From,
Registrar General,

High Court of Uttarakhand,
Nainital,
To,

All the District & Sessions Judges,
State of Uttarakhand.

NOJ%I, /Admn.-B/v-a-18/2026 Dated: 03.09.2026

Sub: Compliance of directions passed by the Hon'ble

gggreme Court of India in W. P. (C) No. 581 of
4,

Sir,

Apropos to above, kindly find enclosed herewith a copy
of order dated 04.08.2026 passed by Hon’ble Supreme Court of
India in W.P.(C) No. 581 of 2024, titled as "Yogamaya M.G. Vs.
Union of India & Ors." for your information.

2. In the aforesaid order, Hon’ble Supreme Court has
directed as under:-

...... We, accordingly, direct that the two women
candidates to be co-opted to the State Bar Councils
shall be from the following categories:
(i) former women Judges of the Jurisdictional High
Court, or
(i) senior women members of the Bar having fair
standing and  belonging to the concerned
State/States/UTs.”

3. In this regard, I am directed to request you to send the

names of senior women advocates who are actually practicing
and regular before the Courts and have a fair standing at the

Bar, for consideration for nomination as two co-opted women
members in Bar Council of Uttarakhand, by the evening of
08.09.2026 positively.

With Regards,

Yours si%
ﬁ, -’ !
mzup'ta)

Registrar General
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E Wy % IN THE SUPRMME COURT OF ‘n:g;h
gl |;NN' CIVIL ORIGINAL JURISDICT

Y 2

WRIZ PETITION (CIVIL).NO. 581 OF 2024
YOGMAYA M.G PITITIOH'IR(B]
VERSUS —
UNION OF INDIA & ORS. RE.8 POND

WITH

WRIT PETITION (CIVIL) NO. 1060 OF 2025

ORDER

1. In this batch of petitions, which arise out of the elections

to the various State Bar Councils, the following two contentious

issues have emerged for our consideration:

(1) What should be the zone of consideration for the purpose

U RG»ENT- of co-option of the women members of the State Bar Councils?

mn-

(ii) What should be the correct methodology for calculating

the transferable votes amongst the contesting candidates,

particularly the women candidates?

2. Adverting to the first Issue, we have discussed the same in

open Court with the members of the Bar, who are present in Court

representing various State Bar Councils. On a suggestion proffered

by the Court, there is a broad consensus, in almost one voice,

that the Chief Justices of the jurisdictional High Courts may be

a
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thorised to nominate either a former woman Judge of the High
t or a senior practising woman member of the Bar as co-opted

woman members to the State Bar Councils.
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4 In our considered opinion, such a recourse will infu-’
objectivity, independence and transparency into the working of the

State Bar Councils. We, accordingly, direct that the two woman

candidates to be co-opted to the State Bar Councils shall be from
the following categories:

(i) former women Judges of the jurisdictional High Court, orf

(ii) senior women members of the Bar having fair standing and

belonging to the concerned State/States/UTs.

4. However, the Hon'ble Chief Justices shall take into

ant factors while nominating the coO~

cted members of

consideration all the relev

opted women members and shall consult all the ele

the respective State Bar Councils before taking any such decision.

It is, however, clarified that unsuccessful participation in the

election to the State Bar Councils will not be construed as 2a

disqualification. Owing to the urgency of the issue, we request

Hon’ble Chief Justices to do the negdful expeditiously, so that the

state Bar Councils can be -formally constituted without any undue

delay.

5. Coming to the second Issue set out hereinabove, it seems to us

that there are varied opinions, which require to be minutely

considered by the High-Powered Election Supervisory Committee
presided over by Justice Sudhanshu Dhulia, a former Judge of this

Court. In this regard, the interested members of the Bar are
permitted to submit their suggestions/opinions to Justice Dhulia’s
Committee within one week and on consideration thereof, the High-

Powered Election Supervisory Committee may accord an opportunity
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d.
in that regar
® for oral hearing(s) before taking a final decision

1060/2025 are
6. With these directions, wp (C) Nos. 581/2024 and
aying that
disposed of, at thig stage. However, it goes without say
i ievances,
the parties are at liberty to seek redressal of their gr

iate
if and when any such occasion arises, through an appropr

petition.

7. A1l applications for intervention are hereby dismissed, and

other pending application(s)’, if any, also stand closed.

NEW DELHI;
AUGUST 04, 2026.




