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LUTTARAKHAND HIGH COURT

LIST OF JUDGES (As on 1" April, 2014)

SL. N, Mame of the Hon'ble Judge Date of Appointment
1. Hon'ble Mr. Justice K.M. Joseph 31.07.2014
{Chief Justice)
2 Honble Mr. Justice V. K. Bist 01.11.2008
3. Hon'ble Mr. Justice Sudhanshu Dhulia 01.11.2008
4. Honble Mr. Justice Alok Singh 26.02.2013
5. Hon ble Mr, Justice Servesh Kumar Gupta 21.04.2011
. Honble Mr, Justice Umesh Chandra Dhyani 092001



Transfer, Promotivns & Appointments of Judicial Officers

Civil Judge(] 13}, Rishikesh, Deheadin

S N | Mome & Designarion of the Oflicer Place of Posting Prate of Orreer

| Smit Monika Miral Addl Dist. Judge, Khatimno, 2B0a06
Repisirar, Sune Consumer Redressal L. §. Magar
Commession, Ltarokhond

3 & Manap Gorbyal | | Acldl, Dyist. Judge, Laksar, 280416
2 AL D J. . Rishikesh, Dist. Dehradun Huridwar

3 Sl Sujecl Kumar | Addt, mist, Judpe, Remnagar, R4 16
ADJ. Laksar, Haridwar | Nainital

4 Sri Mithilesh Jho, Chiet Judicial Magistrate, IR 0416
USDY Dep, Seoretary, S L8 A, | Ltiarkadhi
Littnrakhand, Nainital

5 Sl Hajoo Kumar Srivasavi Civil Judige (5.0}, Khotima, 2E.04, 16
Chiel Judicigl Magistrate, Pauri Garlwa] | L8N agr

B Sel Dharmendra Singh Adhikafi, I Chiel Judieial Magistrate, 2R04 16
Civil Jedge(S.0.), Roarkee, Hozidwar | Pruri Garliwal

7 Hrl Manindr Mohan Pandey, Civil Judge (5.0,), Laksar, 204,16
Addl, Judpe, Family Couori, Rishikesh, Handwur
Dehradun

8 S Sudhir Tomar, Clvil Ndge (3.0.), Rugrkee, 2R04.16
Addl, Civil Judge (5.D.), Roorkee, Hiridvwar
Haridwar

4 S Lisxman Singh, [ Civil Judpe(S.Ix), LS. Magar 204 10
Civhl Judge(5.03.) Vikas Magar, Dehradun

0 S Mohd. Yusuf, Principal !\rTu%istrﬂ!rﬂudiml 28,04 16
3 Addl Civit Judeed 5003, Dehradun Maglstrate(1" Class), Juvenile

Juesiee Boord, Dehradun
11 Smil Changan Sinph, Clvil Judpe (5.00), Pour 20416
| 1 ACLM. Deheudun Ginrivl
{12 S Yopendeas Kumar Sajar, 2 AL, v Judge (8D, 28.04.16

Civil Judge (5.0 VSecretary, DLSA., U:5. Nagar
Pauri - Grrhwal

13 Sri Mohammnd Yagoab, Civil dudge .00, Dehradun 280416




14 el Chhunvi Hamsal, Civil Judge( 1.0}, Rommagar, 250416
il Judipet 1.0, Deheadun Nalnital

15 Ma Ritika Semvwal, Principal Magastrate/dudicinl ZEIE D
1" Addl. Civil Judge (J.D.), Huldwani, Magistrate( 1" Class), Juvenile
Mainital Justice Board, Haridwar

16 Sri Suyed Guiran, Ciwil Judze() [1.), Stnazar, 28.04. 16
Principal Magisirate/Judicial Magistrate | Tauri Garowal
[1* Class), Juvenile Justice Bourd,
L5, Nagar

17 Sri Horsh Yadaw, Civil Judge (113, Chamoh 2R 16
Clivil Judge().0.), Roarkee, Haridwar

18 5ri Ravi Shonkar Mishro, Civil Judge (J.03), Bageshwur ZB04.16
Civil Judpe {1.00.), Haridwar

19 Sri Sandip Kumar Tiwari, Civil Judpe (110} Roarkee. 280416
Civil Judge (1.0}, Rumnager, Nainital Haridwar

20 M Bhwets Ronp Chaghan, 1% Addl, Civil Judge {113, 280416
1" Addl Civil Judge ()01 Dehsadun Nainil

3 SA Avinash Kumar Srivistava, 1" Addl, Civil Jedge ()0, 80416
Civil Judge (1.0.), Pliboragarh Trehradun

2 M5 Trichn Rawet, Civil Judge( 1,13, Murendrs EERIERE
Judlesal Magistrate-[ Haridwar Magar, Tehri Garhwal
(Principal Mogstrote, 1) B, Haridwair)

k| 5n Sunjeev Kumar, Principal Magistrate/ Judicis| 280418
Cival Judge (113}, Tharall, Chamali Magistrate] 1 Cluss) Juvenils

Justice Bowrd, U8, Nugur

M Ms Shumn Norgis, 1" Addl Civil Judge(l.D.), | 28.04.16
1 Addl Civil Judpet1.0.), Haridwar Eashipur, LS. Magar

25 M5 Mehe Kushwaha, 19 adedl, Civil Jucdpel] T3, 18,0416
Civil Judget?.0.), Garur, Bageshwar Haldhwmn. Muinizal

26 M Aditn Kumari, Civil Judgel 1.0}, Almored IE04.16
1% Addl. Tl Tudget 1.00), Roorkee,
Hiaridwar

27 s Meha Cayyum, Judicnl Mogsstrate, Pithoragarh | 2804 16
2 Add), Civil Judge() D), Debradun

28 Sr-Akram Al Civil Judget )1}, Pithorgarh 150410

| J udicinl Magsirabe-11 Debradun




29 9ri Neernj Kumar, 2" Addl Civil Judgefl. D% JEA 18
Civil Judger) 1.),Clismuli Dchradun
10 Sl Ashul B i, Civil Judie (.13 ), Komproyag, | 280416
Civil Judpe (1001 Almara Chamoll
ki | St Paval Singh. Civil Judged) 13}, 280410
Civil Judge (1.0, Karmprayug, Chamoll | Haridwar
32 s Rashmid Gownl, Civil Judped LIV, 24, o
Civil Judget )15, Narendm Mugar, Hishikesh, Dehmdun
Teli Garhwal
33 s Adiva Mudeen, Judizinl Musistrate-1L, 2R |6
1" Addl. Civil Judgped].00.), Kashipur, Dehrmdun
U, &, MNagar
M Srl Ravindrn Dev Mishm, i Addl, Civil Judpe{ 111}, IR LD
Judbicinl Muagistrnie, Mihoriparh Huridwue
15 M Anirtika, 2 Addl Civil Judge(l.Dv), 250416
1™ Addl il Judge( 1.0}, Malniul Mainital
St DLE. Cradrolm, Dhist, & Sessieny Judgs, Hardwar | U205, 16
Fewistrar CGiemernl, Hizh Coortof
Umnwrakomnad, Muindial
z Sri N, 5. Dhanik, Thst. & Sessions Judge, 02.05,16
e, & Seszions Judee, Handear Dehrogion
3 Sri Kanta Prasnd, Registrar Cemeral,  High Court | 020516
Regtetrar (Viglance), High Coun of of Litarnkhand, Mamitmi
Littarakhand, Mainital
4 Sei 3,8 Dharamshakiu, Diist, & Sessions Julpe, 0105 16
Principal Judpe, Family Coun, Dehradun Uetnrknshi
§ M Kahkasha Ko, Dist. & Sessivns Juilpe, Chomoly | 3105, 14
Addl. Seeretary -cum-Add). LR Govi. of
Uttarnkhand, Dehradun
& Srl Aok Vienma Secretury-Cum addl, LR, Govt 07 s, 14
[Mst, Jumdue Clameli of Unarakbond Deliradun
[ Ari Ritesh Kumar Srivastava Jaint Seerctary-Lum-loint LR, | 070616
Civil Jude (8. 1) Pithoragarh Giovl, of Unterakband Deheadiin
8 Sri Bharnr Bhoshen Pendey Addl. Secretary, Legislative & 17062056

MNainital

Repriatenr, Frgh Comart of Utturnkhand

Parliamemtary allairs, Oovi, of
Uttrrekchanet [ehradun




Newly Recruited Civil Judge (1.D.) 2014 Batch

s MNome & Designation of the Flace of Poxting ate ol
M. (Miicer Order
.| Ma. Bushrs Kamal Judicial Magistrate (1] Dehrusdun .L.EG.UE.J fi
2, | Sn. Sachin Kumaor Judictal Magistrate || Budrapur | US. Nagar | 200.06,16
3 | Sri Ramesh Chandra Civil Judge (1.03,) Ganpolihar, Pithrazarh 200616
4. | Ms Meenakshi Sharma 2 Addl Civit Judpe (0.0.), Hurdwar 20.06.16
3 Ma. Ashalikn Pandey 5% A ddl Civil Judge (1.0, }, Dehradun Iti.lE?_fE:.1__Fr_
6. | Ms Bhoni Mangalani Judicinl Maglstrate (1. Hordwar h . ztr'rm.m ]
7. | 8r. Vishnl Vashisht Civil Judge { 1.00.) Barko, Uittarkush 200616
B | Ms. Aishwaryn Bora | 3 Addl. Chvil Judge (1.00.}, Hardwar 200616
9, | Ms. Parul Thaplival 3 Addl. Civil Judge (1,131, Kaghipue 300616
LIS, Magar
10. | S Amit Bhatt Civil Judpe (1.D.) Gairags, Chuaml | 20006, 16
I | M. Chandreshwari Singh Judickal M.ugi-ﬂr.-l-. .".-' r:l-.hms!u i 2000616
12, | 5. Rapendra Kumar Jwdicial Magistrate, £ |'|_.|n1E.|11_-.|I 20,0616
: 13, | M2 Seenin 1 Al Ciwil Judge (1.0 Roordee, 2006, 1h
Hardwear
114, | Ms. Krishtika Gunjiyal 12" AddL Civil Judge () D) Roorkee, | 2006.16
Hardwar
15, | Ms. Kilpana Civil Judye {10} Pratap Nagar, Telar| | 200618
Crarhwal
1, | Sri Rajnish Mohan 4" Addl. Civil Judpe (J.F1) || |n|l.'= W :'II 0. 16
17, " Sri Panest Kumar 2" Addl. Civil Judg-.“l.l Lh) i{udmpu: '_JLI.IJtr.!ﬁ
LS. Mugar
__rTr l'mh'ﬁh Chamadra Civil Judge (1.0} Js.u:pm LTH:II --_JLI.I{I']:E C i




F HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND {from 01.04.2006 to 30.06.2006)

Pendency

{As om 01.04.2016)

Civil Criminal | Taml
Cnses Cases Pendency
19453 Hlnk i
Institution Disposal ) Pendency
{ 01,04.2006 to 30.06,2006 | (01.04.20016 to 30.06.2016) {As on 3L06.2016)
Teoanl
Civil Crimidaud Tisnl Chvil Criminal Total Civil Crimimal | o ndency
Canes Canpis Instithom Chues Coses ¥ispusal Cnses Coses ik ik and
of
D615
Rl 2445 54582 1503 1132 1638 0987 9581 ELIELL]
& * -




# District Courts (From 00.04.2006 to 30.06.2016)

SL | Neme of the Tistal
No | Distriet Civil Canes Criminal Cuses Fendleney
an the end of
g
Chpmmizms | Imitisdion | Digmmal | Peodeney | Opeoisg | betiuiue | Degaial | Posdeso
Balamsr Trum tram witheend | Balanee irom fram T YT |
W uE Ry [{E.TRTY ul myn WM | Rl il
LLERE R [+ (1] JEEL. i LI T [} (2] LN
EUE LAY B0 A0 Bi, |8 RUE L
L | Almora 418 152 i74 426 TIS 435 397 73 199
L Hageshwar Uiy nd (L 1m0 LR 46 L] LET] 585
| EChamali 154 7 a3 52 si4 1] 579 | fi2iy LEL]
|
4| Ol powal L] (%] 73 156 &3 1] 749 I L1 M 968
5 | Dehradun T0NTS 1870 | 1544 [ 11200 | 6BU2T [ 16326 | 12253 i 1995 Hd 198
. — 1
6, | Harldwar 11 1236 T 0545 | 3200 7647 | G0 | MU 4368
T | Mainial 26R0 [(EE] 617 M| 7436 AdG6 | 3505 | 4197 | IRLET)
LY Puuri 1024 17 256 ooy i) 990 unp | 23 | ELEL]
Ginrhwal
a Fitharagarh LEl] 54 53 a1 45 ®312 He 76 1234
10, | Rudryprayag I35 41 55 141 (L3 516 552 §500 | 1731
L | Telir 112 112 14 4206 | 1380 1137 uR3 I514 1934
Coarhwal
LL | U5 Nugar SH 15375 1212 5§25 | 137w\ TINME hSTH | 24151 29503 |
1Y | Untarkashi 336 108 L] 53 690 S80 45l | 70 1Az |
Toral 3047 | 6087 | S225 | 31euw | 141wz | anmed | 3aden | 1ainw IEEETI




Family Courts (from 01.04.2016 to 30.06.2016)

S Mo ol Tatal
N | Prodency
® | the Family Clvil Cases | Criminal Caged ‘
Court 1t il
ul
Db T4
A —
sy fanisiuitue | (sl | Femdewey | Gpening | Gnsiisian | Bidpssl | Pesbeny
Ealspce an frmm Tran apuhs el | Madance Trum drom an ihe enid
TR RN TN TR T al Avan ETRTTCR I Y TRTY o
BN [ Hi%, i BLRLIE Joge.lw [ 1%
FL.06 BIIE N EY
L Dehradun 1493 ELE) i | 1617 Bal 1549 138 914 Pl
) Rishikesh 159 L 41 184 | 151 41 14 168 L]
3 Maimital S0 1 117 a7 712 mn o9 T4 1181
a4 Hardwar ivL 192 182 his 5K f12] 131 555 TEan
3 Howrhee 417 155 18 454 S0l T4 L] R4 L] el
L FPumri 134 58 55 37 174 5 AR 177 514
¥ Udlam 47 137 112 751 ba L 140 RS T4 1546
Singh
Mupnr |
[ TOTAL 41T 13 926 | 4546 | ANGY 690 621 L] 3184




CIRCULAR LETTERS! NOTIFICATIONS
HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND

NAINITAL
From
Regmirar Gareral,
High Cowt of Littarakhani,
Hainital

All e Distract Judges. Subordinals 1o High Court of Unarakhand

Pringipal Secraiary Law-cume-L R, Governmant ol Uttarskhand, Denradun,

Principal Becratiny Legislityva & Parsamerlary ARaita, Govemmenl af Utershand, Deldadun

Divaciod, Litarakhand JSudictal And Legsl Azademy, Bhowsli, Diss, Mainital.

Chaiman, Commerciel Tax Tribunal, -6, Mekhru Calony, Hardwar Rasd, Dabradun

Charman, . State Transport Appeflate Trnbunal, 3% &, Race Couso, Woar Rinku Medicoss,

Diebradan

Secratary, Lokayuki, 33, Ingusirlal Area, Pabel Nager, Debradun

Principal Judge, Family Cowt Dehradun and Judges. Family Court Hardwar. Manisi Pau

Garhwal & Lidham Singh Nagar

8. Rapsirar, Stabe Consymer Disputes Redrgssal Commission Ustarakhand, House No, 178,
Alabpur ialan, Near Spring Hile School, Mothroweals Rosd, Dehradun, 248415

10 Member-Secredary, Uitarakband 51288 | egai Services Authonty, Manitsl

11 Presiding Officer, indusinal Thbunal-cum-Labour Court, Haldwand, Distt. Naindsl

12 Presidng OMicer, Labour Couns, Debvadun, Hardwar snd Kashepor, DR, Udham Singh Magar,

13 Presidng Officar, Food Salaty Aposdate Trpunsl Dahraoun @nd Haltwars, Distric) Masniad

14 HAegiabmar, Fublic Sendce Tobunal, Ltamkhand, Dehradun

15 Chairman, Usarakhand Co-operalive Trbunal, Dehradun

18, Hagistrar-cum-Secrelary. Stabe Lavel Paloe Complainl Autharity, Dehradun

17. Addihonal Searetary [Low), Public Sarvion Commisson, Guarokul Kangan, Sachwas

R

o~

CL.Na 05 MMHCiHdmin A20E Disbog April 11 2018

Pislrpst Posting of Judicial usa s soreing as Judicial Officer in any of the
adgoining Statos.
Sr,

O the suibjed noled snove, | hase io nlorm that ike Hon'ble Oourt & pleased {o resalve that,
pesbng of suoh Josica OMicers of the State Judiclery of Litarakhand, whose epousa & serving as Judcial
Officer in any of the adigining Stales will be given n the border anea adjacen (o hote States. as fa as
possibie anu praciicabln, prowded hisfher opouse IE Biza posiad in boroar ses Howsv, Thes faciny wil nol
b prostded B3 3@ mislled of right and the matle regarding such pasting will be considered anly aubjest i
paramount indrres? of e State Judiciary

¥l drg Ehatafone, wilormed accordingly

Regmttar General




Some Recent Judgments of Uttarakhand High Cowrt

Division Bench Judgments

In Speclal Appeal Ne, 82006, Ajay Singh Maurya V. Siate of Utterakhand, decided on
0205 2016, the petitioner's mother died, his imber remarnied. The fathes of the petitioner was
emploved under the Stute of Unurekhand and Wis step misther was emploved under the State of
U.P. The lather of pr.r'rlinnr.r died in the vear 2009 when he was 33 vears ald. The Petitioner
applicd for compassionaie appomntment under the. Rules bul was demed sppomiment on the
ground that the 'spouse’ of his' father was in Government job. His writ petition elaiming
compassionile appoiniment wis also dismissed. In Special Appeal it was contended that he was

nof brovght wp of hisstep mother and e wos living sepamtely.

The bench, while dismissing the Special Appeal, obscrved thar Dying in Harmess iz matter 1o be
decided wath reference 10 the Rules, orders or scheme, spplicsble 1o the particulur case under the
relevant Rufes. The step mother of petitoner who was in Governnvent job, fell m the catepory aof
‘spouse” of his father and i would make no difference il the petitioner was living sepuarately wned
T was nal briwght up by s step-mother

In WPES. B Mo, T7@2005, Dr. Nebeditn Preidoeban and other V3, Stote of Uttarakfrand
and athery with WP (5.8 MO 3372015, decided on 05052016, the petitioners are working
in Higher Education Department of the State. They have worked for long period n remole ureas
wnd sought transfer but was not considered. There representations were dispossd of by the
department holding that they will be considercd for mransfer in next (rEnsfor session as per
puidelimes. Under the said puidelines, continuance of a person af o particular place for a period of
three 1o five yeors would eatitde him o be considered for runsfer, The petitsoner fullill the said
requirement, Cn 30072015, the amendment was effected to the guidelines and the bar wan
raised o thiee W0 five vewrs (o completion of len vears as the requirement for being considered
tor tranafer According o the petitioners, these guidelines are arbitrary and illegnl. Hence, this

writ petiticn filed.

The hench, while dismassing the wnt petition, observed that it is true that in 2 hilly site like
Stnte of Utarnkhond wiwre the stnte, for fhe most part, fies in i hilis, public services are to he




madniained in those oreas ms much as they required in the ploin orens, 18w rue that the 2008
guidelines are al generanl spplication bul when peculiorities of o deparmen eall for diffesentiol
treatinent, sith the |||1p'r||v.'|| |I|-1."1|r'|llh'lL'r|l .".ul:hur'il:n' s apen 1o the stnte tno device other
principles . 00 wue thn under these puidelines, on completon of three to five yeurs. a person
could aspire for bemp transferred. but the {act of the matter appears (o be that there are larpe
number of wachers, who heve completed ten or more number of years, Apparenily, it become
neressary o incorporie the condition that in plece of three o five years, 2 person - should
commplete ten yvears in order o seek transfer. The vocsncy position o the hills reguire eoising the
har from three 10 live vears 10 ten years, In this process, public interest was secured in as much
us, the vacancics continue 1o be manned by persons, who would have been inoa position to secure
tramsfer 1o the plain areas on completion on & period of three 1o five vears. Thus, by raising the
bar three o Gve vears w Len vears the siwe would in g position o secure the services of the
teachers in the Hizher Education Depormment in hill areas, as ; otherwise, 10 may oot be possible
to supply the vocancies in (hose areas. The bench, [urther held that publie intenest cannot be

sveripoked, It canned be treated as prbitrary as such

3 I Habeaxy Corpus Petition No, 182006, Jevinder Komar Vv, Stote of Uttarakbond and
Chehers, decided on 03062016, the petitioner sought i writ commanding the respondent 1o
produce the body of petitioner in the Courn and w 21 him o libery, Three sopamic cascs wene
lsdged agamst the petitioner under Section 138 of Megotsble Instroments Acl. [8R] by three
differdn persons. The petitioner was convicted ond thersafier he led oppeuls before Additonal
Sessions Judge, where he was acquited. Againan i1, different appenls bedore High Coure where
Simgle Judye allowed (he sppeats set uside the order of soquingl passed by Additiom| Sessions
Judge and the restored the order of Trial Court. The said judpment has beeome final as the SLP5
hve been rejected. Thersafter, the petitioner surrendered before Court ond sent to jail, Then, the
petitioner moved o applicotion that all the throe senlences be directed to the run concurrently
which was dismissed. Aguinst this order, he approached the High Cowrn under Seetion 482 of Cr
P.C., where the Single Judge disposed of the application, According the petitioner, he hns
already served the sentence for o penod more than what is reguired o be served. So. his

continaons detestion is ilegal




While dismissing the petition, the bench observed that the jurisdiction of Habeas Corpus i5 1o

serutinize, whether o person is in [Hegal detention, Continued detention of the peritioner is quite
clenrly premised on the petitioner por having complied with the wems of the jedgment rendered
in petition under Section 482 of Cr.P.C. In the Habeas Corpus jurisdiction, the Coort cannot sit
over the judgment of Single Judge rendered in o petition under Section 482 of the Code. The
Ciourt cannot possible that the detention 1% 1llegal. In fact, the direction of Single Judge i% tha the
petitioner shall not be released withoul the compensation being paid, the detention of petitioner
is legal bn terms pf' the judgment rendered in petition under Section 482 of Cr. P.C

In Special Appeal Mo, 2182005 Molid. Awisees Vi, Stare of Untarakliand amd elers, decided
on 2006 2006, the petitioner is 4 proprictor of M Pakija Fruit Company snd is engaged in
whobesale of fruns and vegetables. A licence was 1=sued 0 im oon 14.12.2009 by the Seerciary
of Krishi Udpadan Mandi Samiti, Niranjanpur Dehroden which wis valid 611 30.06.2016. By the
impugned potice dated 01,10.2014 he was asked 10 remove the encroachment from the tromt of
conmigen where be was doing the business. The Single Judee dismissed the writ petition mking the
view that the appellEant was not able 1o establish any legzal npht 16 accupy the place of his choice

withaut being wny llotment, congem or approval of Maneging Director. Henge, 1he appeal,

The bench, while dismissing the appeal, observed thal perusal of Section 13 would only show
Tl alter declaestion of an ares 45 3 mackel areas, po person can, within the merkes, cary an
business except i terms of the licence gramied by the Committee. The licence of sppellant 1
valid 1ill 30.06.2016 on the basis of yenrly renewnl. The guestion of wllotment of u shop is a
matter 1o be governed by the allotment Rules. Therefore, the appellant 18 mixing up the issue of
restiction o carmying on trode within the merket gres without a licenee with the issue relnting to
the right to a shop. Thal he has 4 licence and he can ¢army on the business within the market arca
enly m tenms thereol will not-entitled him sutomatically 1o a particular shop or space as such, As
fur-as the three shop reoms W0 wish the claim s made by the appellant, sre concerncd, 1aking the
Rules ws they are, plocing the appellant ot the 15th position and there being three shop rooms,

chearly appellant 15 ot entitled to get allotment of any of the three shop rooms

In Special Appeal Mo, 502018, Principmd, Jowaher Novodiye Fidivolaye and Otfvers Vs,
Abbvay Chawdivart and Another decided on 20062006, the pelitioner sat Tor entrance test held




by appellams in Feb 2016 for admission o clnss 6 for seasion 2005-16, By letter dated

2206200 5 finher of petitioner was informed that his son was selected for &™ siandard. The
mraximum age limit For sdmission 1o class 6" s 13 vears. His date of binh 07, 12.04 und on the
date of cntrance 1est he was less than 13 véars, The appellant conducied o medicnl litness wat,
The CMO submitted indicating that sge of wril petitioner appears 10 be opprox 13 10 13 years.
The Single Judpe sllowed the writ petition holding that the document under Rule 12 (3) (b)) of
Juvenile Justice }-'!.ulr..s would prevail over any medical certificate. 1t was relied upon the eximct
ol family register which showed that the pelithoner was bam in years 2004, The petitioner
certmindy below 13 yemrs af the time: pdmission so admission was ordered to be granted 1o o

standard for yenr 20 5-16. fezling agerieved, the appellants file Special Appeal.

The bench while allowing the uppeal, observed that it is apperently that no student is denied
gdrmission on the busis of objection rmised to ape, that the Act provides that [or the purpose of
addrmigaton, the ege 15 10 be determined on the basis of birth certificwle issued under the provisions
of the Binh, Deaths, Maorriages Registration Act., or on the bagis of such documents, which have
been prescribed in the Rule The provisions of the Juvenile Justice Act and the Rules would
become in wppheable i view of specilic provision contamed in the Agt and the Rules, It was
fierthier held thint there con be oo dispute with the propogition that it ghways open to the Court to
mould a relbel bat i1t does mot inclisde the authority e disrepard o deciston amd gramt relief, The
appetionts have clearly acted o the teeth of Section 14 of Agt So i such circumstances, the

appenl is allowied and the order of Single Judge 15 det agide
nch Judgments

I Criminul Mise, Application Ne. 402006 (L8 482 CrPC) Anne Yadav Vs, Staie of
Urwraklvand amd Anether, decided on 1904 2016, the apphicant 8 lsomg ral under Section
235 L PO oand Section § of POCSO Act. The charge-sheet has been filed ngpinst the
appticant. An npplication was filed by the applicant for conducting o Marco Analvzis Test which
wis rejected by Trial Court, Dunng the tmal, all the prosecution wilnesses have been casmined,
the applicant was also examined under Section 313 of Cr. PC. AT this stage, an spplication was
maved by upplicant before the Court stating thar o Mareo Analysis Test be conducied on him for

which he hod volunteered endier. This wpplication has alsp been rejecied by the Court. The




applicont challenges the velidity of said order and submits that being on pecused he has
velunteered for o Narcg Analysis Test in onler (o prove his innocence. The application is rejected
by Trial Court on the ground that if w highly belated, Hence, applicant filed present applicotion

under Section 4452 Cr PO inveking the inberem jurisdiction of this Court.

The bench, white shamsssang the applicaten held that the application has been filed by the
applicant ot the fag end of the mwial when the entire prosecution witnesses have been examined
The accused himsell was exmmned under Section 313 CrPCoand the sole defence wiiness waes
alse expmined. Therefore, the application féell i= ot a highly belated sge. The bench cited the
Judgment of Hon'ble Apex Court im S Selvi and Cilers Fy, State of Karndataka AR 2000 50
1974 in which the Hon'kle Apex Court has considered all the aspects of eriminal jurisprudence
The bench further observed thot o baew as it stands today is that the evidence produced before the
Court s shope or under the process of Marco Analysis Technigee is not a full prool evidence
partbeulurly now, in the present cese where the evidence wall nod be ghven belfore the Cowrd Trom
the side of prosecution bul on the inalstence of the defence as whether it is inculpatory or
exculpaiony evidense, it would got amount 1o any benefit being given Lo the prosecution of 1o the
defence, therelare. at such n belated stoge apain there is absolutely no purpose of sach and
evpdence. |1 18 for the prosecution o prove its cose beyond reasonable doubt. 1T there are any
oophales. it iz for the prosecuficen o take care of that and amend or rectify it ot appropriate
stge. 11 b5 not given o ihe delenee o point oul ancmalics or weakness in the cose of prosecution

nnd get an order from the Cour

o]

In WSS No, JES52006, Bhawan Chandra Arva Vi, State Bank of Tedis and Oifiers,
decided on 14 06,2016, the peritiones prayed 1o issue a welt to quash the impugned order dared
25.01.201] pessed by respondent ne -2 Disciplinary Authority! AGM (Admin) SBI, Almora and
order chaded 20062011 passed by respondent na. 3 Appelliie Authonty/D0GM {Operations) SHI,
Mew Dielhi, The petitioner was Assistant Accountant in SBI Kafligair, Branch Bageshwar, where
the dizeiplinory procecdings have been initisted against him regarding charges of emberzlement
from 17,11, 2008 1o 26.03.2008, The Disciplinery Authority, vide order 25.02.200 1, dismisy the
service of petitioner, Thereafter, appeal bas also been preferred which was rejected vide order
210,200 1 Mennwhile, o erminal cuse was also Mled apaing the petitioner in which he was




convicted under Section 420447 468 471408 of [PC by C ] M. Bogeshwar and 1he appeal
agminst this order was ulso dismissed. Aggrieved by said order the petitioner file crimina
revision before High Coun where the Single Judge did not interfere wath the findings of Courts
below, but as far as senlence was concerned the petitioner was givén the benefit of Probution of
Orifenders Act., 1958

While dizsmissing 1& pelition, the bench shserved that o depurtmental procecdings is different
from a eriminal proceeding in its appreciation of evidence, munner of proceduse and finally in
the estublishment of guilt, The charges in this case hove been fullv established sgeinst the
applicant in departmental proceedings and his nppeal bas already been réjected. He was also
comvicted by the Criminal Courts and the High Court has not imterfered with the findings b
only given the petitioner o benefit under the law on sentence. [n other words, the petitioner's guilt

hus been estublished both in the deparimental proceedings s well a5 before the Crimnal Court.

The bench further observed thar whether the conviction by the Criminal Coury would entail and
awomatic dismissal or removal from services or something elss needs 10 be done by the
Appointing Awtharity. The fact thm once an employes has been charged and convicied by a
Crrminal Court, the Appointing Authority can ke a decision regerding his removal and
dismissal without even resorling 10 a disciplinory: inguiry is not in doubt. In [eet. this is clear in
the Constitution under Asticke 311 where iU is mandatory © conduct an inguiry sgainst a
Governmen! servant belore his removel or dismizsal or reduction in rank, bel this is not e
reguaramenl, when o perdon 15 dismissed or removed or redoced inrank on the ground of conduet
which has led @ his conviction on criminal charges. Sinee the petitioner found puilty in
depurtmental procecdings us well 55 i cnimingl proceedings, nothing less than o dismisssl from

gervice was hanee required.

In WSS Moo 111072004 Harvwaroap and Cehers Vs, Stare of Usarakhond, decided on
IR06.200, the petitioners sre Closs-]V emplovees i the Public Works Deportmemt
Unarukhand. ALl were appoimted between 1985 10 1990 on daily mied basis and there services
were regulorized between 2006 1o 2012 A fix amount from their salery was being deducted after
the regularization under the Contnbutory Pension Scheme, so there is apprehension that they will

not he given pension under the old pension afler retirensent, They hove been inlformed that they

|




will not be governed under the old pension scheme bt owall be given benehn umder thy

Contribulory Pengicn Seheme s for this rengon, Uhe contribution i3 being taken from them. The
petitioners filed the writ pefition agangt it The sand of the Government s that under the mew
pensaon scherme, thot s applicable sinee 01, 102005 a rew entrant’ m public service wall not be
rrven regulior pension Bl be will be mrven persion ender thbe Contabiilory Pension Scheme, The
petiticners hisvie enkered 0 regulor serviace only after O1 102005, as tbeir services were

regulansed from 2006 onwards. Hence, all of these poverncd under now penston schemes:

The bench, winle allowing the writ petitdon, observed that o 'new entrant’ would be an megmbent
whio has joincd his service reeentiy, In the present case, the effective dme of povernment order is
woe . 011020035, The peesent petitioners are definitely nob *new entrants” s they were alrendy
warking th the Public Works Department, though under a different category of employment that
i5 work churge mnd prios to thot on daily reted basts; Therelore, the stund of the Government that
the pelitioners being the ‘new entmnts' in service and will be poverned under Contnbutory
Pensaon Scheme 15 wholly erronesus. & mandomus 15 sseed 10 the respondent authonties 1o give
the petitioners. repuler pension under the ofd pension scheme, ng 12 applicable o the other

employees employed prior to 01, 10,2005,

In Apperad from rders No, 432000, Oviewral Insuravce Company Livnited Vi S Phivad
Mule ond Others with AG. No. 4472010, decided on 160523016, a tractor, sitached with
trler, e i Irond of decensed and dashed him, causing his death, The maother of the decensed
sged 30 vears and his other dependents Gled cluim petition, The Tribunol swirded compensation
ppninst the imsurer of the tractor. In the appeal of insurer, it was argued that the insurer was nod
linble to poy compensation becowse the troiler, attoched to the ireetor, wos neither registered
separately ond nor insured and further, the drerver of the tractor wos holding the licence to drive

light otor velicle and nol o transpor vehiele,

The bench, while disposing the appeats, held that though - tractor is 8 light mator vehicle whena
irniler s atmehed thereio, it becomed i geods carmer wnd comes under ihe clegory of rmnspon
vehicle and even though the trailer was not inssred and the dreiver had licence fior a light motar
vehicle, the entire liobility could not be fasiened on the owner in the driver ol the tractor,

exanerating the msmanee company. Accordingly, it was ardered thit 50 % of the compemsation



wiould be paid By the insurance company, 35% by the owner and rest 13 % by the driver. The
bench also observed that in view of the law lnid down in the case of Sarle Verma, upproprite
multiphier could be 13" and further 0 waould be quile appropraste 1o grant Bs: 1 lakh o the old

peed mother lowards love and nifection

In Adh No, 4132600, The New fndin Asswrance Company Lide Vi Smt Premovali amd
Otfiers, decided on | 1.05.2016, a5 & result of motor sccident dcewrred due to rash ond negligent
driving of the offending vehicle. the clammant/deceased sustained grievous injuries. causing 65 %
disability to him and though e jeined his duties in Govermmeent service afier treatment, he died
during pendency of the claim petition and his heirs suhstitoed in his place. The Tribonal
swarded compensation sgainst the insurer of the offending vehicle. An appeal was filed by the
imstirer, wtowas argeed that the clarm petition filed by the snjured for his persomnl impures hod
been obhied  on  his death, It was found that due- 1o (he injurics, sustained by the
decemsediclimant in the motor aceident, he was suffering with anemis as well as other badily
infirmnities leading o development of tuberculosis of mghest degree and poralytic oftack which
caused his death

The bench, while dismissing the sppeal, observed that merely becouse the decersedd'cluimant hud
jovimed big duties; it could nat be inferred that he wag fit to discharge hig duties or be died for
somie other renson. So, merely the fact that he had joined bock his official duties, cannot be w
conglusive foctor lepding 1o an imference that he had become physically fit to discharge o his

officsul duties,

In Ak N, 002006, The Ovicnmd Insuronce Compairy Lra. Vi Bachaw Singh Khati and
Othvers, \he decensed wad driving i truck on o hilly road in slow speed in penk ruiny senson, in
bis effor w give pass to b scooter coming from back side, the wheel of the truck eume on the
retsining wall of the road and the wall broke down causing the aecident, n which the deceased
driver died. The Tribunal awarded compensation against the insurer of the offending vehicle.
The insurer filed appeal acalnst the order subnitting the fact that for compensation under Section

Lot of Muotor YVehicle Act, rush and neghgem driving was necessuily 1o be proved.




The bench shierved that thee degree of eare and skill in driving a particular vehicle can never be
a1 a fixed stand point in 2 pamicular set of fects and that in the vase ot hand, the driver could have
driven the tmck with more care and skill by tnking care in assessing the nature of road and it
rights in peak rainy season and could have avoided the sccident and this way still the driver
could be said 10 be msh pnd sesheent. and the petition under Section 166 of the Act did not

sulfer with omy infirmiey,

Im A), N, 2662008, Sen, Deepa Ranrefa Vi LK Seukar Cesent Pipe Private Lid., decided
bn 22.07.20016. the detessed emploved ns diver of the sespondent. He had been provided an
mecommadation (barrack] by the respondent employer, When he was slecping in the said
barmuck, st abous 5 A ML, he suffered cerdiac arrest and when he was being shified o bospital, he
died. His wiclow filed elorm petition for the compensation under Workmen's Compengation Act.,
1923 which was dismissed.

While dizsmissing the appeal. the bench held that the decensed suffered cardine acrest while he
cuubd ot have left his bed in the morming and by no stretch of imoginetion, it coeld be infoered
tht be died durning the course of his employment and that the eppeal had no force.

I A0 Mo 1802016, Cleil and Soyam Van Prablog Vv, Smi. Shawatel Devl and Others,
decided on 12042016, the deceased, an emplove of Forest Department working as Forest Guard
and drowing salary Bs. 7424/ per month. When be was boarded Government vehicle, Lhe same
met with an accidemt and he died. The Government vehicle was not insused. The Tribunal
ownrded Rs. 1160424/ as compensation, Ui sppeal of the Swte, i was pointed ol thar besides
other benefits mrising out of death of the decensed emplove. his widow had been provided

compassbonate appointment and pension of Bs, 5813/ per month

The bench. while allowing the nppenl. observed that the claim for compensation in the case of
Government emglove, dying in accideént of Liovernmeny vehicle, could not be campared in panity
with the nccident claims, orismg ouwl of mowor accidents of private vehicle which are
compulsarily required o be insured for the elaims of third paries and passengers. Further it is
held that hod the decessed been live, his wilie would nol have been given pensicn and further

the Coovernment cmplovees remamed msure during their employment. In the case a1 hund, the




difference of salary of the decensed and pension granted to hig widow (Rs. 7424-Rs, 3813= Rs,

1611/) ought to hive been tuken into considerniion for assessing compensation Accordingly,
deducting LA™ thereol wwasds personil expenses of depessed and applvang the multiplier ol 14,
R A2T98E- awnrded as compensation (including conscrium of Rs, | lakh, R« 25000 towards

funsiinl wxpenses and Bz, | lukh towends loss of core and gusdance, wwarded by Tribunal,

In WP Ma, HMMIF (M5} Bhushan Kumar Vs Rumesh Nankawnd and Otlrers, decided on
07.04.2006, the peliticner challenged the judgment and order dased (20520040 passed by
Additional District Judge in which the Count ollowed on application onider Section 5 aof
Limiitation Act, on poyment of costs, By the same order, sn application under (hder-% R-13 OPC
row Section |51 CPC wis allowed in the suit was restored to its original No. ond the order doted
249,09.1993, whereby tie-suil wis decided in terms of cormpromise, wis sot pade,

The bench, while allowing the petition, observed that if o suit has been decrecd on the basis a
compromise, preived ® between e parties and o parly 1o thie suil & willing o chotienge such
compromise decree, be has two courses available viz either Be can file o petition unsder the
‘provisn’ 1o B-3 of Order 23 of the Code to recall this order secording the compromise or he can
filc an sppeal under Section 96(1) of the Code apainst the decree i which he cian question the
validity of the compromise in view of R-1 A of Order 43 of the Code.

In WP Mo 155172000 (MAS) Girish Chandra Dhasmang Ve Smi. Midfiovd Nawat, decided on
13062016, the petitioner chullenged the impugned order dated 00062016 passed by Civil
Judge {100 petitioner’s swit by which interim Injunction has not heen pranted. The petitioner
hod constructed double-siory house over o free hold plol. The respondent’s house exisied to the
sputh of the petitioner's plot, On 08052016 with the ald of JCB machine, responsdent staried
digging earth for crecting eolumns at four comers of Ber lnnd, Due 1o this, the waler connecrions
started feaking and water stered pouring out fo the petitioner's southerm Tundition that csised
greal damaged o the petitioner's house. On 01 06.2016, respondent startzd constructing beams
and columns that again domaging the foundation of the house of thw peliioncr. Therenfier,
petitioner filed suit Balore the Coun. The Coun posted the interim application for 01.07 2016, 8o

the present petition filed by the petitioner.




cn

The bench, while disposing of the pettion, held that this fact 15 not under dispuie thot the

delendantrespondent is constructing house in her own lnnd, 10 is also oot o dispute that U
plamntifT and defendant (petitioner and respondery therein | are the ncighbours. A duty s,
therefore, cast upon the defendant (respondent therein) to constrict. ler home in such 8 way thot
it does nol couse damage o his neighbour te. e petitiones. The bench held thar the weil petition
is disposed of in the lght of principle of Tow Inid down by House of Lords [n Sylamds Fs
Fleicherd |t 15 made clear that this order wos moinly for the fprerregmmm; m as muoch s the s

16 ulrendy pendine adjudicuion before e court below,

WP Mo, 8622006 (M) Shri Ashowin Choawdhory Vs, St Kiran Chandbeny, decded on
20.06.2016, the petitioner has Aled & matrimoniol suit under Section 13 of Hindu Mortsge Act..
apuins the respondent on the ground of adultery, The child Kashagrs Chaudhary was staying
with the parents o Maimitol all Dec 2004, In Maorch, 20016 respondent along with child shifted to
Dehradun where the child admitted 10 Asian School. When Sumrmer vacition stred in Asian
Schoul, the petitioner moved an application under Sections 26 of Act. lor cusiody of his child.
I'he Trnl Coun postponed the hearnng of some on the ground that 11 will be decided at the time
of Tl disposal of matrimonial suil wder Seetion 13 of the Act. That order is under challenged

in presont wril petition.

The bench. while setting aside the impugned order, observed that in any proceeding ander 1he
Act, the Court may, Tfrom time o time, pass such interim order with respect 1o the eustody,
muintenonce Bnd eduweation of the minor children, consistenly with their wishes. |n the instant
cage. application under Section 26 of the Act v pending and decree in mutamonial suit under
Section |3 of the Act, s yet jo he passed, It was, therefore, incumbent upan the trinl court o
decided the maner first and ought not to have ket the matter pending (o be decided along with
the finul disposal of the suit. A direction is aceordingly given o court below 1o 1ake up the issue
ol custody of child moved under Section 36 of the Act ot the erdiest possible and decide the
mustier by 28" June, 2006, The visiwrion rights granced 1o the petitioner w visic his child ot his
mother's home at Dehrsdun till such time the application under Secton 26 of the Hindu Martage
At |s decided by the vourt belw




Major Events & [nitiatives

On 13.05.16, Hon'ble Mr Justice R. F. Nunman Juidee, Supreme Counl of Indmvisited the the
High Court of Uttarakhand and met Honhbe the Chiel Justhee & Hon'hle Tudges of High Cou,
¥ Mariman took the rpund of High Cotrt csmpues® apprecinted the herwge building of the High
Cour. An official dinner wes hosied by the High Courtin the hbonour of Hon'ble Judpe.

Full Court Reference

A Full Court obituary relference was held on 210420060 in Chief Tustice™ Court at 330 pam o
maurn the sad demise of Mr M C. Bunml, Senior Advocate, High Courp O Uttarnkhand,
MNainital

A Full Couri 4.1hill.l.llr}' reference ‘was held on 2LO%5 2116 i Chief Justice’s Cowrt a1 330 pom o
mourn the sad demise of Mr, Molit Komor Agorwal, Advocoste, High Court OF Ulitarakhand,

MNainital,




ACTIVITIES OF STATE LEGAL SERVICES AUTHORITY( SLSA)

MONTHLY NATIONAL LOK ADALATS

Ag per dircctions of Motional Legal Services Authority ond mnder the valunble guidonee of
Honble the Execunive Chiormman, Unisrakhand State Legal Services Authorty, three Mombly National
Lok Adalats were mpanlzed in different Courts of the State of Uiomkhand. In the months of Apnl,
20186, tousl B33 cuses relating fo labour wnd family matters wire taken up and our of them 303 cuses were
decrded amicably and ®s. 730,092/~ was settled. Inthe monthilby SNotonol Lok Adelot ergonized m the
maonth of Moy 2006 ond June 2016, out of 453 cases reluting 1o moter secident claims and insurance

chitime, 54 cases were settléd and on mmount o the oo of Rs, 1,56, 15,5000 sas seriled,

FOREST FIRE IN STATE OF UTTARAKHAND

During the pemod. in most of the districts of Utinrakhand Sivte suecumbed 16 the forest fire,
which not anly caused damages wo the valuable forest produce but alao 1o the iving animals, Han'ble (e
Exsewtive Chammuen had taken o sernous view on this dwrecting all the District Legal Sernces Authonties
o convene the meetings with the respomsible odficers of forest depariment of their distrets to knowshow
the peasons o forest fire, damoges coused due it and the prevention mebsures sdopted by the Forest

Dpartment.

VISIT OF SHELTER HOMES

Mg per directions of NALSA, the Member Seeretary, Ulturnkhond State Legnl Services Awthority
nned Secretary of Distnct Logol Services Authoritics made spot mspegtion of the urban shehers bring
constructed under the National [Frban Livelibood Mission (MULM) Scheme. Thereafler by way of o
condolidated feport the NALSA was apprsed shoul present stabus of the construction sites of urben

shicliers,




ACTIVITIES OF STATE LEGAL SERVICES AUTHORITY( SLSA)

MONTHLY NATIONAL LOK ADALATS

As per directions of Motional Legal Services Authority ond onder the valunble guidimee of
Fonhle the Executive Charman, Unisrakband State Legal Services Awthority, three Monthly Natonal
Lok Adalats were orpanized i different Courts of the Stwe of Ubdomkhond o the months of Apnl,
2006, total B33 cuses relating (o labour wsd family mamers were taken up s oug of them 305 cases wire
decided amicably and Bs 730,092 -« waz seitled, In the monthily SNotonal Lok Adalm orgonized in the
month of May 2016 and June 20046, out of 453 cases relating 1o motor secident elnims and msurance

chiiims, 54 cases were setiléd and an simount 9 the e of Rs, 1,56, 15,500/ sais setiled,

FOREST FIRE IN STATE OF UTTARAKHAND

During the pemod. i most of the distriets of Utinmkhand Siste succumbed 10 the forest fire,
which not only eassed damages to the valuable forest produce but also 1o the ving onimeals, Hon"hle 1w
Exgewtive Chairrmien had (aken o senous view oo this dwrecting all the Destrict Legal Sernces Authoniies
to convene the meetings with the respomzible officers of forest depariment of theie distrac o koo
phie remsons For forest fire, dammges coused due e i ond the prevention megsures sdopled by the Forest

Dhpairtment

VISIT OF SHELTER HOMES

As per directions of NALSA. the Member Secretary, Utturnkhond State Legal Services Authority
nned Secretary of Distrct Legal Services Authoritics made spot mapection of the arban shekiers bing
constructad under the National Dirban Livelibood Mission (NULM) Scheme. Thereafler by way of o
coniolidated feport the NALSA wos apprised shoul present status of the construction sites of urban

sheliers,




S0 a5t provide legal aid and advice ol the doofsieps, lepal pwaréness and sensitizalion camps

are heing orgasized throwgh mabile van throsgheut the State o variows villnges of different distriets,
During the months of April. 2016 @ Jume, 2006 Sme Legal Services Authorty's mobile van visied
Dristriet-Chamoli and Diswict-Unarhashi covering 39 villages wherebs: 4295 persons were benefited.

In the said camps decumentary films on the subjects of medistion, lok adalor ond legal nid
prepared by National Legal Services Authority ond Stoie Legal Services Authority were displaved. The
gueries roised by the villngurs were wlao resnlved on the gpit, The applications were also meeeived lor
legal aid which were etther disposed of nt the level of Smte Authority of weee sent 10 the sathorities
concerned for approprine and necesgary oclion, Duging (e ufoeessid visis ol mobile van, two Mobiie

Lok Adalais were lso conducted in the abovementioned districts.

LEGAL AWARENESS ON COMMEMORATIVE DAYS

Between the monthe of April, 2000 to June, 2006, the Workd Day for Safety and Health
Workplace, Labour Day, Anti Tobaceo Day, World Envieorment Dy, Werld Dy against Child Labour
and Observation of Infermotional Dy against Dreg Abuse and [icit Trafficking were observed

throughout the Stade. During these oceasions, 107 legal Tieracy wnd swaireness cenps were organized,




STATISTICAL INFORMATION

STATEMENT SHOWING THE PROGRESS OF LOK ADALATS HELD IN THE
STATE OF UTTARAKHAND
FOR THE PERIOD FROM APRIL, 2016 TQ JUNE, 2016

5 | Mome of DLSA's | Nooof | Nooof | Nooof | Compensation | Amouont Mo of
Na. Lok Chsen Cses Awnrded Renlized As | Persond
Adalars | Token | Pisposed Fine {in Bs) | Benefited

Held up off in Lok

Adalat
. L | ALMORA 2 4z L] 311, 792=0 2 Ok 05
i 1 BAGESHWER i 687 344 5,50,000=00 | 2.04.000=00 344
03 | CHAMOLI 03 M4 a2 4.30,000=00 6, 00000 02
04 | CHAMPAWAT | 03 143 ss| 14000000 9530000 58
15 | DEHRADUN 05 090 2(kets 74,54 200=00 | 3,99202=00 2027
06 | HARDWAR 03 3s22| 1097| ssasede=00| 773s00=00| 1039
E. "4_-\ ;H-I'I'AL 3 1217 3E2 | 4641398=00 | 2.87.030=00 ELLT
i | PALRI 2 109 i1 1A%, 100=00 3

GARHWAL
| PITHORAGARN i3 i 217 OB 00=00 | 3,073 nat=00 233
| RUDRATPARY AG (4 %6 i3 1.27.400=00 17.200=00 13
11 | TEHRI GARHWAL| 02 ) o8| 2.50000-00 (7]
12 | LS. NAGAR 05 2087 iz IJ..-'.FILGOD-‘EIIJ I I.4E.JSD={JU- 674
13 | UTTARKASHI 1] 217 T8 QA0 DB0=00 | 1,04 050=00 14
14 | HCLSC, NTL 01 123 10| 1,04,06,678=00 . 15
TOTAL :- S0 149498 4833 3.24,09,014=00 | 33,44,212={H) 4B43
I |




STATEMENT SHOWING THE PROGRESS OF CAMPS ORGANIZED IN THE
STATE OF UTTARAKHAND FOR
THE PERIOD FROM APRIL, 2016 TO JUNE, 2016

5. Mo Mame of DLSA's Now of Cumps N, al Persons
Crrganives) Benefited in Cumps
0 | ALMORA 17 930
02 | BAGESHWER 52 8103
03 CHAMOLI R 913
| CHAMPAWAT 12 1764
05 DEHRADUN 40 3951
L HARDWAR 35 7508 _
| 07| NAINITAL. 22 2515
08 | PAURIGARHWAL a3 w0
|00 | PITHORAGARH 1 1558 __!
W RUDHAPARY AL ik 450
11 | TEHRI CARHWAL 14 166
12 | US NAGAR 24 1435
13| UTTARKASHI 17 1930
TOTAL - 24 ERETE ]




STATEMENT SHOWING THE PROGRESS OF LEGAL AID/ADVICE
PROVIDED IN THE STATE OF UTTARAKHAND
FOR THE PERIOD FROM APRIL, 2016 TO JUNE, 2016

5. Mo, MName of DLSA™ No, of Persons Benelited through Lepgal Aid &
Advice
Legnl Aid Legal Adviee
4] ALMDRA 18 1)
2 BAGESHWER 12 =
(15 CHAMOLI 1% -
- CHAMPAWAT 15 -
0% DEHRATHIN 57 I
I HARDWAR Pl 57
07 NAINITAL - e 03
08 | PAURIGARHWAL w1 e ]
[ PITHORAGARH o m o - 1]
1] RUDHAPARY AL [
11 I EHREGARHWAL il o5
12 LLE NAGAR 7 Fi)
13 UTTARKASHI 2 0
14 H.C.L. 8. C. NTL 18 1
15 LK. 5 L5A, N.T.L. 13 44
TOTAL := 415 130




UTTARAKHAND JUDICIAL AND LEGAL ACADEMY, BHOWALL,
NAINITAL

Training Programmes held in the month of

April. Mayv and June, 2016 :-

]i S No. Name of Training Programmaes! Duration
Workshops
I Foundation Traimng Programme for Mewly
Recruited 04 April, 2006 10
Civil Judges (1103 2013 Baich 09 July, 2016
(04 April, 2016 1009 July, 2016} {twor aned hall months &
{irtaraichand Oavshan Programme 21 disys)
{05 May, 2006 ro 04 Sune, 2006} for 27 days
(Fimal/ [11ed phase)d
3 i i o
2 Workshop on En'm'_l_ln:g Trands und F:‘.tl::l:l 25 April 1029 April, 2016
Developments in Criminal Laws fior : i
mAR b Akt . (Monday to Friday)
CInd"sJudicial Mugistrales (For five daye)
(17 phase} ¥
3 Cine day Traiming Programme of 07 My, 2016
Referral Judges fior Medintion (Satunday )
(1 LTlhu:wl { for ene day)
s &N ;i
4 Workshon for Prescribed Authonty under H .M:I! & 20 M?} 1 2016
‘LLP. Act No. 13 of 1972° { Thursday & Friday )
il x (fior Two divs)
% Cne day Troming Progromme of 2] My, 2016
Relerral Judges for Medintion (Saturday )
(™ phase) {for ene day)
G Workshop on emercing trends wnd recent 28 JTune, 2016 to
developments in Criminal Laws for (2 Juky, 2016
CIM s udicinl Magisiraics (Tuesday (o Saturday)
{2™ phase) (for five days)




FOLNDATION TRAINING PROGIAMME
FOR NEWLY APFOINTED CIVIL JUDGES (I,
v} RATCH- 2013

il Pliase of Institatinns] Training)

One Doy Keferrul Jodpes training programme
(1]
date 07052006

DURATION © 0 AR 2006 b @ JULY, 26

UTTAHRAKHAND JUDMCIAL AND LEGAL ACADEMY, BHOWALL DISTRICT- NAINITAL
Warkskhop fur Proscrilsed Aathority under

TLL IR Al N Thal 19T
for Civil Jodpes (Sr. Thiv. & Jdr THs
Drurations 2 Doy (19 Moy, 2006 & 20 Moy, 2016)

HECENT DEVELOPFVENTS IN CHRIMINAL
LAWS FOR CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATES
SADDL, CHIEF JUDMCIAL MAGISTRATES /
JUDRCIAL MAGISTRATES

Duratiim: 5 Davs (25 April. 20016 10 29 April, 2006)

WORKSHOP ON EMERGING TREMDS AND
RECENT DEVELOPMENTS IN CRIMINAL
LAWS FOR CHIEF JUIMC AL MAGISTRATES
CADDNL, CHIEF JUINCIAL MAGISTRATES )
JUDMCTAL MAGISTRATES

Dhrsilon: &8 Bove [ 28 June, 2006 60 02 Jaly; 20063







