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UTTARAKHAND HIGH COURT

LIST OF JUDGES (As on 1" Octaber, 2015)

SL. No. Name of the Hon"hle Judge

Z

3'

4.

Hon'ble Mr, Justice KM, Joseph

Hon'ble Mr. Justice V. K. Bist

Hon'ble Mr. Justice Sudhansho Dhulia
Hon'ble Mr. Justice Alok Singh

Hon'ble Mr. Justice Servesh Kumar Gupta

Hon’ble Mr. Justice Umesh Chandra Dhyani

Date of Appointment

31.07.2014
{Chief Justice)

01.11.2008

01.11.2008

26.02.2013

21.04.2011

13.09.2011




SL.NO, Nome of the Judicial Officer Floee of Posting Date of Order
L S Rokesh Kumar Stgh Civil Chief Judicinl Magistraee 03-11-2(H 3
Judpe(S.0.) Bageshwar. Bageshwar
2 Mr Chendremant Ral Chiefl Chiefl Judicial Magistrate Tehn (5-11-2015
Judicinl Magistrate Bageshwar Ciarhwal
£ Smi Geets Chauban Choel’ Crvil Judge (5.1p Tehn (3-11-201%
Judicial Magistrate Tehri Garhwal GGarkwal
4. Sn. Ravindm Maithani District & Secretary Oenesal Supreme (9-§2-2015
Seasions Judpe Almora Court of Indin
A &n Gyanendra Kumer Sharma Diatrier & Seasions Judge I3-12-Z013
District & Sessions Judpe Almorn
Bageshwar
fi. Sni Bhupendra Singh Dugtal Destrict & Sessaons Judes U5, 23122015
Diistrict & Sessions Judge Magar
Chumpavat
7. Sri Unam Singh Nabayal Presiding Dismict & Sessions Judge 23-12:20135
Officer, Industeial Tribunal cm- Bugeshwar
Lobour Court Haldwani, Nunitul
S 5 Prem Singh Khimal Presiding [Hstnct & Sessions Judpe 23122015
Officer, Labhour Court, Haridwar Champawat




INSTITUTION, DISPOSAL AND PENDENCY OF CASES

#  HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND (from 01.10.2015 to 31.12.2015)

Pendency

(As on 01.10.2015)

Cwvtl

Criminal

Toitnl

Cases Cases Pendency

1813 R158 a7

Institiition Dispaosal Pendency
{ 01102015 to 31.12.2015 | (D1.10.2015 to 31.12.2015) (As on 31.12.2015)

| | Taital
) Pemlency
Ciwil Craminal [n;P:Tj Ciwwil | Cnminal n-.l DNLI Civil Crimennl | nt the end

Crses Cases peiaii Cases Cases e Cases Caises of

006,15

M5 il 1953 1884 1756 3a70 18560 i1z 256KED




b Distriet Courts (From 01.10.2015 1o 31.12.2015)
Toankd
SL. | Nome ol the Pemdency
Mo Hsiret Civil Cases Crimsimal Cases at the end of
EINFAL]
Dpeming | laststution | Dispesd | Pemdemey. | Ohpraing : lustibwiion | Diapaaad | Pendesiy
Falanrr Fram drim wi theend | Malener Trm Fram wt dhie enid
o ILRTA LI GET R uf Ly L AR TN
LIRTIRE ] (] i FLILIS | uLieas w (] FirLid
s | 3Liris s | Seinas
| Almarn 440 1H 1 gL T4 S L] THR 1249
L | Bageshwar b &2 61 78 413 466 442 437 315
X | Chamnli 159 TR Rh 150 5TH m i7s 595 Hin
4, | Champawai 173 57 T4 151 H19 H4u §17 H4lh E |
5 | Dehradun 11076 1P ) 2110 | 10964 | 57THI 18739 | 14110 | 62412 13376
fi. | Haridwur Re02 11 RS2 Rant | a0 o094 | 5317 | 3T 42198
T | Nainital 174 425 39 IR | G633 a6t | 2376 923 $133
8| Paur e 190 187 142 hELL] [ L] TuN 1624 E11T
Larhwal
% | Pithwrrngarh A56 S8 68 Mg b 401 451 TH4 1138
. | Huodraprayag 152 dib 51 147 641 191 94 1574 1725
I, | Tehr kL] 2 a9 a2 nm LET bis 1393 17715
Gnrbwal
1L | LS Napar 4045 096 9723 S018. | 224249 S117 | 4207 | 13249 IRIGT
1% | Tintarckoshi RiE a7 n A19 T4 154 b TIN M7
Total M7 SHNF | SOO% |  IOSND | 125948 | 37470 | J06K2 | 135736 166618




3 Family Conrts (from 01.10.2015 ta 31.12.2015)
SL | Mame of ike Tatal
M
b Fuymily Civil Cnses Criminal Cases b
Court ol e end nf
FIRHRE]
Wlprning | Ingticwtion | Dispessd | Pendpocy | Openiong | Instibetien | Dispesad | Peodengy
frlance fram from af e end | Malsacs Trovm froan al e end
a8 GLALES | 11815 ul a5 LN E N TR A ul
OIS 0 1 JiLE | maeas - n TN
FLALES | LTS JLELEE | M
L | Dehradun 1514 iy REE] 1490 L6 146 15 12 211
L | Rishikesh 138 53 43 145 161 A 4 il Ll
L | Nuinital 481 96 106 171 657 o0 T (1] 1s7
4 | Hardwar (1] 135 16 [ 515 T8 Th 517 sz
5. | Hoorker 433 103 113 413 =L ¥ 111 ELT] L
£ | Pamrd 130 Sl fid 206 26 42 ik 262 4T
% | Udham 787 1al 181 T | ™ LE] u7 M 1539
. Singh Nagar
TOTAL ARG an7 hag 4137 Isn3 583 563 5823 il




Circular Letters/ Notifications

HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND
NAINITAL

NOTIFICATION

No. 2MTUTHC Admin. A/Z01S Dated: October 08, 2015,

On the basis of recommendations of Hon'ble Padmanabhan Pay Commission and m terms of
G0, Mo TOROOCVICTVE010-502009 dated 71052000 issued by Government of Utarakhand, the
Court has been pleased W prant 1% AC P pay scale of 33,090-920-40,450-1,080-45 850 10 the following
Judicial Officers on completion of their five years of continuous services in Civil Judpe (e, Div,) Cadre,

from the date mentioned against their numes;

Sl Nanw of the Designation Drate of completion | Date of ALCF.
No. Oificer of 05 years of
SErYice

I | 5m Wivek Srocastava | ACIM, Roorkee, Dhatnet Hardwar 12.00.2013 13.03.2013

2. | Sri Suthir Kurnar 1% Addl. Crvil Judge (S.D.), Hirdwar 26022013 27022013
Singh

1. | Srildni Protop ACIM, Haldbwand, Disirict Nudnital 07032013 8032013
Singh

A, | Smi Savita ACTIM, Kashipur, Dimsrder U5, Magar 23002013 240022013
Chamoll

3. | Sri Manindm Addl. Judge, Family Court, 27022013 25022013
Mokan Pandey Rizhikesh, Disrict Defiradun

6. | Br Dhormernidrn 1= Addl. Civil Judge (50,3, 14052013 153.05.2013
Kaumar Singh [rehradun

7. | Sn Sudhir Tomar Addl. Tivil Judge {5.0.), Roorkes; 100320813 12.03.2013

District Hardwar

B | Sri Man Mohan Chief Judicial Magistute, Champawat 20023013 25023003
Singh

9. | Sn Madan Ram 2 Addl Civil Judpe (5.0.), Hurdwar 17.02.2013 ZR.02.2013

10. | Sri Mukesh Chandm | Chief Judicial Mapgistrabe, 26022013 27022013
Ay Rudraprayug

T | Smat. Manpe Singh Civil Judpe (5.1, Champawal 240220013 5022003
Mumdey




12, | Bai Raanesh Singh Civil Judge (S DU pSoereian. DLSA, 2023013 022013
Handwar
I3 | Mu Sanyeetn Rani Cial B (5,00 ), Rudraprayag 23072013 240233
14| Sr Arum Yo Chicl Judical Magistrate, Ltarkashi 25.02.2013 26.02.201F
15, | Ms At Gunjival 7™ Addl Civil Judge (5.0,), 12.063.2013 13052011
Diehradun
146 | 'Sri Laxman Singh Civil Juafge (5.00), Viknsnagmor, 12.03.2013 13.03.2013
District Dehradun
17, | B0 Dhirendn Bhatt | ACIM, Hordwar 23032014 24.03.7014
18, | Sr Rubul Kumar 1™ Addl, Civil Judge (5.0}, LS. 230324 24.03.2014
Srivastava Hagar
19, | Sri Sundecp Kumar | Civil Judge (5.0.), Haldwani, District 26,03, 2004 17.03.2004
Mainitsl
20. | Sme. Gunjan Sangh 1* ACIM, Dehradun/ Principal 28.03.2004 19.03.2014
Mg istrmte, Juvenile Justice Bohrd,
Delernglun
21, | S Mohd, Yusul 3" Addl. Civil Judge (S.00,), 21.03.2004 12.03.2014
Dieleradun
23, | Sri layenstra Smgh | 2 Adll. Civil Judge (Sr. Civ, ), 130320014 14032004
Dehradun
23.| Sri Bhovdeep Civil Judge (5. D0), Kotdwar, District 21032004 22032014
Haviey Paur Garlywal
19, | Sei Yonendra Civil Judge (5.0 0 Secreiory. DLEA, 20032014 21 03304
Kumar Sagar Praisrs Catlvwal
| S Hemani f'i'lll_p‘h Jomd Registrar { Tl & Admm. ), 23007004 24.03 3014
Fublic Service Tribunal, Ustnrnkhond,
Dehradun
26, | Sri Vinod Kumar 2= ACIM, Dehradun 20002014 22.03.2004
Burman
27, | Smi. Fyotsna Civil Judge (5.0, VSecreiary. DLSA, 0107 2014 (12.07.2014
ngﬂs-ilﬂ'ﬂl'
28, | Smi. Jyori Balz Civtl Judge (5.0, pSecretary, DLSA, 25032004 26,03.2014
Maprim]
By Onder of the Court,




HIGH COURT OF UTTARAKHAND

NAINITAL

NOTIFICATION

No, 2533 UHO/Admin A2015

Drated: October 08, 2013,

O the basis of recommendations of Hon'ble Padmanabhan Pay Commibssion and in terms of

GO, No, DOBCXXVIE N 2000-50°2009 doted 210520010 sssued by Government of Uitarakhand, the
Court has been pleased to grant 1" ACP. pay scale of 43.690-1,080-49.000-1.230-36.470 to the

Tollowing Judicial OfTicers on completion of thelr fve years of conilnuous services in Civil Judge (Sr.
Div.) L£adre, from the date mentioned against thelr names:

18 Name of the Dresigmatian Daie of completion | Dafe of ACP.
Mo (ficer of 05 years of service
1. | Sri Ajay Choodhary | 2 4,000, Hurdwar OE.06.20011 09062011
2 | Sri Subir Kumar Addl e, UIALA, Bhowali 08062011 o 05 20 1
3. | Ms. Mecu Joshi Secretarv-cum-Repistrar, State Level | 07.06.201 | OB.DE.2011
Palsce Conmplaint Autharity,
Lrtarnkhand, Dehradun
4. | Sr Vanm Kumar A0, Almor 220200 3,112
5. | 5r Soyan Singh AR, LS Nagar 01.03,2013 203,241
6. | Smi. Monika Mitial | Registrar, State Consumer Dispules 01.03.2013 02033013
Redregzal Commizsion, Dnasakhand,
Drehrmifum
7. | S Meelam Ratrn | F.T.C/ADESpL Judpe POCSO, LLS n.03.2073 02.03.2013
Magor
B | Smt Anjusheee FT.CAADEER. hudge POCS0), 01032013 02032013
Juyal Hardwar
9. | Smt, Pritu Sharma | F.T.C/ADNSpl. Judae POCSO, 01.83.2613 02032013
Haladwani, Chstt Mainital
[0 | Sri Rakesh Kumnr | Deceased 22012601 23112001

Mishm




10| Sei Rnjeey Kemar | 6% ADJ, Dehrmdon 01.:03.2013 M203.2003

11| Sri Sujoct Kumor AT, Lokanr, THatrict Hardwar 094052013 k05,200 3

13.} Sn Mohd. Sultan AL, Vikasnagar, Disn. Dehradun 17409.2013 14,092013

14, | Sri Mahesh Addl. Secretory-cum-Addl LR 16092014 17093013

Chandra Kaushiwa | Gowl, of Unarakhond, Cehracdun

15.| Sme. Shadab Bane | 7 ADN, Debradun 02 04 2014 3, 04,2004

I6. | Si Masim Ahmaod A0, Kashipur, Disti. LS. Magar 06,07 2014 07.07.2014

17, | Sri Abdul Qayyum | Civil Judge (5.0 VSeeretary. DLSA, D507 2004 06.07.2014
Tehr Garhwal

1R | Sei Mithilesh Jln OSEYTeputy Secretary, Stale Legnl 03072004 04.07.2014
Services Authority, Linarekhand,
Maimital

19, | Sri Om Kumar Civil Judge (5.0.), Ramnangar, Distnct | (4.07.2014 05072014
Mainital,

20. | Sri Sanpeeyv Kumar | Addl Judge, Family Court, Roorkee, | 06.07.2014 07.07.2014
Dsitrict Hardwnr

21, | Sri Mandan Singh Chief Judicial Magistrmze, Mainital 6,07 .201 4 07072014

By Ohrder of the Court,
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Some Recent Judgments of Uttarakhand High Court

Division Bench Judgments

In Spl. Appeal. No 48%2015,8nwte of Uttarakhand & offies v M5 ABL Projects & otlrs,
decided on 0110015, the pétiioner applied to M.D.DA for sanction of plan for proposed
development fconstruction on the lund owned by i, MD.D.A soughi NOC from the District
Magistrate, ADM. issved the reguired NOC and MDDA grimled: sanction o the petitionsr,
Accordingly, petitioner started developmenticonstruction work, MDDA, vide leter dt 10,03:15,
suspended the sanction gramed to petitioner on the grownd that NOC issued by A DUM. Had been
withdrwn by the DM, g5 no approval of .M. was obinined, Petitioners challenged the said
opders of DM, & the MDDA by filing writ petition: before. single bench. The wnit petition was
mlowed by single bench on the ground thar in view of 5 15(%) of VP, Urban Plonning &
Development Act, 1973 phor opporiunity of hearing was requared to be given to pelitioner
belore suspending the sanction printed 10 him. Thus, Spl Appeal hes been filed by MDDA
against such order.

‘The bench, while allowing the appenl, observed that though, there is no law providing for
NOC from the D.M. Before granting sanction under 5 15(3) of the Act of 1973, in view of §
L1RA{4) OF UP_Land Revenue Act. Collector includes Add]. Collector sud that the NOC issued
by ADM. could not be withdrawn withow! affording opportunity of hearng 1o the petitiaher dnd
the NOC given by A, D.M. would accordingly revive. It is further held that S 15(3) of the Act of
1973 did not provide for swspension of the sanction pranted under 8 13(3) of the said Act and no
prior apportunity of being heard was required to be given for suspending the said sanclion,
however, notice should be given by the DA 1o the petitioner before the recalling the NOC
issued by the AD.M. And only thereafier, approprinte order oupht 1o have been passed. In
modification of the judgment of sinple bench, it is direcred that the District Magistrate will afford
an opportunity of hearing to the writ petitioner and finalize the matter as early a5 possible, at any
rate, before 28.10.15. After that the decision of Collectar be communicated to M.D.DA. And
thereafier, MDA, will be free to take action in accordance with law, than MDA
Communicate it to petitioner, Till soch time as the decision i communicated by e MDA,
the: writ penitioner will not carry out any construciion,




2.

In WLPEB) No, 47172005, Dr Ashok Kuwar Xharma v Stote of Utterokiand & ofhrs,
diecicked on 2810015, the petittoner challenged the order di. 14,10, 1 508 the Authorsed Controller
of B.D Inter College, Bhagvanpur, Horidwor, The Awthorised Controller issued advertisement
for appointment of Principe] of the: institution. The petitioner also-submitted his spplication but
he memained unsuccessful in getting selected while resp, Mo 07 ot selected and appointed
Thereaficr, the petitioner filed writ petition contending that the Authorised Controller has ne
power 5 1ssie advertisernent for the post of Pancipal.

The bench, while dismissing the petition, observed that in wiew of Sec 34, 35 &37 of
Unarakhand School Educstion Act2006; the Authonsed Controller 15 appointed . to take over
management of the: institution and the manogement of the institution includes the power 1o camy
out selection of teachers & Principal of the institution. After having paricipated in the sclection
process in pursuance of the advertiserment, petitioner had no right 1o challenge the powers of the
Authonsed Contralier.

In Spl Appeal No 4662015, Gopal Singh Salal v Stare of Uttarakhand & othrs, with Spl.
Apply No. #678497 of 20015, decided on 28.10.15, the matter relates 1o compassionaie
oppointment. The hushond of the petitioner . who was working a3 Class [l in the founth
respondent college, died on 25.03.03: Petitioner moved applicoton for appoimtment under the
Dryimg-in- Homess Rules on 10.04.05.1n July 2005, the respondent no. 5 promoted from class [V
post to eluss [l post, filling up the vacancy ereated by the death of the pefitioner's husbond. In
Movember 2005, appointment given to the petiioner in class 1V post and she weoepted the same.
[n the year 2001, she flod writ peition, clamng ber appomtment on closs H post woe. [ the dele
of her appointment on class 1V post. Writ petition allowed, giving her sendority woe L 10.4.05(the
date of her application). Thus the Special Appeals challenging the said order.

The bench, while allowing the appeals, observed that once 2 person iz considered under
the Dying-in-Hamess scheme and given appointment, in ordinary circumstances, his nght to be
consadered Tor appoimtmen! under the Dyving-in-Hamess scheme would et consummated, A
persan cannol pet o nght o be considered for being appointed under the Dying-in-Iamess
scheme, twice. In the presenl case, the petitioner had no mdefensible legal faht 1o be appointed
on class 11T post under the Dying-in-Harness rules and further, she did not come 1w the Coun
immedixtely, whon she wos given appointment on class [V post, mither she sccepted the same
and since on her appointment on class |V post, her right (o pet appointment under Dying-in=




5

Harmess rules, pot consummated, she could not be considerad for appointment twice. 1t it further
held that pe reliel could be given aganst the respondent no.5, who was appointed on class 1]
post in July 2005 and her writ petition had no foree, Impugned judgment, sccordingly sef aside,

I WP, (5B} No. 2382005 Gambeer Singht Tomar vs.Stare of Utarakivand ond others wirh
WP 1372018, decided on [9.011.2015, the peutioners were appointed as Junlor Enginear
through Public Service Commission, On the basis of applications invited By the Govi, they
applied and according 1o them, after undergomp & process of selection, they dre appointed on
deputstion i the Prime Mimster Gram Sarak ¥ojnn (herein afier reforred as 'PMGSY') Prior o
the expiry of three vears, they stand repatniated by the impugned order to the PWED Department.
It 5 this action, which calléd in question by the petitiones in Lhese writl petitions.

The bench, while dizmissing the petition, obsesved that it i3 mentioned in (he ender of
Chiel Enginezer, level 11, by which the petitioners were posted on deputsiion on the post of
Assistant Engineer that the aforesaid deputation is for a peried of three vears and it can be cut
short undoubtedly if 0 repular pecson 15 appointed before the said period. It was a bonafide acton
the part of the povernment in the nhsence of any allegation even. Therefore, it was an exercise of
the executive power by the Stale to repatnste. Pelitivners are regular appointecs. They are being
repatriaied when they have oo right os it is already ruled thot it is nol an appoiniment by
depaiation. They cannot. seek protection from beang repatrimed. 1t 15 not the function of the court
o pun e government. [nis the povernment authorities, who are chearged with such funstion to
decide what is in the best interest of the administration. Interference of the courl &4 premised on
the foundntion of illcpality or arbitrariness on malafide in Stane action

In WP (S8 253:200% Askutosh Tewart amd others ws, State of Urarakhand and others
decided on 09.12.2015, the petitioners have applied for being considered to the post of Assistant
Professor, The posts in question were advertised olonp with various other poste by the 3rd
Tespondent in respect to the dih respondent collépe. The 4th respondent 18 0 govermmen! pided
society. The apex hody of the said society is the Board of Governors and the Minister of
Technical Education Department is the Chairman of the Board, The comyplaint of the petitioner is
that on the basis of &n anonymows complainl meeived, 8 Committee was constituted hy the
Ciovernment. The Committee submitted its repan in June 2014, O the sirength of the said repor

of the Commities, the entire selection process hus been concelled by the Govertiment.




The bench, while allowing the petition, observed thal every time, a selection |s called in
question and the nuthority tnkes a call to cancel the selection, the court would sorutinize the

petion of the nuthorines 1o ascertain, whether the action of the nuthonty to cancel the entire
selection was justified on faces. A seleetion may come under eloud and may warrant cancellation
en-bloc in certain situntions, But it cannet be that if the hlemish affects only the selection partly,
then it bevomes imperative that those, who cannot be painted wath the same brosh as those who
are found to be with blemush, should alse fice the same fate, Employment 15 the now form of
property in welfane state. There i3 o duty 10 act fEirly having regand (o the mandate of Article 14
and 16, Besides thiz, it has nlea been pointed out by the petitioness thar the supreme body in
regard to this institetion is the Board of Governars, The Minister is ar the helm of affairs heing
the Chairman, The Minister, in his capacity as a Chairman, has proceeded fo take the decision on
08062015, Tt is further held that there wan no occasion for the Minister o invoke the powers
under clnuse 32 (3} of the byve s Emergency power' o the very words suppest i not to be
exercised in routine feshion, The powers are ordinarily’ to be exercised by the Board of
Governors, which wppenrs to be @ composite body consisting of hurcavcrats, representatives of
the Government and -the scientific persons, The fuct that the decision 15 taken afier o lopse of
newrly @ veur of the submission of the repart would iiself show that there was ample time for the
Board of Governors to discuss the matier and 1o arrive st o lepal and fair decision. Therefore, the
Chairman hais exerciszd power bevond the seope of the suthority conferred on him undher the bye
Jaw in the facts of thes cose The decisron doted OH.06.2015 whken by the Chairman will: stand
quashed 1o the extent it relates 1o the disciplines of the petitioners. The Board of Governors will
consider the question as 1o wheiher, having regard 10 the report submitted by the Committes and
nny other relevant foets, the selection in regard to the posts, for which the pefitioners have
offered themsebves for selection, should be cancetied. A decision in this regard must be tuken
withim i period of twoe months from wodav.

6. In Crimingl Appenl No. 1022014 Deepak Arya vs. State of Uweakhand, decided on
08.10.20135, the appenl is prefered against the judgment and erder passed by Sessions Judge
Wainital in 8T Mo, S02003 wheneby e necused gppellant was held guilty for the offences
punishable under Section 457, 363, 376 and 302 IPC. This case relates to the DMA evidence ns
enshrined in Sectitn 43 of the Indian Evidence Act. As per the evidence on record, dead body of
the missing girl, oped 08 verrs, found n naked condinen in a diech, during ber search. The




Ti

accused, who was alan searching her, lifted the dead body on his shoulders and brought the same
o the bouse of complaimant. 1t was the month of July and evervbody, including the pocused was
sweating and the oocused was goaked with swest due to careving of the dead bedv. The blood
sample and vaginal swab of the deccased was tsken, the blood sample of weveral persons
including the accused were also tnken and in DNA test report, 3N A profilc of the accused found
o b conststent with DN A of vaginal swab of deceesed,

The henoh, while soquitting the appellant, observed that the suspicion, however prave |
ganni substitute the proof and that due to the sweating of sccused, his dead cells might have
come inio contact with the dead body cells of the deceased and would have found in the vaginal
swab of the deceased and such a possihility could not be ruled oul

In Crimmimal Appeal No, T3IZ200T Rameshwar Dayal vi. Sware of Utteraklaed, decided on
(9. 122015, the appeal is preferred assailing the judgement & order passed by Addl. Dist. Judge,
Haldwany MNainital in 5T No 1492000 wherehy the accused was held suilty for the offence
punishable under 8 302 [PC. As per the evidence on record, PW1 got registered um FIR stating
that Moolchand wos staying in his house olong with his wife and family as tenont; about 34
months pack, daughter of Rameshwar Dayal went missing from his house, accosed Rameshwar
Daval having suspicion thet his doughter was enticed oway by Ravi, son of Moolchand, Afier
some time heck, daughter of accused came back and thereafter, she wis gol married by the
acoused; however the accused was having enmiry with Moolchand. On 27,0704 at about 6 pm.
When Moalchand was going towards the market from his house and the moment be reaches newr
the hut of accesed, the accused started assnulting Moolchand with a Kantalsharp edaed weapon),
whereby Moolchand fell on the ground and died on the spot. Having heord the noise | the wife of
Moolchand came on the spot, meanwhile the secused ren wway from the spot brandishing the
weapon Kania

The bench, while dismissing the sppeal, observed thot os per the dictum of Apex Court, it
is now a settled position of low thal the stntements of the wlleged interested witnesses can be
safely relied upen by the cour in suppor of the prosecution's story. But ihis needs to be done
with ¢are und 1o ensure that the sdministration of criminal justice is not undermined by the
persons, who are closely relamed 1o the deceased. When their ststemenis find commobomation by
olthar witngsses, expert evidence and the circumstance of the case clearly depict completion of
the chain of evidence pointing out 1o the guili af the sccused, then ihere i po reason as o why




the stulement of so called 'inlerested wilness' cannel be relied upan by the court. It would be hord
e believe that the close relatives shall leave the real culprit and shall implicate innocent persons
falsely simply Becnuse ey have enmity with (he accused persons. T i further observed Mt e
weapon Kenta, 50 recovered, wos produced before the PW4 during his examination and he has
identified that this is the weapon which wos recovered on the pointing out of the accused.
Diselosure statement of the accused and recovery of wespon on the pointing ouwt of the accused is
admissible w's 27 of Evidence Aot 1T a person 1% accused of an offence and 1= in pohice custody
and on his disclosure, any recovery is mide, then the same shall be admiszible in evidenos ufs 27
of Evidence Act,

In Criminal Appeal No, 1732080] Yopesh Routela vs, State of Uttarakband alongwith
Criminal Appeal No. 189, 203, 227 and 2612011, decided on 18112015, the appellants
ussniled the judpment of Sessions Judpe Champawat wherehy the appellants have heen found
pudley af offences punishable under Section 302, 364, 1208, 394, 201 and 411 1PC.

The banch durng the hearing of appeals chserved that it s pertinent to menticn that
although the accuged persons have confessed in their respective statements about shooting Mr,
Kaonhaiya Lal (Driver) nnd then throwing his body 100 in the Dowing river, after packing il in a
big bag along with two other decepsed, but despile every effort, his dead Body eould ot be
reeovered during the whole course of mvestigation. Although the inal judge has attribuied the
guilt upon all the accused persons for committing the triple murder on the basis of confessional
statements, supported by & number of coroborative picces of evidenee, b sl i is difficull to
understand why the body of Mr, Kanhaiva Lzl could not be recovered oven till date. However,
there is no hesitation that committiing muwder of remaining two victims hy these
sccusedioppelionts along with plundering of looted precious jewellery fems, is well proved on
the basis of evidence availahle on record. 11 s further held that the entire case is based upon the
cireumstantial evidence and more partieularly aboutl the reeovery of huge pold/silver jewellery
items ns well as-precious stones, wsuplly sold by the jewellers, This recivery is on the disslosure
ay well us at the instunce of wll these culprits respectively, making the eonfessionsl satements
before the Police and Investigating Officer. Besides this, the financial position of present
appelionts 15 nise not that sound so gs 0 justify the possession of all these pold and silver
jewellery items as well as precious sione by them in thetr direot or copstructive possession. All
the aceused persons were srrested mnd st their dischosure may at their mstance, the heavy silver
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items. a3 indicoted above, s ulso several gobd items including the precious stone (distributed in

iheir respective shares) were recovered from ihelr own houses. Another eircummsionee leading o
the culpahility of these appellants is that the blood stmined pant of decessed was nlso recovered
during the course of investigation and when such pant along with sweater amsf napkin were s2nt
for chemical examination to match the stains of blood from the pant of A1 then human blood
was found 10 be "AB' group. In the above ciroumstances it is a fit case where the chain of the
circumstaneess is complete, pointing out all the incriminating links attributing the goil of dacorty
s well as murder by these appellants only. All the five Appeals are devoid of any merit and thus,
dismissed accordingly

Bene

In W.P(ES) No. 4302015, S Chema Anand vs University Grant Commission &othrs,
decided on 091015, the petitioner 15 getting family pension from Gurulkul Kangn Vishay
Vidhyaloyn, Hardwar afier the death of ber husband. The Umiversuty on 12.03.15 passed an
order stating that due to miscalculation enhanced pendion has been given (o her. Conseguently
far the period of almost 15 yvears, the recovery 15 being made which omounts o Rs 326 Wi/
This order was challenged in present petition.

The bench, while allowing the petition and guashing the impugned order dt 12.03.15,
ohserved that petitioner is a widow of decepsed emplovee who is presemtly 67 vears of age and is
dlready battling cancer and she is in nesd of funds in order 1o get a proper treatment, there is
absolutely no doubt in the mind of this coun thut the recovery being made by the University
from the petitioner would entail an extreme hardzship on the petitioner which would be iniquitous
and unjust. However, it is made clear that since there has been on the part of university in
coleulnting the amount, the mistake which iz admitted on the part of University autharity os well,
in future ar since 12.03,15, if already implemented the family pension which shall be miven to
he petitioner would be re-fixed, a1 the correct rte,

In W.P. (55) Moo 9752009 Rajesh Kumur Sacsena vs, Unorakhand Parivahan Nigam &
otlers decided on 12.00.2075, the petitioner, a conductor in Uttnrakhand Transport Corporation
was puilty of charging fare from the passengers which was not only higher but it was for a place
where the Bus was evidemly not even destined w go. Thereafier, he was suspended in
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contemplation of disciplinary proceedings. The punishment imposed on petitioner was that he
was uszked to deposit Bis 10,000/~ as fine and in furure he shall not be considered for promolion
fior further four years and no amount be paid to him during suspension period. Againsi this order
doted 16,04 1985 of Regional Manager Tanskpur the petitioner moved and sppeal before
Munnging Director. On 07092009 General Manager (Administration) decided the appeal by
dismissing the petitioner from the service. So this writ (5 before the court asssifing the dismissal
onder,

The bench, while ellowing the petition & set asiding the impugned order dt 07,09.09,
observed that the Chairman or Managing Director should heve exercised powers swo moto under
8 694 of UP. Road Transport Corpn. Employees Service Regolstions, 19815t has already seen
that 569 A of Repulation carries immense and wide powers subject to certain limitations. The
General Manager (Admin.} does not have powers under 5 694 of Regulations. Therefore,
technically speakmg the order duu /709,09 cannot be sustained as o 15 totally withoan junsdiction.
It iz made chear that the punishment earlier imposed seainst the petitioner vide arder di. 16.04.05
shall remaln. Authority shall alse be ot liberty fo think abowl compulsery retirement of petitioner,
if the rules so provide. Regardmg the bock wages of the petitioner, it is made clear that the
petitioner-shall alse be at liberty only to pray to the concemed authorities for his subsistence
altowanee for suspension period .

In W.P.{545) Na. 7962015 Mohd. Yunis & athrs vs State of Dttarakhand with wrir petitions
TE3, TR &7YVIS, decided on 03,1115, the pentioners are the workmen working inoa
cooperative sugar factory n Stale of oftorekhand. They are warking an daily wape basis and
getting the mintmum af pay scale. They now clnim & benefit of G.O. dt 04.00.06 which was
passed by Swmte Govi under powers vesied with the Govi. under § 3(6) of U.P. Indusirial
Disputes Act

The bench, while allowing the petition, observed that the obove provision shows that
these orders are passed by the State Govi. “for securing the public safety or convenience or the
muaintennnce of public order or supplies and services cssentiol to the life of the community or for
maintaining employment” A mondamus §s hereby msued o the respondents 1o moke the
pauyment of revised pay scale to the petitioners in pursuance of GO Order (4.01.06. As Tar as
the arrears are concerned, since 1t will slso entail an immediate financial burden on the sugar

factory, the =ame may be given in reasonable instaliments to the petitioners.
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In WLP. (S/5) Na. 21502015, Seevan Singl ve. Sizte af Urarakhand along with buncl of writ
petitions, decided an (15.11.2015, the petitioners had competed in a selection process for the poss
of Sub-Inspector (Ranker) in Uttarmnkhand Civil Police. There were 340 posts of Sub-Inspector
and 2290 candidares were declared successful in written examinafion and the auccessful
candidates had 1 underpo phvsical endurance test which is mandatory for all the candidetes. The
teat was a 05 km mun, which is to be completed within 310 minutes for male candidates and (73 km
run ti be completed within 20 minutes for femile condidates, All the aboave petitioness qualified
the wrirten examination but filed in physical endurance est Seme of them collapsed during the
run, athers could not finish the run within the stipulated time. The petitioners henee challenpe the
physical endurance test calling it arbitrary, illegal, dehors the nules ete,

The bench, while dismissing the petitions, observed that pelitioners were aware well in
advance tha they hove lo underpo a physical enduronce test where they have o ran 85 km in 30
minutes (03 km in case women), They never challenged the conditions before this courl earlier
and os already stated sbove, they willingly porticipited ond having fafed 1o qualify, they have
challenped the said phyvsical endurance test, Therefore, in view of setiled position of low laid
down by Honble Apex Cour, the petitioners sre in foet barmed from challenging the said
physecal endurance test. However, 1t must be stated that the court cannot loose sight of the facl
that many of the candidates collapsed during the race and 02 0wt of them eventunlly died in a
Hospital. This shows that there were no! onouph precautions teken by the mthorities. whe
eonducted the said physical endurance test. Though this itsell does not give any benefit to the
petitioners, vet in order 10 avoid such tragedies in fure, the State povernment i well advised 1o
take appropriate medical tests of each candidate who is participating in the test and further keep
its logistics and medical help in place as repording emergency, 4o thal tragedies of 1his namse
should be wvoided in future,

In WLF, (508 Mo FEEW2005, Lalit Prasod vi. State of Unarafhand eond others afongwith W5,
No, 23892015, both these pelitions have been filed challenging the selection process under
taken by the Disirici Co-operative Bank Lid., Almora for recruiting class 1V employees. An
acdvertisement was published calling apphcations from eligible candidates for class IV posts. The
minimum gqualification was High School and entire selection wes based on un inlerview. The
total marks for the interview are 50 out of which 05 morks were reserved for past services of &
candidate.




-

The bench, while sllowing the petitions, observed that the process of interview & mot o
fuir proeedure ot all. Omee the entbre eriteria Tor sebeetion is interview then it would mean that (he
selection committes has unlimited subjective powers as there is oo objective eriierin by which
they can eveluste & candidate. This procedure is inherently bad and against public policy and
cannot be ullowed 1o stund by this court, What is challenged before this court iz 2 process which
is patently illégal and unfeir? The ndvertiserient and the order dsted 13122013, peesed by
respondent Mo, 2 are here by guashed. Let the respondents snitinte a fresh selection process in
eeoordunce with law.

In Crinirnal Mise. Apple. No. 5652003, Anoop Singh @ Chinfu aond offers v Smt Mama,
decided on 16.11 2015, the petition is preferred apainst the order possed by fodicinl Magistrate,
Roorkee where by the court issoe the process ngainst the petitioner under Section 204 of Cr.P.C
s well o3 pudgment mnd order passed by 2od Additionn] Sessions Judpe, Roorkee in Criminat
Revision,

The bench, while allowing the petition, observed thad it is settled position of law that
before issuing the process under Section 204 of Cr. PO, Magistrale must record his prime-facie
satisfacthon os to whether, prima-facie offence is made out ond us 1o whether there are sufficient
grounds to issue process agmnst the secosed, which s absolutely mssing from the impugned
arder. Impupned summaning orider s weil as revisinnal court order are here by gueshed. Matter
stinds remanded 1o Magistrate under Section 398 of Or.P.C. Magistrate shall enquire the matier a
fresh in sccordance with bow and there by shall be ar liberty 10 pass appropriste order in
nccordence with law in the fight of material available on record, Compluinant  if so wish, shall
be at liberty to produce additional material béfore fhe cour.

In Criminal Mise Appfn No, 14422015, Naresh Chondra ve. Shakil Ahmod, decided on
24,1 1201 5,the petitioner assatled the order of Judicsal Mogistrate, Dist. U5, Nagar m criminal
compluing N0, S00Z2013, under Section 138 of Negonnble Instrument Act. In this case, o
eomplaint was fled by respondent under Section 138 BL1LAct apainst petitioner. During the trial,
cese was fixed for cross examination of complainnni for the ease was sdjourned on the reguest
made by sccused and hi counsel, Ulimately cise was (Txed for 28.08. 2004, an that date, oo the
cross examination was pot done by counsel of nocused then court clossd the oppormunity of cross
examination and fix the case for statement of sccused under Section 313 of CrP.C. When
accused do not mppear befiore the courd, NBW waus fssued aguinst bim. Afler that sccused

.
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uppeared before the court and statement of pccused under Section 313 CroP.C. Recorded,
Thereafler, five different dates were fixed for defence svidence but no evidence in defence was
produced. Conseguently, sppheation under Sedlion 311 CrP.C was moved by the counsel of the
accused 0 recall the complainant for cooss examination which wed dismussed by the court. The
present petition is filed agrins that onder,

The bench, while dismissing the petition Ja {imime, observed that asking the court w recall
the wilness for the purpose of cross exominotion, the parly moking - such reques! muost
demonstrate (o the satisfaction of the tral court that os 1o why, when opportunity wes granted to
cross exumingtion the witness, he could not be cross cxnmined? Mo court, ordinarily, shall recall
the witness for the purpose of cross examination or further ¢rmss examine merely becauss purty
wiats 10 do 500 In the prezent case, oo valid reason has been assipned as 1o why complainant
could not be cross examine despite severnl dates fxed, so petibion 8 devoid of ment

8. In Criminal Revision No. 318/ 2015, Jagfeer Kingh (Minor) vs. State of Uniarakhand, decided
on 14.12.2015, the revizionis assailed the order dated 30.09.2015 passed by Juvenile Justice
Board, Mainital where by application of nccused! revisionist seeking bail was dismissed on the
ground that revisionist is an accuged for the ofence of heinous rape and if he is enlarped on bail
he may join the company of known erimings as well as judgment and order passed by Special
Judge POCS0 Haldwani Nainiml where by sppenl was dismissed.

The bench, while allowing the petition, observed that Juvenile Justice Bourd Wuinital,
while rejecting the bail observed thal since sccused has committed senous offence of mpe,
therefore il he 1= released on bail, he may join bad compuny bul Boand has not referred 1o any
mintérial in support of such observation. The Board should discuss entre muatérial produced
hefore it to come to the conclusion that if babl is grosted, Juvenile may join the associntion with
any known criminal or shall expose bim to moml, physical or psychologieal danger or that the
release could defear the ends of justice. In other words, reason fo belicve must be on the hasis of
same material placed on record and not on the hasis of hypothesis or conjectures. Let the
Juvenile be relessed on bail on furnishing personnl bond of Bs 50,000/~ by his father 1o the
satisfaction of Principal Judge, 1JB. Mainital. Father! guordian shall also file an affidavit along
with personal bond 1o the effect that during the bail juvenile shall remain i his custody and
contral and shall not be allowed to mix-up with any crminal or to indulge in any eriminzl

activities,
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9. In Criminal Mive, Apple. No, 14247 2005, Gulzor 80 Mehd. Yaseen vs. State of Uttarakiand
and arother, decided on [8.11.2015, the petition is filed assailing the juderment and order of
Judicial Magistrate Roorkee in Crimingl Case No, 31672014, in which the Magistmle swnmon
the applicant as additional sccused by exercising the power under Section 319 of Cr.P.C.

The hench, while allowing the petition and quashing the impugned order, ohserved that in
the entite impugned order, there 18 no whisper as to why and i the light of what
marerialfevidence, coum has formed the opindon thar petitioner should be summoned s an
edditional accused. Before invoking section 319 of the courl (o summon the person as an
I wdditional accused, irial cownl musi record Hs primo-fecie setisfaction. afier discussing the
prosecution case, material/evidence available on record 0 justify summoning. In the present
case, the count has not applied its pedicial mind and has simplicitor allowed the application
without discussing the prosecution story and statement of W 1. Therefore, impugned order does
nok sustain (n the eves of Liw. Trisd court shall be a5 liberty o decide the application moved by
the prosccution under Section 319 Cr PO & fresh at its awn ment in sccordance with law before
prosceeding further wath the trial.

1. In Second Appeal Moo 1162012, Bliwi Bafodir ve. Vikeame Siagh & another | decided on
I 21020135, the issue relates to the jurisdiction of court. A eivil suit was filed by Vikram Singh
{Plointiffy sepinst Bhim Bahadur and his sister Smt. Lachhi Devi seeking the decree of
prohibitory injunction. It wes averred in plaint thet property in question is an sgricaiiers land
while the defemdents pleaded in their written statement that land in guestion, though has been
shown in a khesra, but there is 8 mention of Abadi as well. The trial court farmulated the issuc
that ‘whether the dispated sie 15 agncuftural tn noture, a5 has been enumerated in plaintor it s an
Abadi site #5 elucidated in written statement’, the tral judpe held that disputed zite is an
agricultuzal Eand and not the Abadi becaise no declaration under Section 143 of UPZALR Act
was ever made by comperent revenue authoriry. The appeal was prefecred by defendant Bhim
Aohadur. The Appellate court held that in bath events whether the disputed land was Abadi ar
ngrcultural, the civil cour has junsdiction to adjudicate the issue becanse civil count was well
competent lo hedar the suit seeking injunction in such matters. Hence there is no need to
formulate such an lssue. In this way, the Appellate court deleted (his issue, npainst which the
second sppeal hes been prefenred by the defendant,




The bench, while allowing the appeal, observed that the law is well estabiished (o the
elfect thn competency of the jurisdiction or the lack of the same in-a pasticular court cannnt be

determined by either of the parties throuph their pieadings, the jurisdiction cannot be conferred
on o porticuinr court an the hasis of pleadings and admigsion thereof 16 decide & particular issue
where ol the law nof confer jursdiction 1o the court. Section 33 1A |5 elear in 115 terms that when
e pnture of band has been pleadiest 1o be agriculoral and the. same has hean denied in the rival
contention, being pleaded as an Abadi, the ssue must bave been referred 1o as envisgred undey
Séction 3314 of UPZALR Aew [t iz also seliled proposition of low that 10 seel prolibitory
fnfunction agrinst ooy one and pranting of reliel o the plaintidT pre supposes his posscssion over
thar Dienel v question and the ssue of porsessron on agricultural Bund could pnly Be decided by the
revenue court, Civil Court has mo jusizdiction m pive finding on possession over eprigulmesl
land, So when the fssue was framed that wieether the [and in-question was agricehursl of Abadi
iy metore, then the proper course must have been W reler the maller soder Section 131A of
IPZALR Act. Both impugned judgments of the courts are herchy sot sside, The matfier is
remumded bacle to the Civil Court to mke the recourse of law, as hns been discuised herein above,

Ity PP, N, 25542015, (MAS) St Dimpral vs. Rafest Baloni & erhers, decided on 0910201 5,
fhe peritioner challenged the order passed by Dist, lodge Dehradun in Election Petition, The
petitioner was dectared elected for the post of member of Shaepur Ward, Zila Ponchayat,
Dehmdun, Aggrieved against the spme, an chection petition was filed by respondent no. 1,
alleging among other things, thet the petitioner was below 21yearn of nge The Dist Fudge
‘Elevtion Tribunsl allowed the patition ond declared the election of petitioner on the ground that
she wis not eligihle to contest the seld election below the 21years of age o respoadent no. |
wns ideclored elected Tor the post of member of Sherpur Ward, Zila Panchayat Deleadun,

Thie bench, while partly allowing the petition, observed thot considering the date of birth
meatongd in the High School ond other evidence oo record, there wos no reason 10 mlerfens on
(b Tosding ofF the Sribanal holding that pelitioner wis below the age of 21 vears on the selevant
Uate. 1L is [urther hald thai in view of the decision of Hon'ble Apex Courl (o Prakash Khendee s
Cise (AR 2002 SC 2345), if election of the returned candidare 1= declared void on the ground of
his initial disqueiification o eontest the election, it by itself would not entitle the eleclion
potitioner or any ofier cendidate fo be doclared elected. Accordingly, part of the impagned
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judgment by which election petitioner was elected, set aside, directing the Stae Eloction
Commission 1o conduct fresh election for the member of conceming wird of Zile Panchoys.

In WP Neo 27482005, (M8}, Tmaginations Agri Exports & others v Punect Kamar
Agarwal, decided on 01112015, the petithoner seck wril 1o set aside the orders pessed by Civil
Judge (3.00.) Vikas Nagar in exccution case no, 12015 and Misc, Case No. 1372015, A suit for
maongy decree instituted by plointiffrespondent was decreed aguinst the defendmiis] petitioners
therein).

The bench, while dimiszing the petinon ot the admission stage, observed that it = a
settled lnw that the execiting coun his 1o execute the decree &2 it 18 and can not travel bevond
such decree. The orders possed by the Hon'ble Delli High Court, as trial court as well ns the |st
Appelime Coun, have already been referred 1o above by this count in the body of this judgment,
The said orders have ottined Gnality (up beld up w the highest count of losd),. Whether {he
property, which is subject matter of shnehment before executing court belongs to the petitioners
or o somebody else, hos o be seen by the executing court, A person i slated (o hive come
before the executing court 10 Loy his cluim over o purt of the property, which is subject matter of
anachment before the ¢xecuting court [T thet 1530, 1t i3 for the excouting oount o decide the
same. So far az the cilewlation pan is coneerned, it is theeefore, directed thal if any objection k=
raised on behalf of Judgment Debtor before the executing court o show that the caleulmtion
mede by the decree holder, in his application under Order 21 Rube 30 CF.C, i5 incomrect, it is
whwirvs open for Lhe execuling court to correct such mistake by calculsnon,

In WP Na, 1302°2005 (MUSE Arvind Kumvar Pandey vs, Stote of Uttarakiond & others,ofong
with 70 other petitions | devided on 16,1115, the petitioner challenged the decision taken by
Regionu Transport Authority in meeting dated 25032015, which was made pubhc vide notice
publication doted 21_04.2015, so for 25 it ereates cluster of roads.

The bench, while hearing the case, afier peing through the documents hrought on record,
opined that once the petioners hnve applied for contract carmiape permits and the same hoving
heen sanctioned by the competent mutharity, the respondent asthority could not have changed the
terms and conditions of the permits in arbitrary manner without infarming the affected persons.
The decision of the respondent authority dated 25,03 201 5, appears to be self contradictory in as
much a8, on the one hand, o staes thw the werms md conditions of the lerer sanctiomng the




permiet will continue, but, at the ssme time. the applicants are now required to opt for one of the

eluster of rouds on making applications {2 grant of permite. The earlier condiiions an which the
letter sanchoming permmil wis sued 10 Gvour ol the petitioner specihically mentioned that the
permuts for Hondwar centre will be for 235 km. radius bur decision dated 235032013, of the
responden! authonty provides that an same comlitions, the permits will be issued fr cluser of
roads, which appears 1© be ashitrary and contradictory, The respondent anthority decided to form
clusters for issusnce of permits. The letter sanctivning the permii tn favour of the pelitfoners was
wssuedd for Handwar centre for 25 km, mads. The petiioner were cought on the wrong oot s
they had apphed for the parmil of Haddweas centre in responzs o public notice dated 01,10.2014,
hut now the respondent, without giving an opportumity of being heard tn the petittoners, have
changed the terms and conditions of peronts of eontract carriage issoed in favour of the
petitioners. The decision of the respandent suthority i under challenge on the ground that the
sod woeeting wes held without prior public notice and - contravention of the provisions of
Section 79 of Motor Vehicles Act, 1988, Furthermore, sub Section (ix) of Section 74 of the Act
vy that the Regional Transport Authority may vary the comdifions of pernit but that oo after
giving notics of not less thin vne manth. In the present case, the respandent suthorty has vaed
the serms and conditions of the pesmin withow complying e mandare of the provisions of low.
The desigion taken by the respondent authority i it meeting hetd on 25.03.2015, appears 1o be
diseriminmory between the sume chss of pessons who hove been issued permits pursuant jo the
decizion tiken in the meeting held gn |0.09.2004, In pursswce of decision dated 10.09.2014,
some of the appliconts have been issued permits by the respondent suthority o operule the
vehicle within 235 kin. radies rom Handwar centre, whene us now additionsl conditions are being:
imposed [or ssunhoe of permils W the petitioners, thil 1o, in vislodons of provizions of Section
74 of the Motr Vehicles Act, The condittons of plytng of aulo nckshaws within a specified
cluster af ronds impoesed by the respondent puthority for granting permits to the petitioners is not
evonomically viable o the petitioners, Whilke reviewing its deciston, the respondent authority hos
left the petiioners in the lurch. Inm view of the shove, the Hegiona! Transport Authority,
Dehradun region b directed 0 reeonsider the prayer of the petitioners for grani of permits in
respect of auto rickshows for the entire 23/15 km. radius from Haridwar centre as was done in

the cases of other applicant {non petitioners ), according tolaw,




14, In Company Petition No, 0420085, Doen Villey Cofonisers and Sailders (P) Lid vs. Registrar
of Companies, UL, and Uttarakhand, decided on 04,12.20135, the petitioner hos challenged the
order doted 31.07.2007, published in officiel pozete on 22-28/32008, by which name of the
petitioner's company has been struck off and it was sought 10 direct the Registrar of Companies
1o restore name of the company on the roll of compenies:

The bench, while disposing the petition, observed thnt in exercise of power under sub
Section (&} of Section' 5 of the Companies Act, and after perusal of document filed with the
petithons, it oppeis that the Company 18 atill engaged in its bosiness, therefors, the coun &5 of
view that the name of the Company be nestored to the register, under the nume of the Company
with Registror of Componics, subject tn payment of cost amounting to Rz 250004, to be
deposited by the Company with High Coun Bar Association Welfare Fund. In sddition, further
cost of Rs. 230004 be poid to the Bur Association Dekmdun. The cost be prid within & period of
ane month from today. The reswedtion of mmme of the petitioner company would be subject to
completion of all formalities ineluding poyment of lote fee or my other charges, leviable by the
respondent for late: deposit of statutory documents. The impagned order dated 31072007, and
pubslicution in ofMicinl gozette doted March, 22-28, 2008, stonds sel assde, The pelitioner is alao
directed to file a certified copy of it returns hefore the Registrar for compliance of the cour's
wrder and shall also present the receipt of cost before Registrar,



Major Events & Initiatives

1. Gandhi Javanti Celebration: On Ind October, 2005, Gandhi Javanti was celebrmed in High
Coun premizes with greal enthusiasm. Hon'ble the Chiel Justice Tustice KM, foseph, Hon'ble
Justice 5. K. Guptn & Hon'ble Justice ULC, Dhvand paid florsl tibues 1o Mahsmma Gandhi,
Officers & Oficials of Registry, Advocales were also present to mark the occasion.

S Matiomal Lok Adalst: As per directions of Motionnl Legal Services Authonty and under the
vaiushle guidance of Hon'ble the Patron-in-Chief and Hon'ble (e Exécutive Cladrman,
Uiarakhand State Lepal Services Authorfty, n National Lok Adalat was oreanised in various
courts of State of Utterakhand on 1212201500 this Lok Adalat, 313068 cases were taken,out of
which 6789 were disposed off & twinl sertbement omount was 9,93,06,861 /-

A Mational Lok Adalgt was slso organized in High Court premizes on 12122005 in
which 217 cases were taken oul of which 30 cises were decaded & the settled amount was
E2 71 200-.




UTTARAKHAND JUDICIAL AND LEGAL ACADEMY,

BHOWALI, NAINITAL
Training Programmes held in the month of
b 0 r, 2015:-
S :
No. Nume of Training Programmes’ Warkshops Duration
" Training Programme fior Promotee Judicial Offficess HIS I3 Seprember, 2015
' from Uttarakhand Judicial Service to 15 Oectober, 2005
29
Foundation Traming Progremme for Newiv Becrutted Cival = ?:E?ﬂ_ju;g!‘g
2 Judges (1.0} 201 3 Haich (04 Mt;“h}
2" phase of Institutional Training)
{1 guring)
3 Workshop of CIM Mg on ‘Furensic Science’ 0F & 00 Movember, 2013
! {Tor twn days) i Thursday & Friday)
/ I I ; i
Workshop on Nwl:hlc netruments Act, [85] 19 & 30 Noveriber. 2015
4 Fua CIM' s Mudicial Magistrates of Dliwrakhand I;'Ti‘n.l & Frida }
{for men. days) ? d
Workshop of Civil Jodges (Sr Div.& Jr. vy on “Saney 0 Movember & (01
L Mehodokogy & Procedine™ Decamber, 2015
(for two duys) [Tharrsday & Friday)
Reflective Training Programne il
6 far Civil Judges (Ir. Div,) 2012 Bateh ke i
7 Training Programme on UBUNTU-LINUX opemiing system for | 10 & 11 December, 2015

Judicinl CiTicers

{Thursday & Friday)







FOUNDATION TRAINING PROGRAMME
FOR

HIGHER JUDICIAL SERVICE OFFICERS
(PROMOTED IN THE CADRE OF
HUS 2014 - BATCH
FROM UTTARAKHAND JUDICIAL SERVICE)

FOUNDATION TRAINING PROGRAMME
FOR NEWLY APPOINTED
CIVIL JUDGES {JR. DIV.)
BATCH- 2013 (2 PHASE)

From
31 October, 2015 to 29 February, 2016

UTTARAKHAND JUDICIAL
AMND LEGAL ACADEMY,
BHOWALI, DISTRICT- NAINITAL
WORKSHOP ON "FORENSIC SCIENCE”
FOR CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATES |
ADDL. CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATES [
JUDICIAL MAGISTRATES

Duration: 2 Days (05 & 06 November, 2015)

WORKSHOP ON
'NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ACT' FOR
CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATES/
ADDL. CHIEF JUDICIAL MAGISTRATES |
JUDICIAL MAGISTRATES

Duration: 2 Days (18 & 20 November, 301 5)




