e pÇf¢š Ah¢ÙÛaz HR¡s¡ Y¡L¡ −Sm¡ SS Hl BJa¡d£e 

h¡wm¡−c−nl pLm …l¦aÅf§ZÑ hÉhp¡¢uL fÐ¢aù¡−el fÐd¡e A¢gp Ah¢ÙÛaz HLLb¡u Y¡L¡ 

®Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma h¡wm¡−c−nl pLm ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma ®b−L AhÙÛ¡eNa L¡l−Z 
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ph−Q−u …l¦aÅf§ZÑz p¤al¡w HV¡ d−l ®eu¡ qu ®k, h¡wm¡−c−nl pLm ®Sm¡ SS 

fcjkÑ¡c¡l hÉ¢š²N−el jdÉ q−a paa¡, fÐ‘¡, cra¡ Hhw e£¢a¯e¢aLa¡u ¢k¢e phÑ−nÊù 

a¡−LC Y¡L¡ ®Sm¡l ®Sm¡ SS ¢q−p−h ¢e−u¡N fÐc¡e Ll¡ quz Y¡L¡l ®Sm¡ SS 

h¡wm¡−c−nl AdÙ¹e Bc¡m−al pLm ¢hQ¡l−Ll j−dÉ ®nÐù HV¡ hm¡l A−fr¡ l¡−Me¡z 

Y¡L¡l ®Sm¡ SS h¡wm¡−c−nl pLm AdÙ¹e Bc¡m−al ¢hQ¡lL−cl Ae¤Lle£u, 

Ae¤pÈle£u Hhw BcnÑ ¢hQ¡lLz Y¡L¡l ®Sm¡ S−Sl ¢eLV ®b−L S¡¢al A−eL fÐaÉ¡n¡z 

L¡lZ ¢a¢e a¡l LjÑcra¡u h¡wm¡−c−nl Eæu−e hÉ¡fL Ahc¡e l¡−Mez  
 

fÐL«a j¡¢mL ¢hq£e h¡wm¡−c−nl pLm A¢fÑa pÇf¢š pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 143 

®j¡a¡−hL fÐS¡a−¿»l ab¡ SeN−el pÇf¢š Hhw pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 21 ®j¡a¡−hL 

S¡a£u pÇf¢š (Public Property) ab¡ f¡¢hmL VÊ¡ø pÇf¢š (Public Trust 

Property)z H¢V AhnÉC  Mäe−k¡NÉz ®Lhm j¡œ fÐL«a j¡¢mL kb¡kb i¡−h f¢lQu 

(identity) fÐj¡e Ll−a f¡l−m ®gla−k¡NÉz   

pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 21(1) ®j¡a¡−hL S¡a£u pÇf¢š lr¡ Ll¡ fÐ−aÉL 

e¡N¢l−Ll LaÑhÉz pw¢hd¡−el Ae¤−µRc 21(2) ®j¡a¡−hL S¡a£u pÇf¢š lr¡ Ll¡ 

fÐS¡a−¿»l L−jÑ ¢ek¤š² fÐ−aÉL hÉ¢š²l AhnÉ LaÑhÉz 
 
 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š B¢fm Bc¡m−al a¢LÑa l¡u pqS plm f¡−W H¢V Ly¡−Ql ja 

f¢lú¡l ®k, l¡u¢V ¢hQ¡l−Ll fÐ‘¡ Hhw f¤wM¡e¤f¤wM k¤¢š² fÐcnÑef§hÑL HL¢V l¡u euz  
 
 

q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l pÇf¢šl  j¡¢mL ®f±lpi¡l −q¡¢ôw VÉ¡„ fÐc¡e L−le e¡Cz q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V 

V¡L¡l pÇf¢š j¡¢m−Ll ¢hc¤Év ¢h−ml −L¡e L¡NS e¡Cz q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l pÇf¢šl ®L¡e plL¡l£ 

M¡Se¡ fÐc¡−el l¢nc e¡Cz q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l pÇf¢šl j¡¢mL−L ÙÛ¡e£u ab¡ p¡i¡l b¡e¡l ®Lq ¢Q−e 

e¡z ÙÛ¡e£u ¢ehÑ¡¢Qa fÐ¢a¢e¢d ®b−L ®L¡e pec ®cM¡−a hÉbÑ q−u−Rez  
 

ü£L«aj−aC ®kM¡−e e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š−a 1965 p¡−m ®pep¡p ¢mø 

Ae¤k¡u£ fÐb−j nœ¦ pÇf¢š flhaÑ£−a Vested Property Hhw 

haÑj¡−e A¢fÑa pÇf¢š a¡¢mL¡i¤š² qu Hhw 295/75 ¢i¢f ®Lp j§−m  

¢h¢iæ hÉ¢š² Hhw clM¡Ù¹L¡l£ p¢j¢a−a 1975 p¡−m m£S fËc¡e Ll¡ 

quz B−hceL¡l£àu j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l Hhw a¡q¡l i¡C nË£ ®l¡q£ 
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Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®Le a¡−cl L−uL q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l pÇf¢š−L f¢laÉ¡š² 

®l−M c£OÑ 40/50 hvpl e£lh ¢R−me ®p ¢ho−u ®L¡e hš²hÉ e¡Cz  
  

fË¡u q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡ j§−mÉl j§mÉh¡e pÇf¢šl ab¡L¢ba 

j¡¢mL c¡¢hL¡l£ j§m ®j¡LŸj¡u 1 ew B−hceL¡l£ nË£ j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ 

®f¡Ÿ¡l ¢f, X¡¢hÔE -1 ¢qp¡−h p¡rÉ fËc¡eL¡−m h−me ®k, e¡¢mn£ 

S¢j−a Bj¡l ¢V−el Ol B−Rz L−uL q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l p¡i¡−ll 

pÇf¢šl j¡¢mL e¡¢mn£ S¢j−a öd¤j¡œ HL¢V ¢V−el Ol Ll−a 40/50 

hvp−l pjbÑ qez  
 

j§m j¡jm¡l B−hc−e ab¡ A¢faÑ pÇf¢š ®j¡LŸj¡ ew 

479/2012 Hl B−hc−el qmge¡j¡u 1 ew B−hceL¡l£ nË£ j¡dh 

Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l Hhw a¡l i¡C−ul ¢WL¡e¡ L¡m¢p, ®pLne 12, hÔL-

N, fõh£, b¡e¡ ¢jlf¤l ®Sm¡ Y¡L¡-1216 hZÑe¡ L−lez p¡i¡l nq−ll 

L−uL q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l pÇf¢šl j¡¢mL ¢e−Sl pÇf¢š−a e¡ ®b−L 

¢jlf¤−ll L¡m¢p−a i¡s¡ h¡p¡u ®Le b¡−Le a¡l ®L¡e hÉ¡MÉ¡ e¡Cz 

Hje¢L L¡mp£ La eðl h¡p¡u b¡−Le Hhw ®pC h¡p¡l ®q¡¢ôw 

e¡ð¡lJ fËc¡e L−le e¡Cz Ab¡Ñv B−hceL¡l£àu −k fËL«af−r ïu¡ 

Hhw S¡¢mu¡a a¡ ¢c−el B−m¡l ja fËj¡¢Za paÉz 
 

j§m j¡jm¡l qmge¡j¡u 1ew B−hceL¡l£ nË£ j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ 

®f¡Ÿ¡l, hup 65(fuo¢–) hvpl ®fn¡- Q¡L¤l£, djÑ- Cpm¡j, ¢WL¡e¡ 

Eiu L¡m¢p, ®pLne-12, hÔL- ‘N’, fõ¢h, b¡e¡-¢jlf¤l, ®Sm¡-

Y¡L¡-1216 heÑe¡ L−l−Rez ¢L¿º ¢a¢e ®L¡b¡u Q¡L¥l£ Ll−ae ®p 

¢ho−u e¢b−a ®L¡e abÉ e¡Cz AbÑ¡v nÐ£ j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l qmg 
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L−l Bc¡m−a ¢jbÉ¡ h−m−Rez Hje¢L djÑ Cpm¡j ¢m−M Bc¡m−al 

p¡−b fÐa¡lZ¡ L−l−Rez 

 
 

 A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Hhw ®Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡ LaÑªL 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m A¡f£m ®j¡LŸj¡ ew 20/2017 Hl fËcš ¢hNa 

Cw−lS£ 02.11.2017 H l¡u fËc¡eL¡−m A¢fÑa pÇf¢š BCe, 2001-H 

h¢ZÑa ¢h¢d ¢hd¡e f¢lf§ZÑi¡−h f¡me e¡ L−l l¡u fÐc¡e L−lez 

  

Bf£m Bc¡m−al l¡u pqS plm f¡−W H¢V Ly¡−Ql ja Øfø ®k, Bf£m Bc¡ma A¢fÑa 

pÇf¢š  fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001-H d¡l¡ 10 Efd¡l¡ 6 (N) ®j¡a¡−hL j§m −j¡LŸj¡l B−hceL¡l£àu 

ab¡ j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l (Aœ 2 ew fË¢afr) Hhw ®l¡q£ Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ −k ®rœ ®j¡qe ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll p¿¹¡e 

®p pÇf−LÑ paÉ¡paÉ Ae¤på¡−el E−Ÿ−nÉ ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡N£u LjÑLaÑ¡, plL¡l£ LjÑLaÑ¡ ¢Lwh¡ Bf£m 

Bc¡m−al ¢h−hQe¡u ®k ®L¡e LjÑLaÑ¡−L ¢e−cÑn fËc¡e L−l B−hceL¡l£à−ul j¡¢mL¡e¡l ¢ho−u 

p¢WL Ae¤på¡e L−l Eš² Ae¤på¡−el ¢i¢š−a l¡u¢V fËc¡e L−le e¡Cz Hje¢L d¡l¡ 10 Efd¡l¡ (8) 

(Q) ®j¡a¡−hL Bf£m Bc¡ma a¡l fËcš ¢pÜ¡¿¹ fËc¡e L¡−m EfÙÛ¡¢fa p¡−rÉl pw¢rç ¢h−nÔoZ J 

j§mÉ¡ue pq ¢pÜ¡−¿¹l L¡lZ hZÑe¡ L−le e¡Cz 
 

…l¦aÅf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u −cJu¡e£ L¡kÑ¢h¢dl d¡l¡ 107 ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x 

107. (1) Subject to such conditions and limitations as may be 

prescribed, an Appellate Court shall have power- 

(a) to determine a case finaly; 

(b) to remand a case;  

(c) to frame issues and refer them for trial;  

(d) to take additional evidence or to require such 

evidence to be taken.  

 (2) Subject as aforesaid, the appellate Court shall have the 

same powers and shall perform as nearly as may be the same 

duties as are conferred and imposed by this Code on Courts of 

original jurisdiction in respect of suits instituted therein. 
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 n¢g H ®Q±d¤l£ he¡j f§h¡m£ hÉ¡wL (54 ¢XHmBl 310) −j¡LŸj¡u j¡ee£u 

¢hQ¡lf¢a H. ¢h. Hj. M¡ul¦m qL (flhaÑ£−a h¡wm¡−c−nl fÐd¡e ¢hQ¡lf¢a) A¢ija 

fÐc¡e L−l−Re ®k, 

9. There is hardly any doubt that section 107 of the Code 

clothes the Appellate Court with all the powers of the Court 

of original jurisdiction. Reliance in this respect may be 

made in the decisions reported in AIR 1924 Nagpur 80, 

AIR 1942 Cal 539, AIE 1951 All 64 FB, AIR 1969 (SC) 

1349. The appellate Court can also take into consideration 

subsequent events and even the change in law (Ref. AIR 

1928 Cal 43, AIR 1931 Bom 280, AIR 1974 (SC) 2068).  

 

10. It appears that this provision of the Code amply empowers 

a Court in its first appellate jurisdiction to consider all and 

each question of fact as well as the law including the 

question relating to the rejection of a plaint and also the 

maintainability of the suit.  
 

…l¦aÄf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ BCe, 2001 Hl d¡l¡ 22 ¢e−jÀ 

A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x  
 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m J Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡−ml L¡kÑfÜ¢a 

22z  (1) [VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m J Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m] Hl pLm öe¡e£ fÐL¡−nÉ 

Ae¤¢ùa qC−h Hhw Eq¡l l¡u fÐL¡−nÉ ®O¡¢oa qC−hz  

 (2) HC BC−el ¢hd¡e¡hm£ p¡−f−r, [VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m J Bf£m 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m] ¢h¢d à¡l¡ ¢edÑ¡¢la fÜ¢a Ae¤plZ L¢l−h, Hhw HCl©f ¢h¢d 

fÐe£a e¡ qJu¡ fkÑ¿¹ fÐQ¢ma ¢euj J fÜ¢a Ae¤p¡−l Eq¡l L¡kÑœ²j 

f¢lQ¡me¡ L¢l−hz  

 (3) Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Eq¡l ¢eLV EfÙÛ¡¢fa abÉNa ¢hou 

(question of fact) Hhw BCeNa ¢hou (question of law) 

kb¡kb ¢pÜ¡¿¹ NËqZ L¢l−a f¡¢l−h Hhw Eq¡l l¡u Q¤s¡¿¹ h¢mu¡ NZÉ 

qC−hz 
 

 A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑe BCe, 2001 Hl d¡l¡ 22(3) ®j¡a¡−hL VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m−L abÉNa 

¢ho−u (question of facts) Hhw BCeNa ¢hou (question of law) ¢ho−ul Efl 

kb¡kb ¢pÜ¡¿¹ fÐc¡−el rja¡ fÐc¡e Ll¡ q−u−Rz ¢L¿º haÑj¡e j¡jm¡u A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fÐaÉfÑe 

Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m J ®Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡ Aœ Bf£m ®j¡LŸj¡ ¢eÖf¢šL¡−m abÉNa (question 
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of fact) Hhw BCeNa ¢ho−u (question of law) kb¡kb ¢pÜ¡¿¹−a¡ c§−ll Lb¡ ¢h¾c¤j¡œ 

B−m¡Qe¡J L−le e¡Cz 
 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š Bf£m VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m öd¤j¡œ ¢hh¡c£ B¢fmL¡l£ plL¡lfr−L 

−c¡o¡l©f L−l h¡c£ fÐ¢af−rl f−r l¡u fÐc¡e L−lez 
 

haÑj¡e ®j¡LŸj¡u e¢bfœ ¢h−nÔo−Z HV¡ Øfø fË¢auj¡e ®k, A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Bc¡ma clM¡Ù¹L¡l£àu nË£ j¡dh Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ −f¡Ÿ¡l (Aœ 2ew fË¢afr) Hhw nË£ ®l¡q£ Q¾cÐ 

p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l ¢e−S−cl−L j§m j¡¢mL ®rœ ®j¡qe Hl p¿¹¡e c¡h£ L−l j§m j¡¢m−Ll Ešl¡¢dL¡l£ 

¢q−p−h clM¡Ù¹¢V c¡¢Mm L−lez ¢L¿º clM¡Ù¹L¡l£N−Zl j¡¢mL¡e¡l ¢ho−u A¢fÑa pÇf¢š B¢fmÉ¡¾V 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m ab¡ ®Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡ paÉ¡paÉ Ae¤på¡−el E−Ÿ−nÉ ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡N£u LjÑLaÑ¡, plL¡l£ 

LjÑLaÑ¡ h¡ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡−ml ¢h−hQe¡u AeÉ ®k ®L¡e LjÑLaÑ¡−L ¢e−cÑn fËc¡e L−l j¡¢mL¡e¡l ¢ho−u 

Ae¤på¡−el ®L¡e fc−rf NËqZ e¡ L−l ab¡ clM¡Ù¹L¡l£àu e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢šl j§m j¡¢mL ®rœ−j¡qe 

Hl p¿¹¡e Ae¤på¡e e¡ L−l, n¤d¤j¡œ a¡−cl c¡¢MmL«a S¡a£u f¢lQu fœ fÐcnÑe£- 2, S¾j pec fœ 

fÐcnÑe£- 3 Hhw ¢p¢V L−fÑ¡−ln−el e¡N¢lLaÅ pec fœ fÐcnÑe£- 4 ¢h−hQe¡ L−l a¡−cl−L L−uL 

q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l p¡i¡−ll …l¦aÅf§ZÑ SeN−el pÇf¢š  S¡¢mu¡a Qœ²−L ¢c−u ®ce, Hje¢L 

p¡i¡−ll ÙÛ¡e£u ®m¡L−cl p¡r£ NËqZ e¡ L−l ®i¡V¡l a¡¢mL¡u a¡−cl e¡j B−R ¢Le¡ a¡J k¡Q¡C e¡ 

L−l m¤−Vl¡ Qœ²−L f¡h¢mL VÊ¡ø pÇf¢š ¢c−u ®ce k¡ NËqZ−k¡NÉ q−a f¡−l e¡z  
 
 

fÐa¡le¡ ph¢LR¤−L epÉ¡v L−l (Fraud vitiates everything)z 

Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡u B−hceL¡l£àu Bc¡m−a Af¢lµRæ q¡−a H−p−Rez  
 

ü£L«a j−aC e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢šl ¢p. Hp. j¡¢mL lje£ ®j¡qe l¡u Hhw Bl. Hp. M¢au¡−e 

j¡¢m−Ll e¡−jl e£−Q q¡m p¡w i¡la f−r h¡wm¡−cn plL¡l ®mM¡ B−Rz  
 

 1ew B−hceL¡l£ ¢f, X¡¢hÔE- 1 ¢q−p−h p¡−rÉ h−m−Re ®k, e¡¢mn£ S¢j a¡l c¡c¡ ®rœ 

®j¡qe p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l ¢p. Hp. j¡¢mL lje£ ®j¡qe l¡u q−a h−¾c¡hÙ¹ ¢e−u¢Rm Hhw ¢a¢e Eš² h−¾c¡hÙ¹ 

pwœ²¡¿¹ L¡NSfœ Bc¡m−a c¡¢Mm L−l−Rez e¢b−a HL¢V h−¾c¡hÙ¹ c¢m−ml p£m-ü¡rl¢hq£e AØfø 

g−V¡L¢f B−Rz ®k¢V M¡¢m ®Q¡−M ®cM−m h¤T¡ k¡u H¢V A¢a pÇfÐ¢a °al£ Ll¡ S¡m L¡NSz AbÑ¡v 

1ew B−hceL¡l£ ¢f, X¡¢hÔE- 1 ¢q−p−h Bc¡m−a c¡¢s−u  S¡m L¡NS c¡¢Mm L−l Bc¡m−al p¡−b 

fÐa¡le¡ L−l−Rez S¡¢mu¡¢a J fËa¡lL B−hceL¡l£àu S¡¢al nœ²z  
 

 B−hceL¡l£àu h£−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll p¿¹¡e q−m a¡−cl h¡h¡ j¡l p¡−b a¡−cl 

f¡¢lh¡¢lL R¢h Bc¡m−a c¡¢Mm Ll−aez h¡h¡-j¡l e¡−jl ®i¡V¡l a¡¢mL¡ EfÙÛ¡fe Ll−aez h¡h¡ j¡ 

L−h j¡l¡ ¢N−u−Re ®L¡b¡u a¡−cl c¡q Ll¡ q−u−R hm−a f¡l−aez a¡−cl AeÉ¡eÉ BaÈ£u üSe 

e¡j, ¢WL¡e¡ hm−a f¡l−aez p¡¢hLÑ fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u H¢V ¢ch¡−m¡−Ll ja ØfØV ®k, B−hceL¡l£àu 

h£−ln Q¾cÐ plL¡l ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll p¿¹¡e ¢q−p−h ¢e−S−cl fÐj¡Z Ll−a pÇf§ZÑ hÉ¡bÑ q−u−Rez  
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 ph−Q−u hs ¢jbÉ¡ Lb¡ h£−ln Q¾cÐ ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll ab¡L¢ba ®R−m h−m 

¢e−S−L c¡h£ L−l 1ew B−hceL¡l£  ¢f, X¡¢hÔE-1 ¢q−p−h Bc¡m−a c¡¢s−u 

a¡l p¡−rÉ h−m−Re, “plL¡l LM−e¡ e¡¢mn£ S¢j ®i¡N cM−m ¢Rm e¡, Bjl¡ 

ph pjuC cM−m ¢Rm¡jz” ¢L¿º p¡−iÑu¡l, ¢i¢f n¡M¡, Y¡L¡ LaÑªL ¢hNa 

Cw−lS£ 07.02.2011 a¡¢l−M A¢a¢lš² ®Sm¡ fÐn¡pL (l¡Sü) Y¡L¡ hl¡h−l 

c¡¢MmL«a ac¿¹ fÐ¢a−hce (pwk¤¢š²- Hg) Hhw pqL¡l£ L¢jne¡l (i¢̈j) 

B¢je h¡S¡l l¡Sü p¡−LÑm, Y¡L¡ Hl ¢hNa 03.06.2014 a¡¢l−Ml 

fÐ¢a−hce (pwk¤š²- ¢S-1) pÇf§ZÑ ¢hfl£a Lb¡ h−mz …l¦aÅf§ZÑ ¢hd¡u Eiu 

fÐ¢a−hce ¢e−jÀ A¢hLm Ae¤¢mMe q−m¡x- 

H−e„¡l- Hg 

hl¡hl 
A¢a¢lš² ®Sm¡ fÐn¡pL (l¡Sü) 
Y¡L¡z 
 
¢houx ac¿¹ fÐ¢a−hce c¡¢Mm fÐp−‰z  
 

p§œx pÈ¡lL ew- ®S: fÐ: Y¡:/A¢fÑa/03-01-2010-45(2) a¡¢lM: 29/09/1417 h¡wm¡ 

12/01/2011 Cw 
 

p§œx ¢X¢f ®Lp ¢jp ®Lp ew- 03-01/2010 j¡Jm¡e¡ CEp¤g Nw he¡j Ef−Sm¡ ¢ehÑ¡q£ 

A¢gp¡l, p¡i¡l Y¡L¡z  

 
 Efk¤š² ¢ho−u ¢e−cÑne¡l B−m¡−L Na 10.01.2011 Cw a¡¢l−M p¡i¡l 

b¡e¡d£e Nå¡l£u¡ ®j±S¡l ¢h−l¡d£u ï¢jl Efl ac¿¹ L¡kÑÉ Ae¤¢ùa L¢lz ac¿¹L¡m£e 

pj−u B−hceL¡l£ j¡Jm¡e¡ ®j¡x CEe¤p J p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l hýj¤¢M pjh¡u 

p¢j¢a ¢mx Hl pÇf¡cL ®j¡x ¢pl¡S¤m Cpm¡j Hhw p¡i¡l Ef−Sm¡ ¢ehÑ¡q£ A¢gp¡l 

j−q¡c−ul f−r pqL¡l£ L¢jne¡l (ï¢j) p¡h¡l A¢g−pl L¡e¤e−N¡ Se¡h, Bë¥m h¡−ae 

J p¡−iÑu¡l Se¡h Bp¡c¤‹¡j¡e J n¡¢¿¹ nªwMm¡ lr¡−bÑ ÙÛ¡e£u f¤¢mn ®g¡pÑ pq 

Sep¡d¡le p−l S¢j−e Ef¢ÙÛa b¡−Lez  
 

(L) p¡i¡l b¡e¡l ¢p.Hp/Hp.H 30, 72 J 78 c¡−N 

®j¡V S¢jl f¢lj¡e 15.74 (H) h¡q¡l Bl. Hp c¡N ew- 

44, 48, 312, J 313 c¡−Nl kb¡œ²−j 

056+0.16+3.12+3.13 = 15.56 (H:) L«¢o jÉ¡f 

fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡, fl£r¡-¢el£r¡ L−l Eš² c¡Npj§−q 
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AhÙÛ¡eL¡l£ j¡¢m−Ll h¡s£Ol j−a Hhw Qa¥Ñf¡−n h¡Eä¡l£ 

Ju¡mL«a cMm£ fÔ−Vl h¡Ù¹h ej¤e¡ Ae¤k¡u£ úÉ¡mjÉ¡f °al£ 

Ll¡ qu Hhw Eš² jÉ¡fj−a haÑj¡e cMmL¡l−cl e¡−j 

a¡¢mL¡ fÐeue Ll¡ quz (k¡q¡ Aœ fÐ¢a−hc−el p¡−b fÐcnÑe£- 1 J 2 

BL¡−l ¢Q¢q²a)z  
 

(M) B−m¡QÉ 15.74 H (ï¢jl j−dÉ Bl. Hp 212 J 213 c¡−Nl m£SL«a J m£S 

h¢qiÑ§a S¢j−a Rs¡−e¡ ¢RV¡−e¡ ¢h¢iæ k¡uN¡u p¢j¢al pcpÉNZ h¡s£Ol °al£, ab¡ 

f¢lLÒfe¡l j¡dÉ−j Qm¡Q−ml fb J a¡−cl d¢jÑu L¡SLjÑ J BQ¡l BQl−Zl SeÉ 

HL¢V jp¢Sc ¢ejÑ¡e L−l−Re j−jÑ ®cM¡ k¡uz h¡L£ S¢j M¡m£ f¢aa AhÙÛ¡u l−u−Rz 

Hhw cMmL«a ï¢jl ¢LR¤ flflC Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f§hÑh¡pe hýj¤¢M pjh¡u p¢j¢al 

p¡Ce−h¡XÑ mVL¡−e¡ B−R j−jÑ ®cM¡ k¡uz  
 

(N) Bl. Hp c¡−Nl 0.56 HLl ¢i¢V ï¢j−a ®hn ¢LR¤ ®l¢äN¡R ®l¡¢fa B−R k¡q¡ 

h¢ZÑa p¢j¢al L¢jVNZ LaÑªL AØfø h−m ac−¿¹ fÐL¡n f¡uz Eš² f¡−ll hup fÐ¡u 

8/10 hvpl q−h h−m Ae¤j¡e Ll¡ k¡uz Hhw Bl. Hp. 48 c¡−Nl 0.16 HLl ï¢j 

¢eQ¤/¢ejÀ ï¢j h−m ®cM¡ k¡uz k¡ Eš² p¢j¢al ¢eu¿»e¡d£e l−u−R h−m a¡l¡ S¡e¡ez  
 

(O) j§m ¢i¢f 259/75 Hl e¢bl L¡NSfœ J order sheets fl£r¡ J faÉ¡fÑe 

a¡¢mL¡ fl£r¡ L−l ®cM¡ k¡u j§m Hp. H pl¦f j¡¢mL d£−l¾cÐ Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l 1965 

p−el f§−hÑ i¡l−a Q−m k¡Ju¡u avL¡m£e jqL¥j¡ fÐn¡pL qC−a 1382 h¡wm¡ pe qC−a 

a¢jS E¢Ÿe Nw ®cl e¡−j ¢mS quz f−l a¡l¡ Bl ¢mS eh¡ue L−le e¡Cz h¢eÑa ï¢j 

15.74 (H:) ¢i.¢f faÉ¡fÑe a¡¢mL¡l 172ew œ²¢j−L a¡¢mL¡ i¥š² l−u−Rz (a¡¢mL¡ 

pwk¤š²) fÐcnÑe£ e¡ð¡l (3) Hhw Bl Hp ®lL−XÑl 226 e¡ð¡l M¢au¡−e Cq¡ ¢i¢f 

¢qp¡−h ®lLXÑ q−u plL¡−ll Ae¤L¥−m Q¤s¡¿¹ fÐL¡ne¡ f¡uz (Bl Hp M¢au¡e pwk¤š² 

fÐcnÑe£ e¡ð¡l 4)z  
 

(P) e¢b fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u ®cM¡ k¡u B−hceL¡l£ j¡Jm¡e¡ ®j¡x CEe¤p h¡Ù¹q¡l¡ pj¡S LmÉ¡e 

p¢j¢a (®ph¡ pwO) ®L¢¾cÐu L¡kÑ¡mu 44L ¢Q¢su¡M¡e¡ ®l¡X, ¢jlf¤l, Y¡L¡z NiÑ−j¾V 

®l¢Sx e¡ð¡l Y-01636 e¡−j p¢j¢al ®l¢S: Ll¡ez ÙÛ¡e£u pcpÉNZ S¡e¡e ®k, j¡Jm¡e¡ 

p¡−qh Bj¡−cl−L S¢j hl¡Ÿ ®cJu¡l e¡−j Bj¡−cl ¢eLV ®b−L hý V¡L¡ ¢e−u L−uL 

hvpl Ed¡J q−u k¡u Hhw ¢el¦−Ÿn b¡−Lz Bjl¡ Apq¡u q−u fs−m avfl p¢j¢al 

pcpÉ Se¡h ¢pl¡S¤m Cpm¡j flhaÑ£−a “p¡i¡l b¡e¡” Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f§ZÑh¡pe hýj¤M£ 

p¢j¢al ¢mx e¡−j ea¥e i¡−h B−lL¢V p¢j−a ®l¢S: L−le k¡l ®l¢S: e¡ð¡l- 

48/2000 Cw (a−h j¡Jm¡e¡ CEe¤p a¡l Ed¡J J ¢hl¦−Ÿn b¡L¡l Lb¡ Aü£L¡l 

L−lez) 
 

(Q) flhaÑ£ fhÑl ¢h¢iæ pju J ¢h¢iæ a¡¢l−M ï¢j j¿»Z¡mu q−a Se¡h ¢pl¡S¤m 

Cpm¡−jl ea¥e i¡−h N¢Wa J ®l¢S:L«a p¢j¢al ach£−l p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l 

f§ZÑh¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx Hl Ae¤L¥−m 400 (Q¡lna) pcpÉ−L pj¡q¡−l 
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“HLpe¡ ¢i¢šL” HLM¡e¡ h−¾c¡hÙ¹/¢mS fÐc¡−el SeÉ B−cn Ll¡l j−jÑ c¡h£ L−l H 

¢ho−u HL¡¢dL fœ l−u−R j−jÑ ®cM¡ k¡uz  
 

(R) j¿»Z¡m−ul HL¡¢dL f−œl ¢e−cÑne¡u j¡Jm¡e¡ ®j¡x CEe¤−pl p¢j¢al L¡kÑœ²j 

hmha e¡ b¡L¡u p¢j¢al pcpÉ−cl BÙÛ¡ ASÑ−el SeÉ j¡Jm¡e¡ ®j¡x CEe¤p h¡wm¡ 

1388-1416 fkÑ¿¹ 29 hvp−ll SeÉ 11,20,000/- (HN¡l mr ¢hn q¡S¡l) V¡L¡u 

h¢ZÑa 295/75 ¢i¢f ®j¡LŸj¡ i¥š² ï¢j q¡−a 10.00 (cn HLl) ï¢j a¡l e¡−j 

pqL¡l£ L¢jne¡l (ï¢j)l ü¡r¢la hl¡Ÿfœ Hhw aNj£mc¡l ü¡r¢la ¢i¢f Bc¡u 

¢X.¢p Bl c¡¢Mm L−le Hhw Se¡h Bh¤m ®hf¡l£ 7.50 HLl S¢j 150 S−el j−dÉ 

¢mS hl¡Ÿ fœ Ef−Sm¡ ¢ehÑ¡q£ A¢gp¡l p¡i¡l j−q¡c−ul ü¡r¢la fœ c¡¢Mm L−l−Re 

j−jÑ ®cM¡ k¡uz a−h H ¢hou…−m¡ j§m e¢bl order sheets H ®L¡b¡u ¢m¢fhÜ ®cM¡ 

k¡u e¡ ¢hd¡u, Cq¡ °al£L«a ïu¡ hl¡Ÿ fœ h¡ ïu¡ ¢X,¢p Bl j−jÑ BMÉ¡¢ua Ll¡ k¡uz 

a−h j¡Jm¡e¡ CEe¤p Se¡e ®k, Cq¡ a¡q¡l LaÑªL c¡¢MmL«a L¡NS fœ euz (c¡¢MmL«a 

hl¡Ÿfœ ¢p.¢p Bl fÐcnÑe£- e¡ð¡l- 5,6,7) ¢hou¢V EcO¡Ve L−l H ¢ho−u fÐn¡p¢eL 

E−cÉ¡−N BCeNa hÉhÙÛ¡ NËqe Ll¡ Af¢lq¡kÑz  
 

(S) e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š plL¡l£ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š k¡q¡ HLpe¡ ¢i¢šL m£−Sl j¡dÉ−j m£S 

fÐc¡−el ¢hd¡e l−u−Rz a−h B−hceL¡l£ j¡Jm¡e¡ CEe¤p h¡ aa flhaÑ£ ¢pl¡S¤m 

Cpm¡−jl L¢ba p¢j¢al hl¡h−l ¢mS fÐc¡−el SeÉ EÜÑae La«Ñf−rl ®L¡e ¢e−cÑne¡ 

®cM¡ k¡u e¡z  

(T) plL¡l ®qg¡Sa£u ¢i¢f a¡¢mL¡ i¥š² pÇf¢š H−qe 

i¤u¡ pÇf¢š L¡NS f−œl j¡dÉ−j ®k ®L¡e pju ®hq¡a 

qJu¡l pñ¡he¡ l−u−Rz f¡−nC HL¢V fÐ¡C−iV q¡E¢Sw 

®L¡Çf¡e£ N−s E−W−Rz k¡l e¡j N¡å¡l£u¡ Osen Sityz 

HC ¢i¢f pÇf¢šl Qa¥lf¡−nÑ a¡−cl p¡Ce−h¡XÑ mVL¡−e¡ 

®cM¡ k¡uz plL¡l£ ¢i¢f 15.74 (H:) ï¢j Eš² q¡E¢Sw 

Hl ®fVl j¡TM¡−e ®k ®L¡e pju plL¡l£ pÇf¢š Eš² 

q¡E¢Sw ®L¡Çf¡e£l NË¡n Ll¡l ¢hou¢V E¢s−u ®cu¡ k¡u e¡z  
 

(U) ac−¿¹ Ae¤j¡e Ll¡ k¡u ®k, h¢ZÑa ¢i¢f c¡N pj§−ql f¡nÄÑhaÑ£ c¡−Nl j¡¢mLNe ¢i¢f 

c¡N pj¤−ql Bw¢nL ï¢j a¡−cl c¡−Nl p¡−b ¢j¢nÐa Hg¡lL¡l L−l ¢e−u−Re Abh¡ 

cM−ml f¡ua¡l¡ L¢l−a−Rez a¡C plL¡l£ pÇf¢šl p£j¡e¡ ¢fm¡l ÙÛ¡fe Ll¡ Aa£h 

Sl¦l£ h−m j−e L¢l, ea¤h¡ Ac¤l i¢hoÉ−a A−qa¥L A¯hd cMmc¡l−cl p¡−b plL¡l−L 

j¡jm¡ −j¡LŸj¡u S¢s−u fs−a q−hz  
 

(V) Hja¡hÙÛ¡u 15.74 HLl ¢i¢f ï¢jl p£j¡e¡ ¢fm¡l ÙÛ¡fe L−l plL¡l£ ü¡bÑ hS¡u 

l¡M¡l m−rÉ j¿»Z¡m−ul ¢e−cÑne¡l B−m¡−L pjq¡l pcpÉ−cl j¡−T “HLpe¡ ¢i¢šL” 
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m£S hl¡Ÿ fÐc¡e Ll¡l SeÉ Ef−Sm¡ ¢ehÑ¡q£ A¢gp¡l/pqL¡l£ L¢jne¡l ï¢j p¡i¡l 

j−q¡cu−cl−L hm¡ ®k−a f¡−lz  
 

 pcu AhN¢a J fÐ−u¡Se£u hÉhÙÛ¡ NËq−el SeÉ ®k±b i¡−h fÐeueL«a jÉ¡f, 

e¡−jl a¡¢mL¡ J AeÉ¡eÉ L¡NS fœ pq Aœ fÐ¢a−hce c¡¢Mm Ll¡ q−m¡z  
 

pwk¤š² L¡NSfœx 
1z fÐZueL«a ®úm jÉ¡f 01 
L¢fz  
2z e¡−jl a¡¢mL¡ 01 L¢fz  
3z ¢i¢f fÐaÉfÑe a¡¢mL¡ 01 
L¢fz 
4z Bl.Hp M¢au¡e 01 
L¢fz 
5z c¡¢MmL«a ïu¡ AeÉ¡eÉ 
L¡NS fœ 03 L¢fz  
−j¡V = 10 L¢fz  

ü¡rl/- AØfø 
07.02.2011 

−j¡q¡Çjc jqp£e f¡−V¡u¡l£ 
p¡−iÑu¡l 

¢i.¢f n¡M¡, Y¡L¡z 

ü¡rl/- AØfø 
07.02.2011 
®j¡x Bx Bm£j 

p¡−iÑu¡l 
¢i.¢f n¡M¡, Y¡L¡z 

 

H−e„¡l- ¢S-1 

NZfÐS¡a¿»£ h¡wm¡−cn plL¡l 
B¢je h¡S¡l l¡Sü p¡−LÑm 

BmjeNl, ®qj¡−uaf¤l 
p¡i¡l, Y¡L¡z 

 

pÈ¡lL- 31.30.2627.001.42.006.14-69 (pw) a¡¢lMx 03.06.2014 ¢MËx 
 
¢houx ¢i. ¢f. ®Lp ew- 295/75 Hl ¢ho−u fÐ¢a−hce ®fÐlZ pwœ²¡¿¹z 
 

p§œx ®Sm¡ fÐn¡pL, Y¡L¡ j−q¡cu L¡kÑ¡m−ul A¢fÑa pÇf¢š n¡M¡l ü¡lL pwMÉ¡ 

05.41.2600.026.43.003.10.985 a¡¢lM- 20.05.2014 ¢MËx 

 EfkÑ¤š² ¢hou J p§œÙÛ pÈ¡l−Ll f¢l−fÐ¢r−a p¡i¡l Ef−Sm¡d£e N¡å¢lu¡ 

®j±S¡¢ÙÛa ¢i¢f ®Lp ew- 295/75 Hl ï¢jl ¢ho−u e¢b fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡ L−l Aœ¡¢g−pl 

p¡−iÑu¡l fÐ¢a−hce c¡¢Mm L−l−Rez a¡l c¡¢MmL«a fÐ¢a−hce fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u ®cM¡ k¡u  
 

1z Y¡L¡ ®Sm¡l p¡i¡l Ef−Sm¡d£e N¡å¡¢lu¡ ®j±S¡l 2ew 

M¢au¡−el Hp. H 30ew c¡−Nl 15.02 HLl, 72ew 

c¡−Nl 0.16 HLl, 78ew c¡−Nl 0.56 HLl ®j¡V 15.74 

HLl ï¢jl j¡¢mL ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l 1965 p−el 

f§−hÑ Al¢ra AhÙÛ¡u ®g−m ®l−M i¡l−a Q−m k¡Ju¡u 

1965 p−el 3l¡ ¢X−pð−ll 1199ew ¢h‘¢ç Ae¤p¡−l J 

h¡wm¡−cn plL¡−ll 01.02.1972 Cw a¡¢l−Ml 74 C,¢f 

4/72 ew pÈ¡lL J 20.01.1975 a¡¢l−Ml 52 Hm ew 

pÈ¡lL Ae¤k¡u£ h¢ZÑa pÇf¢š A¢fÑa J Ae¡h¡¢pL pÇf¢š 

¢q−p−h ®O¡¢oa q−u−Rz  
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2z 1ew Ae¤−µR−c h¢ZÑa ¢i¢f pÇf¢š 295/75ew ¢i¢f ®L−pl j¡dÉ−j 1z a¢Sj E¢Ÿe 

2z a¢jS E¢Ÿe 3z j¢a ¢ju¡ 4z j¢m ¢ju¡ 5z Bx NgÚg¡l ¢fa¡- jªa Bx Sî¡l Hl 

e¡−j h¡wm¡ 1382 pe q−a CS¡l¡ fÐc¡e Ll¡ quz Eš² CS¡l¡ NËq£a¡Ne kb¡l£¢a 1387 

pe fkÑ¿¹ CS¡l¡ eh¡ue L−lez  
 

3z Eš² CS¡l¡ NËq£a¡NZ c£OÑ¢ce CS¡l¡ eh¡ue e¡ Ll¡l p¤−k¡−N Bx j¡æ¡e Nw ¢h¢iæ 

Bc¡m−a ü−aÅl j¡jm¡ l¦S¤ L−l phÑ−no p¤fÐ£j ®L¡−VÑl q¡C−L¡VÑ ¢hi¡−Nl 2390/06ew 

¢p¢im ¢l¢ine j¡jm¡u 05.08.2009 Cw a¡¢l−M plL¡l f−r l¡u quz Eš² l¡−ul 

®fÐ¢r−a Hhw ï¢j j¿»Z¡m−ul 19.05.2009 Cw a¡¢l−M 326ew J ®Sm¡ fÐn¡¡pL, Y¡L¡ 

j−q¡c−ul 02.07.2009 Cw a¡¢l−Ml 2011ew pÈ¡lL f−œl B−cn ®j¡a¡−hL p¡i¡l 

b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤eÑh¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx Hl Ae¤L¥−m Eš² 15.74 HLl 

¢i¢f S¢jl j−dÉ 1.00 HLl Hhw p¢j¢al 38 Se pc−pÉl Ae¤L¥−m 1.90 HLl ®j¡V 

2.90 HLl S¢j h¡wm¡ 1388 q−a 1415 pe fkÑ¿¹ CS¡l¡ fÐc¡e Ll¡ quz  
 

4z flhaÑ£−a Eš² CS¡l¡ B−c−nl ¢hl¦−Ü j¡Jm¡e¡ ®j¡x CEe¤p ¢hSq A¢a¢lš² ®Sm¡ 

fÐn¡pL (l¡Sü) Y¡L¡ Bc¡m−a 03.01.2010 ¢i¢f Bf£m j¡jm¡ l¦S¤ Ll−m ¢h‘ 

Bc¡ma Bf£m e¡-j”¤l L−le Hhw Eš² Bf£m j¡jm¡l ¢e−cÑne¡ ®j¡a¡−hL Eš² 

15.74 HLl S¢jl j−dÉ 1z p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤ehÑ¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a 

¢mx Hl f−r l¢qj¡ ®hNj pi¡f¢a Hl Ae¤L¥−m 1.00 HLl 2z p¡h¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u 

f¢lh¡l f¤eÑh¡pe hýL¥M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx Hl 420 Sp pc−pÉl f−r pi¡f¢a Hl 

Ae¤L¥−m 12.60 HLl Hhw 3z p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l S¡−j jp¢Sc J j¡â¡p¡ Hl 

f−r pi¡f¢a Hl Ae¤L¥−m 0.24 HLl Hhw 4z ¢h¢iæ ®m¡−Ll e¡−j 1.90 HLl ®j¡V 

15.74 HLl S¢j h−Lu¡pq h¡wm¡ 1419 pe fkÑ¿¹ m£S fÐc¡e Ll¡ qu Hhw Eš² 

m£¢S−cl Ae¤L̈−m p¡−iÑu¡l Hl j¡dÉ−j p−lS¢j−e cMm h¤¢T−u ®cJu¡ quz  
 

5z haÑj¡−e Eš² 15.74 HLl S¢jl j−dÉ p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤eÑh¡pe hýj§M£ 

pjh¡u p¢j¢a Hl f−r p¡−hL pi¡f¢a ¢jS¡e¤l lqj¡e J haÑj¡e pi¡f¢a l¢qj¡ ®hNj 

Hl Ae¤L̈−m 1.00 HLl 2z p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f§eÑh¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a 

¢mx Hl 420 Se pc−pÉl f−r pi¡f¢a l¢qj¡ ®hN−jl Hl Ae¤L̈−m 12.60 HLl Hhw 

3z p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l S¡−j jp¢Sc J j¡â¡p¡ Hl f−r pi¡f¢a l¢qj¡ ®hNj 

Hl Ae¤L¥−m 0.24 HLl phÑ−j¡V 13.84 HLl phÑ−j¡V 13.84 HLl S¢j h¡wm¡ 1420 

pe fkÑ¿¹ eh¡ue Ll¡ q−u−Rz  
 

6z h¢ZÑa ï¢jl ¢ho−u ¢h‘ ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡m−al AeÉ¡eÉ ®j¡LŸj¡ ew- 01/08 Hl 

23.07.2013 Cw a¡¢l−Ml l¡−ul ®fÐ¢r−a 1j fr p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l 

f§eÑh¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx Hl °hd pi¡f¢a J p¡d¡le pÇf¡cL c¡h£ L−l 2u 

f−rl e¡j£u m£S h¡¢am/ÙÛ¢N−al B−hce L−lez AeÉ¢c−L 2u f−rl c¡¢MmL«a 

jq¡j¡eÉ p¤fÐ£j ®L¡−VÑl q¡C−L¡VÑ ¢hi¡−Nl ¢p¢im ¢l¢ine ew- 3542/13®a jq¡j¡eÉ 

q¡C−L¡VÑ 06.10.2013 Cw a¡¢l−Ml ¢h‘ ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡m−al 01/08 ew AeÉ¡eÉ 

®j¡LŸj¡u 23.07.2013 Cw a¡¢l−Ml fÐcš l¡u 4 (Q¡l) j¡−pl SeÉ ÙÛ¢Na¡−cn fÐc¡e 

L−lez flhaÑ£−a ¢h‘ jq¡j¡eÉ q¡C−L¡−VÑl l¡−ul 4 (Q¡l) j¡−pl SeÉ ÙÛ¢Na¡−cn pju 

h¢dÑa L−l 27.01.2014 Cw a¡¢l−M 06 (Ru) j¡−pl ÙÛ¢Na¡−cn fÐc¡e L−lez eÉ¡u 
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¢hQ¡−ll ü¡−bÑ Hhw jq¡j¡eÉ q¡C−L¡−VÑl l¡−ul fÐ¢a pÇj¡e fÐcnÑe f§hÑL 1j fr LaÑªL 

c¡¢MmL«a B−hc−el L¡kÑœ²j BN¡j 06 (Ru) j¡p fkÑ¿¹ ÙÛ¢Na Ll¡ quz ¢p¢im ¢l¢ine 

ew- 3542/13 Hl ¢e−cÑne¡l ®fÐ¢r−a flhaÑ£ fÐ−u¡Se£u hÉhÙÛ¡ NËqZ Ll¡ q−hz  
 

 pcu AhN¢a J flhaÑ£ fÐ−u¡Se£u hÉhÙÛ¡ NËq−Zl SeÉ Aœ fÐ¢a−hce 

Hacp−‰ ®fÐlZ Ll¡ qmz  

pwk¤š²x hZÑe¡ ®j¡a¡−hL 03 gŸÑz 
 
 
 
 
¢p¢eul pqL¡l£ L¢jne¡l 
A¢fÑa pÇf¢š n¡M¡ 
−Sm¡ fÐn¡p−Ll L¡kÑ¡mu, Y¡L¡z  

ü¡rl/- AØfø 
03.06.14 

−j¡x n¡jR¤m B¢lg 
pqL¡l£ L¢jne¡l (ï¢j) 

B¢jeh¡S¡l l¡Sü p¡−LÑm, Y¡L¡z 

 

 e¢b fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u HV¡ Ly¡−Ql ja Øfø ®k, Y¡L¡ ®Sm¡l p¡i¡l 

Ef−Sm¡d£e N¡å¡¢lu¡ ®j±S¡l 2ew M¢au¡−el Hp. H 30ew c¡−Nl 15.02 

HLl, 72ew c¡−Nl 0.16 HLl, 78ew c¡−Nl 0.56 HLl ®j¡V 15.74 HLl 

i¢̈jl j¡¢mL ¢h−ln Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡l 1965 p−el f§−hÑ Al¢ra AhÙÛ¡u ®g−m 

®l−M i¡l−a Q−m k¡Ju¡u 1965 p−el 3l¡ ¢X−pð−ll 1199ew ¢h‘¢ç 

Ae¤p¡−l J h¡wm¡−cn plL¡−ll 01.02.1972 Cw a¡¢l−Ml 74 C,¢f 4/72 

ew pÈ¡lL J 20.01.1975 a¡¢l−Ml 52 Hm ew pÈ¡lL Ae¤k¡u£ h¢ZÑa pÇf¢š 

A¢fÑa J Ae¡h¡¢pL pÇf¢š ¢q−p−h ®O¡¢oa q−u−Rz   

 

Afl¢c−L, ¢i¢f n¡M¡, Y¡L¡l ®j¡x jqp£e f¡−V¡u¡l£ Hhw Bm£j 

p¡−iÑu¡làu LaÑªL fÐcš ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 07.02.2011 a¡¢l−Ml fÐ¢a−hce 

®j¡a¡−hL p¡i¡l b¡e¡l ¢p.Hp/Hp.H 30, 72 J 78 c¡−N ®j¡V S¢jl 

f¢lj¡e 15.74 (H) h¡q¡l Bl. Hp c¡N ew- 44, 48, 312, J 313 c¡−Nl 

kb¡œ²−j 056+0.16+3.12+3.13 = 15.56 (H:) L«¢o jÉ¡f fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡, 

fl£r¡-¢el£r¡ L−l Eš² c¡Npj§−q AhÙÛ¡eL¡l£ j¡¢m−Ll h¡s£Ol j−a Hhw 

Qa¥Ñf¡−n h¡Eä¡l£ Ju¡mL«a cMm£ fÔ−Vl h¡Ù¹h ej¤e¡ Ae¤k¡u£ úÉ¡mjÉ¡f °al£ 

Ll¡ qu Hhw Eš² jÉ¡fj−a haÑj¡e cMmL¡l−cl e¡−j a¡¢mL¡ fÐeue Ll¡ 

quz (k¡q¡ Eš² fÐ¢a−hc−el p¡−b fÐcnÑe£- 1 J 2 BL¡−l ¢Q¢q²a)z  
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¢i¢f n¡M¡, Y¡L¡l ®j¡x jqp£e f¡−V¡u¡l£ Hhw Bm£j p¡−iÑu¡làu LaÑªL 

fÐcš ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 07.02.2011 a¡¢l−Ml ac¿¹ fÐ¢a−hc−e BnwL¡ Ll¡ 

q−u¢Rm HC h−m ®k,  

“(T) plL¡l ®qg¡Sa£u ¢i¢f a¡¢mL¡ i¥š² pÇf¢š 

H−qe ïu¡ pÇf¢š L¡NS f−œl ®k ®L¡e pju ®hq¡a 

qJu¡l pñ¡he¡ l−u−Rz f¡−nC HL¢V fÐ¡C−iV 

q¡E¢Sw ®L¡Çf¡e£ N−s E−W−Rz k¡l e¡j N¡å¡l£u¡ 

Osen Sityz HC ¢i¢f pÇf¢šl Qa¥lf¡−nÑ a¡−cl 

p¡Ce−h¡XÑ mVL¡−e¡ ®cM¡ k¡uz plL¡l£ ¢i¢f 15.74 

(H:) ï¢j Eš² q¡E¢Sw Hl ®fVl j¡TM¡−e ®k ®L¡e 

pju plL¡l£ pÇf¢š Eš² q¡E¢Sw ®L¡Çf¡e£l NË¡n 

Ll¡l ¢hou¢V E¢s−u ®cu¡ k¡u e¡z” 

 jS¡l hÉ¡f¡l q−m¡ HC ®k, p¡−iÑu¡là−ul Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma BnwL¡ h¡Ù¹−h 

f¢lZa q−a ®hn£ pju m¡−N¢ez Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma fÐ¢a−hce fÐL¡n q−u¢Rm 

07.02.2011 p¡−m Hhw Hl HL hRl fl ab¡ 2012 p¡−m f¡¢LÙ¹¡e£ 

q¡ue¡−cl j−a¡ HLC L¡uc¡u a¡−cl H−cn£u ®c¡pl fÐQä rja¡n¡m£ HL 

Aöi Qœ² SeN−el L−uL q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l j§mÉh¡e pÇf¢š¢V m¤V Ll¡l 

SeÉ h£−l¾cÐ Q¾cÐ p¡q¡ ®f¡Ÿ¡−ll c¤CSe ®R−m S¡¢mu¡¢al j¡dÉ−j °al£ L−l, 

¢LR¤ S¡m L¡NS fœ pªSe L−l a¡−cl ¢c−u B−m¡QÉ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š ®j¡LŸj¡ 

ew- 479/2012 ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 30.07.2012 a¡¢l−M Y¡L¡l ®Sm¡ SS Hhw  

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡−m c¡¢Mm L−lz a¡lfl ph¢LR¤C C¢aq¡pz h¡wm¡−c−nl 

SeNe Ah¡L q−u ®cM−m¡ SeN−Zl pÇf¢š ¢Li¡−h f¡¢L q¡e¡c¡l−cl 

®fÐaÈ¡š¡l¡ plL¡l£ A¢gp-Bc¡m−al LjÑLaÑ¡ LjÑQ¡l£−cl pq−k¡N£a¡u m¤V 

Ll−m¡z  
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 L−uL q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l p¡i¡l Ef−Sm¡d£e N¡å¡l£u¡ ®j±¡S¡l 

SeN−el pÇf¢š f¡¢LÙ¹¡e£ q¡e¡c¡l h¡¢qe£l ®fÐaÈ¡š¡l¡ B−hceL¡l£àu−cl 

¢c−u S¡m L¡NS pª¢ø L−l A¢fÑa pÇf¢š VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m c¡−ul L−l−R H¢V ¢c−el 

B−m¡l ja Øføz  
 

 

Ef¢l¢õ¢Ma p¡¢hÑL fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡ Hhw B−m¡Qe¡u Bj¡−cl ¢àd¡q£e 

ja¡ja qm  Bf£m Bc¡ma ab¡ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Hhw ®Sm¡ 

SS, Y¡L¡ LaÑªL A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Bf£m ®j¡LŸj¡ ew 

20/2017 H fËcš ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 02.11.2017 a¡¢l−Ml l¡u J B−cn¢V 

HL¢V A−k±¢š² l¡u J B−cnz k¡ ®L¡e i¡−hC NËqZ−k¡NÉ q−a f¡−l e¡z  
 

p¡¢hÑL fkÑ¡−m¡Qe¡u Hhw pLm L¡NSfœ ¢hQ¡l ¢hnÔo−Z Aœ 

l¦m¢V j”¤l−k¡NÉz Bf£m Bc¡ma ab¡ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Hhw ®Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡ LaÑªL A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Bf£m ®j¡LŸj¡ ew- 20/2017 H fËcš ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 

02.11.2017 a¡¢l−Ml l¡u pÇf§ZÑ h¡¢am −k¡NÉz  
 

AaHh, B−cn qu Bc¡m−al p¡−b fÐa¡lZ¡l SeÉ Aœ 2ew 

fË¢afr®L 1,00,000,00/- (HL ®L¡¢V) V¡L¡ S¢lj¡e¡ L−l l¦m¢V 

Q§s¡¿¹ Ll¡ q−m¡z 
 

B−cn qu ®k, Bf£m Bc¡ma ab¡ A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Hhw ®Sm¡ SS, Y¡L¡ LaÑªL A¢fÑa pÇf¢š fËaÉfÑZ 

VÊ¡Ch¤Ée¡m Bf£m ®j¡LŸj¡ ew 20/2017 H fËcš ¢hNa Cw−lS£ 

02.11.2017 a¡¢l−Ml l¡u J ¢X¢œ² (¢X¢œ² ü¡r−ll a¡¢lM 

09.11.2017) HacÚà¡l¡ h¡¢am Ll¡ q−m¡z 
 

Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l e¡¢mn£ q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l pÇf¢š f¤el¡u ®ke 

®L¡e S¡¢mu¡a Qœ², fÐa¡lL Qœ² cMm Ll−a e¡ f¡−l av−fÐ¢r−a 
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e¡¢mn£ pÇf¢š¢V f¤el¡u S¡m c¢mm pªSe L−l NË¡p Ll¡l fË−Qø¡ 

fÐ¢aqa Ll−a j§m j¡¢mL “®rœ−j¡qe” Hl e¡−j e¡¢mn¡ pÇf¢š−a 

p¡i¡l A’−ml ¢nö-¢L−n¡l−cl SeÉ HL¢V ¢nö f¡LÑ ¢ejÑ¡−el  SeÉ 

®Sm¡ fÐn¡pL, Y¡L¡−L ¢e−cÑn fËc¡e Ll¡ q−m¡z −Sm¡ fËn¡pL, Y¡L¡-

−L Eš² “®rœ−j¡qe p¡i¡l ¢nö f¡LÑ” Hl A¢ii¡hL ¢ek¤š² Ll¡ 

q−m¡z  

Aœ l¡u J B−c−nl Ae¤¢m¢f fÐ−u¡Se£u hÉhÙÛ¡ NËq−Zl ¢e¢j−š ®Sm¡ fÐn¡pL, 

Y¡L¡−L â¦a f¡W¡−e¡ qELz  

 
Aœ clM¡Ù¹L¡l£, ‘p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤ehÑ¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx’ −L 

Bjl¡ ApwMÉ deÉh¡c S¡e¡¢µRz p¡i¡l b¡e¡ Apq¡u f¢lh¡l f¤ehÑ¡pe hýj¤M£ pjh¡u p¢j¢a ¢mx Hl 

Ap¡d¡lZ pwNË¡j J fÐ−Qø¡l L¡l−Z l¡øÊ ab¡ SeN−el q¡S¡l q¡S¡l ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l pÇf¢š lr¡ qmz  
 

Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡¢V ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡−Nl SeÉ Aa£h …l¦aÅf§ZÑ ®j¡LŸj¡z Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡ 

fW−el j¡dÉ−j h¡wm¡−c−nl ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡−Nl fÐ¢a¢V pcpÉ a¡−cl flhaÑ£ ¢hQ¡¢lL S£he 

pgm i¡−h Hhw SeN−el BÙÛ¡ ASÑ−el j¡dÉ−j f¢lQ¡me¡ Ll−a prj q−hz ®p m−rÉ 

Aœ l¡u J B−c−nl A¢hLm Ae¤¢m¢f h¡wm¡−c−nl pLm AdÙ¹e Bc¡m−al ¢h‘ 

¢hQ¡lLNZ−L C-®jC−m f¡W¡−e¡l SeÉ h¡wm¡−c−nl ®l¢SØVÊ¡l ®Se¡−lm−L ¢e−cÑn fÐc¡e 

Ll¡ q−m¡z 
 

Aœ l¡u J B−c−nl pC jýl£ eLm j¡ee£u BCe j¿»£ Hhw j¡ee£u i¢̈j j¿»£−L 

Ah¢qa Ll¡l SeÉ â¦a f¡W¡−e¡ qELz   
 

Aœ l¡−ul HL¢V Ae¤¢m¢f pl¡p¢l j¡ee£u fÐd¡e j¿»£ ®nM q¡¢pe¡l ¢h−no 

j−e¡−k¡N BLoÑ−el SeÉ ®fÐlZ Ll¡ qEL, k¡−a ¢a¢e hÉ¢š²Na E−cÉ¡−N Aœ e¡¢mn£ 

A¢fÑa pÇf¢š pq mr mr ®L¡¢V V¡L¡l l¡øÌ ab¡ SeN−el pÇf¢š f¡¢LÙÛ¡e£ q¡e¡c¡l 

h¡¢qe£ Hhw a¡q¡−cl H−cn£u ®c¡pl−cl ja m¤−Vl¡ h¡¢qe£l q¡a q−a lr¡ Ll−a 

kb¡kb E−cÉ¡N ¢e−a f¡−lez Aœ l¡−ul pC jýl£ Ae¤¢m¢f A¢apaÅl hC BL¡−l h¡d¡C 

L−l ®l¢SØVÊ¡l ®Se¡−lm ü-nl£−ll Ef¢ÙÛa q−u j¡ee£u fÐd¡ej¿»£l ¢eLV −fn Ll−hez  
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Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l pLm e¢b fœ ¢hQ¡l ¢hi¡−Nl SeÉ Hhw S¡a£l SeÉ M¤hC 

…l¦aÅf§ZÑ Hhw ØfnÑL¡al ¢h−hQe¡u Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l k¡ha£u e¢b p¡d¡lZ i¡−h l¢ra e¡ 

®l−M h¡wm¡−c−nl ®l¢SØVÊ¡l ®Se¡−l−ml ¢h−no ¢SÇj¡u l¡M¡l ¢e−cÑn fÐc¡e Ll¡ q−m¡z 

Aœ ®j¡LŸj¡l pLm e¢bl ¢ho−u h¡wm¡−c−nl ®l¢SØVÊ¡l ®Se¡−lm ¢SÇj¡c¡l ¢q−p−h 

b¡L−hez  
 

  Aœ l¡u J B−c−nl Ae¤¢m¢fpq pw¢nÔø e¢bl g−V¡L¢f ®Sm¡ SS Bc¡ma, 

Y¡L¡u â¦a ®fËlZ Ll¡ qELz 

 
 
¢hQ¡lf¢a l¡¢SL-Bm-S¢mm 

         B¢j HLja 

 

 

 


