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+ | wish to draw kind attention of your honour towards miscenduct on record by

CONFIDENTIONA

INT A ST MR JUSTICE VUE R JAIN OF DELH! HIGH COURT

Respected Sir

Mr Justice Vijender Jain of Defhi High Court when he broke norms set for judges
by not transferring the case/appeal to other judge/bench while he had family-
relations with thé plaintiff/respondent to the extent that the
plaintiff/respondent Shri Hari Ram performed marriage of -his grand-daughter 5
from judge’s official residence at 12 Ashok Road (New Delhi) on 25.04.2001 |
(copy of card on next page). k}
He even declined to transfer our appeal {RFA(0OS)N0.23/2003} in the matter : |
Lala.Om Prakash vs Hari Ram to another bench even though he had earlier
applied mind to the same case numbering 1653/941 in the matter Hari Ram vs
Lala Om Prakash at trialstage in the Delhi High Court itself. His order dated
29.11.2004 to dismiss our appeal in undue haste has even several anomalies

and unusual instructions apparent on record.

‘Even his conducting the proceedings at trial stage (when my father was alive)
on various dates between October 2001 and Decernber 2001 after the plaintiff
performed marriage of his grand-daughter from his official residence at 12
Ashok Road (New Delhi) on 25.04.2001, was also against norms set for judges.

| will be obliged if your honour kindly gives me a personal hearing to reveal
more detailed facts about biased judicial proceedings/orders and our hardships

due to judicial torture. | had mentioned instances of such hardships to your

predecessor Mr Justice VN Khare aiso (copy enclosed for your kind reference).
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Sy,

| recall in a case involving former Prime Minister Shri PV Narsimharao,
Honourable Supreme Court had commented that not only Justice must be done
but also it must seem to have been done. How is it possible in our case when
the bench-member/s may be in close proximity of the opposite side for which
documentary proof is available for at least Mr Justice Vijender Jain?

| request your honour to kindly verify the facts from the records, and take

necessary action to ensure justice.
Regards

Yours truly

o

SUBHASH CHANDRA AGRAWAL
1775 Kucha Lattushah

Dariba DELHI 110006 (india)

03.01.2005
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EOR KIND PERSONAL ATTENTION QF HONORARLE CHIEFS SUASTICE OF INDES

Mr Justice VS Kinare i ,
Honorable, Chief Justice of Indic
~ SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
 Tiak Marg?
" New B8 110001

Sir
| wish 1o draw kind stterdgon of your honor owards niy Tarmily’
High Court because of (as&/s patronized by a former JUdge Wi is
. Court. The piaintff irt the case/s is well Inroduced 1 Mok jUdaE
the Supreme Court, and the judges are SroWiNg Qo DAt in

ated ail ¢

of conduct as mendored recently

by your Horor @Asis. THE &

in High Cout

of decency agairist our famity in proxyavar even whian Be wis ANETIMOC R

One of the judges hearing the case for several neanings A forcing Ls 10 PIy lule ;
compromise forgot that e was so well knowi @ the pianud that Iis official residence Was
wsed by the plaintiff for ramage of his grand<laughier. Recenty 2 Judge postponed Tirst b
cases to later dates in his hurry 1o pass & hiased arder by making the caze involving my aged
father as number onel Pace of cases filed on us moves sccording o requirertiEnt af the
influertial plzinalf who utiizes all faciities of High ot including 15 quest-house Tor ona il
weel, ard pest of medical Tacilites oo frequenty

Several other judges have also

been showing simifar favors © U olaintf out

caretul enoug Not to leave

any such maotve on rerords, | FEQUEST WP [ONOT TO gt

can lodge my grievantes Without rear © Some auEhority by naming menuonea Judges
the earfier paragrapn tenadle 25 proot of o

Secondly, are the two inciderts narrated in
Since our orthodox Consdtution dentes ary

action aganst rasconrducing judges

1l

[}

A% courts, kindly also guide me if @ probe i3 possinle oy irnestigadng agencies Kie <
«VMigitance Cornrissioner against influental olaindff for it misse oF governmant ma

and irfuencing indmacy arnongst judges is possibie?

| have always brougrit on record my grigvances from tme 0 time in form of ‘Letiens

i rEwspapers as suagestions for improvernerd. | request viul
save our Tamrily frorn unbearable torere in Courts

Thanking you
« N regards
Yours e

394 /ul&(w,/
! SUBHASH CHAMDRA AGRAW/AL

{Guinnass Racars Holer for most Latier 1 BARCrs)
1775 ¥ucha Lattushab

Dartba DELH! 110006

{trdia)

TellO) 23263756
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By Meno} Mitta/TNN

New Delhi: A complaint of “mis-

conduct” against the acting chief -

of Delhi High Court, Justice Vi-
jender Kumar Jain, has put
Supreme Court in the dock under
the Right to Information (RTD)
Act.

In an interface between RTI and
judicial accountability, Central In-
formation Comimission directed

Supreme Court on April 3 to dis-

close the status of the complaint
agalnst Justice Jain within 15
; working days.

The court's registry will by then
have to seek orders of Chiel Jus-
tice of India Y K Sabharwal on the
manner in which information
about the complaint can be given
in keeping with, as the commis-
sion put it, “the decorum vital to
the administration .of justice in
the highest court in the land”.

Ironically, both Sabharwal and
Jain have, in their own different
ways, spearheaded the ongoing
clean-up in Delhi: While a
Supreme Court Bench headed by
Justice Sabharwal has cracked
down on shops in residential ar-
eas, a high court bench headed by
Justice Jain has ordered the dem-
. olition of illegal constructions.

Further, four days after the com-
' mission passed the order related to
{ the complaint against him, the

+governnient issued a notification
. on April 7 appointing Justice Jain
¥ as acting chief of the Delhi High
-4 Court, -

g Though the commission's order
i does not name Justice Jain and
- simply says that the complaint is
. against “a judge of tle Delhi High
+ Court”, TOI discovered his identi-
&ty by accessing the records of the
& commission.
¢  The complaint, whlch has not
¥ been made public, alleges that
E Justice Jain, viclating norms set
3 for judges. declded ® anitnied by

SRR
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somebody with whom he had
“family relations”.

. The proof it cites of the alleged
connection Is a wedding card,
which shows that the litigant,
Hari Ram, performed the tnar-
riage of his granddaughter in
April 2001 in what was then the of-
ficial residence of Justice Jain: 12,
Ashoka Road.

According to the complaint,
Justice Jain, sitting singly, went
on to conduct proceedings be-
tween October and December 2001
in Hari Ram’s suit. Three years
later, sitting in a two-judge bench,
Jain dealt with an appeal in the
same matter and decided it in No-
vember 2004 in favour of Hari
Ram.

It was in such circumstanpces
that, in January 2005, a membér of
the party that lost the case, Sub-
hash Chandra Agrawal, ;com-
plained against Justice Jain to
then chief justice of India R C La-
hoti.

Justice Jain, when contacted,
declined to comment, saying he
was not aware of the complaint at
all, Agrawal too refused to talk to
Times of India saying he was
awaiting CJI's response to the
commissjon’s direction on his
complaint.

The commission came into
the picture as Agrawal, a busi
nessman from the walled. city of
Delh’i,g invoked RTT Act InOctober

The Times of lndla, 'New Delhl o
Friday, April 14, 2006

2005 to find out the status of his
complaint. Following his applica-
tion under RTI Act, the public in-
formation officer of the Supreme
Court informed Agrawal in No-
vember that the complaint had
been “kept on record in the rele-
vant high court file”. Agrawal
again drew a blank, when he filed
the first appeal, as provided in RTI

Act, before a superior officer in -

the Supreme Court registry.

Subsequently, Agrawal flled the
second appeal before Central In-
formation Commission, which is
an independent appellate body set
up under RTI Act.

On February 7, a Bench of the
commission consisting of Waja-
hat Habibullah and Padma Bala-
subramanian held that the
Supreme Court registry's reply to
Agrawal was “clouded in obscuri-
ty, as it did not indicate the man-
ner of accessing the information
{on the status of the complaint)
nor the form of redress that the
appellant might seek”.

Going back to the cominission
within a fortnight, the Supreme
Court registry clarified that
Agrawal’s complaint had actually
not been sent to the Dethi High
Court as the apex court had “no
administrative jurisdiction” over
high court judges. -

Therefore, whenever it received
any such complaint, the registry
can only place it before the chief
justice of India and “thereafter it
has no access to or information
about the complaint”.

Since the registry disclosed that
the complaint against Justice Jain
was still pending in the office
of the chief justice of India, the
commission passed its latest order

ing the citizen’s right to informs-
ficn with.the *acomm” of £h6 a0

ministration of juatlce
w

on April 3 putting the onus on
Justice Sabharwal to find a wa
within 15 working days of balanc-
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F.No, 15011/29/2009-HR-I11
Ministry of Home Affairs
Human Rights Division

1 Floor, A Wing, Lok Nayak Bhawan
Khan Market, New Delhi, the 15"
March,2010.
To ’

Shri Subhash Chandra Agrawal

1775, Kucha Lattushah,Dariba,

Chandni Chowk,

DELHI-1 10006

Subject: Appointment of NHRC Chairperson.

Sir,

Reference is invited to your e-mail dated 18" December, 2009 on the
subject cited above. It is true that both Mr. Justice R.C.Lahoti and Mr. Justice
Y.K.Sabharwal were eligible for appointment to the post of Chairperson,NHRC as
per the provisions of the Protection of Human Rights Act, 1993. However, il was
recorded in our notes, that their acceptance to the post is doubtful. In the case of
Justice R.C.Lahoti the then Home Secretary had spoken to the learncd Judge
enquiring about his availability for the post. It appears that Mr. Justice Lahoti
indicated that he was otherwise very busy and would not be in a position to accept
the offer.

Because of the adverse media and other reports with regard to Mr.
Justice Y:K.Sabharwal, it was felt that the highly sensitive post of Chairperson
NHRC may not be offered to him. Accordingly, it was recorded on the file that Mr.
Justice R.C.Lahoti and Mr. Justice Y.K. Sabharwal * are not inclined/not available
for different reasons’. As the offer of the post was made to Mr. Justice Lahoti
orally there is no correspondence recorded between the Union Government and Mr.
Justice Lahoti. However, the conversation between them had been reported by the
then Home Secretary to the Home Minister,

Yours fa'th@%

(T.K.Sabkar)
Section Officer
Tel: 24616775



e

- . .
N

»h )

1P

~Reg/strar o

2% oampa

S jiﬁ Lhe S,u

o Res gy emorme sl

¢

I 2

Tf‘\f”ﬁ" ‘

SUPREM ‘COURT OF |NDIA

PH 23385265 (OFF)
23384533 (FAX)

- Dated: April.21, 2006

ash Chandra Aerawal ,
‘hd Lattllb]ld.n

T notCentral Intormanon Commrssron in Rev1ew ot
A peal No. CIC/A/3/2006

orm vou that pursuant to the Order passcd by Centralf' :
g 1ssron in the above rererred matter wluch was recewed_ :

(“ourt Remqrv by fax 0“ 12”’ APnl 2006, 1he matter wasl e

" Placed betore Hon ble the Cluet Juc‘uce ot Indra tor orders The e

o tollono O

)
b
|

was’ ﬂlereuPon ‘pas,sé;d(by ‘Hyonﬁfble:_ the Chlet Iustio_e of.

S matier of acccc.smg the mtortmtmn coming within © -
;the pux‘vrew of Rrght 1o Information Act, has been provxded inthe &

Act Ltselt - The Act also nrovrdes remedral m'achmerv in case any
person is dégIlCVCd from the order passed or information provrded
i by Centr"" Pubhc Intormatlon ot a pubhc authonty '
1 Ar 1a1 as the preﬁent case is ccmCerned the record shows
u"{',};,;a:February, 2005 written by SHA . ~
"was received from the beeretary o Presrdem of Incua. It
| * AL




was placed before my learned predecessor on 24"’ February 2005 i

- |+ No acuon on. thxs letter was, however; directed. A reminder dated .

3o September, 2005 from Shri Subhash Chandra Agrawal was -

: also placed before my learned predecessor and was dlrected 1o be', S
: kept in Deﬂu ngh Court file. SR o

V (?\Ielther Supreme Court nor Chief Justlce of IndLa is the -
uppomlm;, or - disciplinary aulhorny in ‘respect of: Judges of

i superiot Courts, including Judges of High Courts.' Be that as Lt,‘f'; RS
mnay, I have also examined the complaints made by« S'hn S ubhash,
Chandra Agrawal and tmd no ment in them e SR

- ( Hef mt Sampat)
Appelldte Authm ity -

" under RTL, o
Sup1e1ne Court of Indld_ e

B T
LY

) d;JNU Campus .
w Delh1 - 110067




DELH! HIGH COURT
DAILY CAUSE LIST

(For 25th, April, 2003 )
COURT NO. 21

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.D.KAPOOR

FINALS
1. 5 139/1968
(NO. 1)
PH
(NOT TILL 12/8/2003)

ABDUL MAAVEET D
VS.AISHA KHATOON

2. S 583/1967 BAKSHISH SINGH DHALIWAL D

IA 4736/2002 VS.UOIL
(NOT TILL 12/8/2003)
3. S 219/1972 & SH. SS HASSAN VS F
SH. SM ALI KHAN BAHADUR
RAMACHANDRAN

PARIJAT SINHA

4. S 136/1976
IA 8066/1994
IA 420/1999
BIDAWAT
(NOT TILL 13/8/2003)

HINDUSTAN VIDYUT PROD.LTD. D
VS.FINOLEX CABLES & ORS.

5. S 462/1977 CENTRAL BANK OF INDIA E
(NOT TILL 13/8/2003) VS.NEW NAAZ FINANCE

6. S 1101/1977 & CHETAN C.BIJLANI VS F
LUTHRA
WITH S 675/1998 LC BIJLANI
(NOT TILL 30/04/2003)
7. S 346/1979 TARAWANTI DEVI D
IA2345/1994 VS.VIJAY KOHLI
1A345/1990
(NOT TILL 17/8/2003)
8. S 741/1979 VIJAYA BANK VS D

M/S DAVIS & WHITE
(NOT TILL 18/8/2003)

(I) LTD.

9. S5.335/1980
WITH S 1505/1984
(NOT TILL 18/8/2003)

GOBIND RAM VS AMAR SINGH D

10. UMA NARULA VS INDIAN D
INSTITUTE

(NOT TILL 18/8/2003)

$.310/1980

11. DELETED (S 375/1981

MK SHARMA
M.A.ZAIDI VB ANDLEY
RAJBIR SEHRAWAT

MANMOHAN SINGH VOHRA
SAMEER AGGL.

P.NAGESH,GS SISTANI
BD SHARMA, MG
JAYANT TRIPATHI,DK NAG

SUNANDA RAO, PB SHARMA

B.MOHAN, SUNITA HARISH
RAJAN TRIPATHI

NK KANTAWALA, SAROJ

FM KAPUR, F.HASAN
SD SHARMA,MS VOHRA

NANDINI SAHNI, SK

NARESH THANATI,

SP SINGH SANAT KR
B. MOHAN A.B. DIAL
KR KANTAWALA

MS DEWAN
SK LUTHRAR MS SETHI

RAJIV KR
JAGJIT SINGH

ARUNIMA DWIVEDI

DISMISSED AS WITHDRAWN 23/4/2003)



12. S 675/1981 & P.SRIDHARAN VS
NARENDER GODA
(NOT TILL 20/8/2003)

13. S 404/1982 SH.RATTAN LAL VS

PANTKAR
(NOT TILL 21/8/2003)SH. SN BHALLA

14. s 1515/1982 SATISH PARKASH MALHOTRA D

ANDLEY

{NOT TILL 21/8/2003)VS.JIWAN LAL KAPOOR

DAYAL

14A s 1395/1982 GURBAX SINGH Vs.
N.G. NANDA
(NOT TILL 4/5/2003)

KAVITA

15. PR 59/1983 & SR SHARMA Vs
WITH PR 19/1983 STATE

GUPTA

IA 3046/2000 (AS ITEM NO. 1)
(NOT TILL 21/8/2003)

16. S 512/1983 & BP MARDA VS
KHER
IA 435/1996 HIRA LAL & ORS.
(NOT TILL 21/8/2003)

17. S 400/1983 M/S RAMNATH EXPORTS P.LTD VS F

DHINGRA

THE CHAIRMAN, AIR INDIA

DHAWAN

SHARMA
(NOT TILL 28/04/2003)
SEHSHGIRI

18. S 674/1983 SATWANT KUMAR SHARMA

KHANNA
(NOT TILL 21/8/2003)

SINGH

SA KHAN PRADEEP JAIN

VIJAY KISHAN, KM
JN PATEL, ANIL KHER

RAJINDER MATHUR, VB

VN PARIHAR, MANBIR SINGH

RK VARSHNEY, KAVERI
RAVINDER DAYAL
MS VOHRA

DEEP MALA RAJIV BEHL
YASHMEET RK TOMAR

JK SETH CP WIG PS BAXI
SHALINI KAPOOR RAVI

ASHOK MARWAHA,ANIL

DR BHATIA

KIRAN KALRA, MOHIT
G N AGGL, VIKRANT
C S SETHI, SISIR

ALOK PRASAD, B

REENA KHANNA, SK

KRISHAN KUMAR
BEENA SHAW SONI RK

19. 5.1636/1983 RITURAJ TEXTILES & GENL IND.P. MS DEWAN ANUJA NARAIN

IA 168/1995 LTD.VS INDIAN HANDLOOM CO. D

(NOT TILL 21/8/2003)

LAXMI NARAIN

20. DELETED (S 586/1984 DISMISSED IN DEFAULT 23/4/2003)
21. DELETED (S 736/1984 BEFORE OTHER BENCH FOR 14/5/2003)
22. S 831/1984 & RAJIV PREM VS GL RAWAL VK MAKHIJA

WITHS 832/1984 KEY STONE PLUS
(NOT TILL 21/8/2003)

23. S 1415/1984 & M/S ANAND MOTORS
WITH S 576/1981 NEW INDIA ASSURANCE CO. LTD.
BHASIN

IA 7682/1998
(NOT TILL 18/5/2003)
24. DELETED

25. S 1259/1984 (NOT TILL 7/5/2003)
26. S 1557/1984 (NOT TILL 7/5/2003)
27. s 1654/1984 (NOT TILL 7/5/2003)
5Q & 1£7/1QQ6 INGT TTTIT 147572007

o o o B o

PARMOD AHUJA

KC DUA,HL RAINA,
SHARAD KAPUR, VINAY



29. S 265/1985 (NOT TILL 14/5/2003) E
30. S 440A/1985 (NOT TILL 14/5/2003) E
31. S 1245A/1985 (NOT TILL 21/5/2003) E

32. 8 750/1985 FEDRAL BANK LTD. D BK SOOD
FIRST FIVE PH VS.JK EXPORTS & ORS. RC AHUJA HARISH
MAGON
(NOT TILL 21/5/2003) VINOD TYAGI
33. PR 39/1985 & VIDYA SAGAR VS D KRP KATHURIA
WITHS 3326/1991 STATE & ORS. KP KAPUR
IA 8205/2000 ATUL JAIN

(NOT TILL 22/5/2003)

34. S5 1710/1985 M/S ASHOKA ESTATE P.LTD. VS. DR BHATIA,ATUL KUMAR
WITH S 342/1980 M/S. DEWAN CHAND BUILDERS P. INDERJIT SINGH, SL
DUTTA
(NOT TILL 24/7/2003) LTD. D RS BEDI,AMRITA SANGHI
35. DELETED (S 868/1985 DISMISSED IN DEFAULT 23/4/2003)
36. S 698/1986 (NOT TILL 21/5/2003) E

37. S 1949/1986 (NOT TILL 21/5/2003) E

38. S 521/1986 PURSHOTTAM D.BANSAL VS D ARUN JAITLEY, RAVI
GUPTA
SUNITA P.BANSAL YK JAIN RK JAIN
MAHESHWARI PATHAK MA KHAN

39. DELETED (S 1616/1986 DISMISSED IN DEFAULT 23/4/2003)
40. DELETED (S 2396/1986 DISMISSED IN DEFAULT 23/4/2003)
41. S 47/1987 (NOT TILL 21/5/2003) E
42. S 601/1987 (NOT TILL 21/5/2003) E
43, S 1141/1987 (NOT TILL 21/5/2003)E
44, S 1238/1987 (NOT TILL 21/5/2003)E
45. S 1984/1987 (NOT TILL 28/5/2003) E
46. DELETED (S 34/1987 DISMISSED IN DEFAULT 23/4/2003)
47. s 733/1987 SH. L. KUMAR THR' LRS. D RAJIV GUPTA, MUKUL
ROHTAGI
(NOT TILL 27/4/2003) VS.SMT.HAR PIARI & ORS. MOHINDER GUPTA
GAURAV DUGGAL RAVI
GUPTA
MANISH VASHISHT
48. DELETED (S 734/1987 DISMISSED IN DEFAULT 23/4/2003)
49. S 2381/1987 & ANIL KUMAR VS D NK JAGGI PUNIT AGGL.
(NOT TILL 14/7/2003)U0I ALKA MARWAHA
50. DELETED (S 922/1988 DISMISSED IN DEFAULT 23/4/2003)
51. S 1286/1988 (NOT TILL 8/5/2003) E

52. S 1335/1988 (NOT TILL 28/5/2003) E
53. PR 60/1989 (NOT TILL 28/5/2003) E
54. S 88/1989 (NOT TILL 28/5/2003) E



55. 5 129/1989 & M/S FENNER INDIA LTD. VS P.VENUGOPAL, SP MAGO

IA 11163/1998 KAYKAY FLUID SEALS & MOULDED RUBBER PROD KM
SHARMA, RAJEEV KAPUR
IA 3025/1999 E

(NOT TILL 10/9/20003)

56. S 1666/1989 « KANSHIRAM VS B CHANDER GUPTA, RN
CHAWLA
WITH S 2002/1989 SMT. SHANTA DEVI DIVYA HASIJA
(NOT TILL 8/5/2003) BHUPINDER SINGH
57. S 2133/1989 & SMT.LATA CHAUHAN VS E NIVEDITA SHARMA
IA 6516/2001 SH. LS BISHT VK RAINA MAMTA MEHRA
(NOT TILL 14/5/2003) GEETA MITTAL
V.SHEKHAR

RK TRAKRU MALDEEP
SIDHU
INDERJEET SIDHU
MAMTA MEHRA
58. PR.43/1989 SHEIKH MERAJUDDIN VS STATE D M.AHMED PR MONGA
OP SINGH ZUBEDA BEGUM
RP JAIN JP SINGH

59. CO 6/1990 MONGA PERFUMERY & FLOUR MILLS VS HEMANT SINGH,VP
GHIRAIYA
M/S AMIR CHAND OM PARKASH SRIDHAR CHITLEY,
(NOT TILL 21/07/2003) E PRAVEEN ANAND
60. S 2973/1990 ARTI BHARGAVA VS. KAVI KUMAR ON VOHRA,
IA 10637/1997 BHARGAVA (THR' LRS) E PC DHINGRA
IA 11054/1998 VK MAKHIJA
IA 2794/2000 VANDANA KHURANA

IA 3474/2000, IA 6659/2000, IA 9271/2000, IA 9272/2000, IA 9719/2000, IA
3164/2001
IA 4019/2001, IA 5002/2001, IA 8492/2001, IA 8656/2002

61. S 132/1990 & M/S. AMIR CHAND OM PARKASH VS. VP GHIRAIYA, PRAVIN
ANAND

CCP 194/1996 M/S. MONGA PERFUMERY & FLOUR MILLS PRAKASH KUMAR, SAI
KRISHNA

IA 7615/1996 CCP 112/1996 E BINNY KALRA

(NOT TILL 21/07/2003)

62. S 602/199%0 ALAHABAD BANK VS E GIRISH VERMA, BL WALI
M/S. DAYAL LABS VISHNU MEHRA,
(NOT TILL 28/05/2003)

63. s 1533/1990 SH. SUNIL BUCKSHEE VS. SH. KM RAJESHWAR, BD SHARMA
IA 3799/1990 BUCKSHEE E P.BANERJEE MS DEWAN
IA 4413/1996
CCP 66/1994, CRL.M 193/1992, IA 6717/1993,
IA 6372-73/1993 IA 11443/1992
(NOT TILL 28/05/2003)

64. S 2765/1990 BANK OF BARODA VS E SUBHASH GOEL, KB SONI
HARISH CHANDRA BHASIN MK ARORA, PRAMOD
B.AGGL LALITA
KOHLI,MANOJ SWARUP
(NOT TILL 28/05/2003) PRAVIN GAUTAM,
65. 8 3552/1990 VAP ENTERPRISES VS. E ANIL KR.KHER, KP
SINGH
U.0.T. 5SS SABHARWAL

R.JAWAHAR LAL
(NOT TILL 28/05/2003)

66. S 2963/1991 & HOME DECOLAM VS E KM GAJARIA,AJIT
SINGH

TITMIT & DI9DO9NMAD /71005 TALIALIAD TARAT ATELWIDTT TINMTUD'DOTMY ¢ NRAMND ANAAMTITMA /COWUNDAANDDD OQ



JAIN
IA 289/1994 7297/1999
(NOT TILL 20/7/2003)

67. S.1653/91 SH.HARI RAM VS LALA OM PARKASH
AGGL.
D
MARWAHA
68. S 3843/1991 KARIMUDDIN VS. E
D.D.A.
(NOT TILL 23/07/2003)
ANJU LAL
69. S 210/1991 & M/S VANTAGE CONST.P.LTD.VS D

M/S HYGENIC FOODS LTD.

MANGLA, V.K.SRIVASTAVA

DUTT

S 1530/1991 SH. VIKRAM PARSAD D

AK SINGLA JP GUPTA

SP AGGL PRAMOD B

SN MARWAHA ASHOK

DALIP SINGH, JM LAL
ML JAIN KP SHARMA
RUBY ALKA GUPTA
SANGEETA CHANDRA

GL RAWAL, ALOK GARG
ANURAG KR AGGL.
ML

SANGITA JAIN
SATISH KR ANURADHA

AC GULATI SV BAHADUR
PARAMJIT BENIPAL

70. AS GAMBHIR, RAVI GUPTA
' JK SETH, SHALINI KAPOOR

VIPIN SANGHI KP AGGL.

VS.SH. SAT NARAIN DALMIA

71. S 28B60/1991 & M/S HARISON TRADERS VS D BN NAYYAR, VANDANA
TANEJA
IA 876/1996 MS. RAJ BHALLA PINKI ANAND, RAVI
GUPTA
IA 9953/199%4 SUDHA SRIVASTAVA
IA 8330-31/1995 SANGEETA BHARTI
IA 7523/2000 SAURABH PARKASH
WITH S 2861/1991 AB PANDEY
(NOT TILL 7/5/2003)
72. S 2047/1991 & KAMAL KISHORE Vs D ANAND YADAV, DD SINGH
IA 8213/1991 PARAMPARA OFFSET PRINTERS RAMESH CHANDRA
IA 2866/1993 KULBIR SINGH
GEETA MALHOTRA AVNISH
KR
73. PR 18/1992 & VED GUPTA VS D ASHOK LALWANT
IA 3673/199%6 STATE MK BAGGA SL GUPTA
IA 3171/1999
74. S 411/1992 & OBEROI SONS (MACHINERS LTD.)CO. ON VOHRA,LN KUMAR,
CRLM 3284/199%6 VS SAMITI CO.LTD. D CV FRANCIS, GEORGE
THOMAS
JP GUPTA
75. S 2481/1992 TRILOKI NATH AGGARWAL VS D MONIKA ROHTAGI, YR
SHARMA
M/S JK IRON & STEEL MFG. CO. PRADEEP NANDRAJOG, AP
AGGL
VIKRAM NANDRAJOG SK
PAUL
76. S 399/1992 EXCEL CARDAMON CO. VS D DS NARULA, SANJIV
PURI

SPICES TRADING CORPORATION LTD. SUJATA
KASHYAP, ASHWANI KR

AJAY K.DUTTA



77. S 4159/1992 SHADI LAL ENTERPRISES VS D DS NARULA, ASHWINI
KUMAR

DELHI ADMN. MONIKA
KAPOOR, SANJAYPODAR

AVNISH AHLAWAT

78. S 1756/1992 & M/S PAWAN HANS LTD. VS F AS GAMBHIR UMESH
BHAGWAT

IA 6125/1993 M/S TECHNOMICS LTD. & ORS. HB MALLAYA, S.K
MATHUR

(NOT TILL 30/04/2003)

79. s 21/1992 M/S MURAKA CABLES & COND. VS DEVINDER SINGH RC
BHALLA
IA 2433/1999 M/S SAE (INDIA) E PN SETHI JASMEET SINGH

RC MADAN RS MATHUR

80. S 1277/1992 & KASHMERE GATE CHARITABLE TRUST VS GS MATHUR,ADITYA
MADAN

IA 10220/1999 RAMULAL @ RAM CHAUDHARY E SURYAKANT SINGHAL,
8l. S 1365/1992 SH. KS CHADHA E SK GUPTA, KB SONI

(NOT TILL 23/7/2003)VS.SH.TEJINDER PAL SINGH SANJAY GOSWAMI SN
KUMAR
82. S 1605/1992 & M/S. K.KISHORE (HUF) VS E ARVIND KUMAR, AS
GAMBHIR

CC S 4548/1992 ALLAHABAD BANK RN GOEL, NAVIN GOEL

GS SISTANI, RAJIV
NAYAR

(NOT TILL 14/05/2003)

83. S 1642/1992 SEWA SINGH VS E SP GUPTA SICHITRA
PRAKASH
IA 4876/1998 RS MALHOTRA RS MALHOTRA PK SHARMA

IA 310/2001

84. S 2394/1992 SHASHI DAGA VS. E AP GUPTA, HL KAPUR
DHARAM VEER CHOPRA ASHISH KUMAR,
(NOT TILL 16/07/2003) : SUCHITRA PRAKASH
85. S 3656/1992 M/S PK HIMAT SINGHKA & CO. VS. JP GUPTA, NALIN
TALWAR
HARYANA TOURISM CORPORATION E SS JAIN
86. S 359/93 HOTEL REGAL VS MS.SHEELA DASS S.BANSAL VIRENDER
IA 8552/96 E MEHTA NANDINI SAHNI
LB RAI
87. S 2258/1993 JAGMAL VS. MUNICIPAL F RD JOLLY,RL KOHLI
(NOT TILL 30/04/2003) CORPORATION OF DELHI VK SAHNI ASHOK GUPTA
88. S 989/1993 M/S. MICRONIX (INDIA) LTD. VS AK GOEL,ML
MANGLA, S.BATRA
SH. JR KAPUR F
89. S5 1649/1993 & GENERAL COMMERCE LTD. VS. E SK KAUL, DM
NAVGOLKAN ,
IA 11114/1995 NATIONAL INSURANCE CO. LTD. T.SRIDHARAN, RAJIV
NANDA
IA 11115/1994 MT KHAN RADHA CHAWLA
IA 9821/1995 H. UPPAL
90. S 1903/1993 SH. MEHTAB SINGH VS. E INDERJIT SWAROOP,
SH. OM PARKASH SS PANWAR, VIPIN
SANGHI

AS GAMBHIR, YOGINDER



VASHISHT

91. S 1970/1993 &
IA 7441/1993
NARANG

92. 5 2568/1993 &
SHARMA

IA 7370/1998
SHARMA

93. S 2785/1993
SHARMA
MATHUR
PODDAR

24. s
NEERAJ

2364/1993

SALWAN
ALPANA PODDAR

95. S 1369/1993 &
JAIN, SUMITI ANAND

GOEL, ASPREET SINGH
CHAUDHARY

ANIP SACHTHEY

96. S 1655/1993

97. 5 751/1994 &

SINGLA, VALMIKI MEHTA
IA 3291/199%4

PODDAR, SANJAY DHAR
IA 4515-14/1995

98. S 2785/1994 &
IA 10652/1994
SHARMA
IA 1348/1995

RAVI SIKRI

99. 5.1238/1994
IA 11513/1996
SINHA
10734/2001

100.8 31/1994
IA 8851/1996
IA 9893/1999

101.
LAL

S 588/1994

DR.

SITA LAL VS

K. NARENDERA

RADHEY SHYAM GUPTA

SATPAL

SUBHASH KAKKAR VS

N.D.M.C.

MR. BEHARI LAL VS

N.D.M.C.

M/S CONTINENTAL & EASTERN AGE.

VS M/S.

NATIONAL INST.OF FASH.TECH.

VA

COAL INDIA LTD.& ORS.

VS MITRA THOMAS KANAGARATNA

VANVIK PROTEIN FOODS P.LTD.

BANK OF INDIA

PARAGON CONSTRUCTION
NEW DELHI MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE

JASBIR SINGH KATARIA & ANR.VS D

SH KEWAL RAJ SADHNA

SH. VC ADYA VS.

(I)

APPAREL MFG. CO. LTD.

M/S RK BUILDERS VS

D.

D.A.

M/S MAFATLAL

E

LB RAT

RS ENDLAW, RK SAINI
RAJIV NANDA, URMIL

BALDEV ATREYA SR

MAHABIR SINGH, SR

PRADEEP DEWAN

SANJAY KAROL, SP

NEERAJ MALHOTRA BS

R P GUPTA ALPNA

SANJAY KAROL
MALHOTRA SUSHIL

INDERJEET SIDHU

D SANAT

NAVEEN

MN TIKU ,MUKTI

ADARSH DAYAL

AMIT PRASAD

D SUNITA HARISH
S .MUKHERJEE

D AK
SANJAY
PLTD.VS D SHAILESH KAPUR

VK GUPTA, PIYUSH
VIKRAM DHOKALIA
ARVIND CHAUDHARY
DS NARULA ASHWANI KR

SUNITA HARISH LP

SHAJU FRANCIS VANDANA
MIGLANT

AP AGGL, ANIL KHER
VINOD ADYA, DR BHATIA
AMIT TRIKHA, SOMAN

INDERJIT SIDHU,
ANUSUYA SALWAN,



102. S 598/1994 & SH. MULKH RAJ KAKKAR VS. E
MALHOTRA, RAJESH
IA 2675/1994 NEW DELHI MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE
IA 7940/1995 12890/1996

103. S 1039/1994 ¢ CENTRAL BANK OF INDIA VS E
M/S SYSTEMS & SOFTWARE

SHARMA

104. 3 1488/1994 & CORPORATION BANK VS. E

SHARMA

SUSHIL ENTERPRISES
ANUPAM DHINGRA

105.8 2274/1994 M/S. SCANTEL P. LTD. VS. M/S.
LATHAM (INDIA) P. LTD. E

DAHIYA

106. S 2584/1994 SH. HARJIT SINGH Vs. E

SINGH
PUNJAB & SIND BANK

107. S 2055/1995 SH. PREM SAGAR GUPTA VS. B
CENTRAL BANK OF INDIA

SHARMA ‘

PATHAK

108.s5 2724/1995 RAM JETHMALANI

MAGGO

IA 11861/1995 VS.SUBRAMANIAM SWAMY F
SWAMY

IA 4506/1999, IA 12204/2000, IA 5939/2001
(AT 2.00 P.M.) (NOT TILL 30/04/2003)

109. S 1930/1995 & AJAY KAPOOR VS E

NEW DELHI MUNICIPAL COMMITTEE

110. S 139/199S & PUNJAB NATIONAL BANK VS
KATYAL

IA 437/1995 SH. PRATAP SINGH
KUMAR

IA 7980/1995 7437/1995

111. S 1183/1995 & M/S R.BHARAT KUMAR & CO. VS
SINGH,MEENU AGGL.

IA 6891/1995 KAMAL SYNTHETIC TEXTILE MILLS
GHIRAIYA,ATUL JAIN

IA 4228/1995 & ORS.

IA 12414/1999

112. s 1988/1995 PUNJAB NATIONAL BANK VS
M/S SHANTI INDUSTRIES & ORS.

113. S 2392/1995 & BANK OF BARODA VS
MAKHIJA
IA 9819/1995 JYOTI COLOUR PACKS P.LTD.

ADESH JAIN

114. s 1305/1996 HIMALAYA DRUGS CO. VS M/S
HEMANT
(NOT TILL 18/5/2003)SBL LTD. E

NEERAJ

SANJAY KAROL,
ANUSUYA SALWAN,

DK MEHTA, VIVEKANAND
GINNY JAITLEY, DP

PRADIP DEWAN, MANOJ
SANJIV BHANDARIT,
SK LUTHRA, RAJAN NARAIN
DEEPA RATHCRE, DEEP DAS

SK KAUL,K. SAHNI
NIKHIL SINHA KAVITA

YP NARULA, PREMWANT
MUKUL DHAWAN,
P.NANDRAJOG, DK MEHTA
ASHWINI SOOD,ANIL

RAJENDER AGGL, SK

ARVIND K.NIGAM, PN

ABHIJAT DR. ROXNA S

SANJAY KAROL ALPANA
PODDAR

D SS KATYAL, RAJESH
CP SHARMA MANOJ
MANOHAR LAL

D HEMANT
VP
P. ABRAHAM
D ML BHARGAVA
SANJAY ABBOTT,
D ARUN AGGL, VK

VANDANA KHURANA

SANDEEP SETHI

SINGH



115.8 2530/1996 COMMANDER SATYA PRASAD GHOSH VIPIN SANGHI,ADITYA
MADAN

IA 10060/2000 (RETD.) VS. M/S. CROMPTON MANSOOR ALI,OM
PRAKASH

SUB TO PH GREAVES LTD. D

AS NO.1
116.5 2897/1996 SH. SURESH CHAND GUPTA F RS ENDLAW, MANDEEP KAUR

IA 11943/1996 VS.SH. MAN MOHAN GUPTA PAWAN BEHL,AJIT S.BAWA

NARESH KUMAR,

K.P.GUPTA
117. s 1409/1996 & M/S. PRERNA BUILDERS P LTD. VS D NN AGGL,AJIT
WARRIER

SH. ANIL KUMAR KAUSHIK RAVI
GUPTA, S.TARBEY

REEMA KALRA,

118. S 2015/1996 & GOEL ASSOCIATES VS D D.R.BHATIA
KK COOP.GROUP HOUSING SOCY.LTD. PRADEEP
NANDRAJOG
119.8 1096/1997 DR VISHWAMEBHAR NATH D NANDNI SAHNI ASHOK
SAPRA
IA 5781/2002 VS.SMT RAMA NATH RAJESH YADAV
120. s5.988/98 HARI RAM VS RAM KISHAN D MS.RAJNI ANAND

AMIT S CHADHA

BL ANAND
RAJINDER

RS CHHABRA
DEEPAK JACOB

RAJNISH RANJAN

121. s 2750/1998 & CONTAINER CORPN.OF INDIA LTD.VS D RAJENDERA
DHAWAN, RC BERI
IA 11329/1998 CONTAINER CORPN.OF INDIA EMP. AMIT VIDYARTHI,
UNION UMESH

SHARMA, SUNITA BHARDWAJ,

¥ ¥k Kok

25/04/2003 (ORIGINAL SIDE) i O - # | DELHI HIGH COURT

HON'BLE MR. JUSTICE J.D.KAPOOR

FOR DIRECTION
1. OMP 146/2003 JAGSON AIRLINES LTD. VS. BC PANDEY
CAV.688/2003 BANNARI AMMAN EXPORTS P.LTD. INDU MALHOTRA
IA 3984/2003

2. OMP 302/2002 MAHARASHTRA STATE HANDLOOM AJIT WA RRIER
IA 8388/2002 CORP. V3. ASSOCIATED OF NEERAJ MALHOTRA
WITH OMP 227/1997 CORPORATIONS

NOTE: -

1) ITEM NO. 3 (S 219/1972) IN THE LIST MAY BE READ WITH NOT TILL
23/07/2003 2) ITEM NO.38 (S 521/1986) IN THE LIST MAY BE READ WITH NOT
TILL 20/07/2003 3) ITEM NO. 58 (PR 43/1989) SHOWN IN THE LIST MAY BE
TREATED AS DELETED.

4) ITEM NO. 60 ( S 2973/1990) IN THE LIST MAY BE READ WITH NOT TILL
05/05/2003.

5. ITEM NO. 69. (S 210/1991) SHOWN IN LTHE LIST MAY BE TREATED AS DELETED.

6) ITEM NO. 70(S 1530/1991)IN THE LIST MAY BE READ WITH NOT TILL
17/07/2003 7) ITEM NO. 71(S 2860/1991)IN THE LIST MAY BE READ WITH NOT
TILL 07/05/2003 8) ITEM NO. 72 (S 2047/1991) SHOWN IN THE LIST MAY BE
TREATED AS DELETED.

9) ITEM NO. 73 (PR 18/1992) SHOWN IN THE LIST MAY BE TREATED AS DELETED.

10) ITEM NO.75 (S5 2481/1992)IN THE LIST MAY BE READ WITH NOT TILL
04/05/2003 11) ITEM NO.76 (S 399/1992) IN THE LIST MAY BE READ WITH NOT
TILL 04/05/2003 12) ITEM NO.81 (S 1365/1992)IN THE LIST MAY BE READ WITH
NOT TILL 23/07/2003 13) ITEM NO.98 (S 1238/1994)IN THE LIST MAY BE READ
WITH NOT TILL 04/05/2003 14) IA 4585/2003 SHALL ALSO BE TAKEN UP ALONGTWITH



S 2530/1996 ALREADY SHOWN
IN THE LIST AT ITEM NO. 115.]

* Pk kK




Dr Justice AS Anand ji

Honourable Chairperson NHRC
National Human Rights Commission
Faridkot House

Copernicus Marg

New Delhi 110001

Ref  Welcome NHRC step to include carruption as violation of human rights

Respected Sir

Kindly refer to the welcome news-item wherein your honour has taken right initiative
to take corrupt practices also as invisible but definite tool for violation of human rights.
Out of the three wings of democracy, only legislature and bureaucracy are under
scanner leaving the third one namely judiciary continued to be totally unaccountable
providing often misused immunity to judges of higher courts in free and democratic
India even after six long decades of independence.

Iwﬁ&:myhitter—mmtandi!ﬂmmanexperiermemwdﬂ\atnoauﬁ)mitymlndfa
including even the President, Supreme Court or Pariiament owns responsibility to look
into definite cases of misconduct by judges of higher courts. Neither of any authorities
has been able to guide me where a commoner can reveal his/her plight of torture of
human ﬁghlsbysomemmesinhigherjudiciary. Role of NHRC will be incomplete till
the Commission may be able to provide adequate relief to judicial victims created by
misconduct of some judges openly violating conduct-code set for judges of higher
courts. Kindlyanangetosendmeacopyofcondnct-codesetforiudguofvarious
courts including of higher courts.

[ became diabetic, my younger brother became smoke-addicted, and my nephews lost
Mterestiz:studiesoxﬂyduetobmsioncreahedbyjudicial misconduct. Is this entire not

Seeking kind mercy of your honour for guidance and relief
With regards

o
ERAN, o V) -
SUBHASH CHANDRA AGRAWAL
(Guinness Record Holder for most letters in Newspapers)
1775 Kucha Lattushah

Dariba DELHI 110006 (india)

Tel{O) 23263756 23267870

Tel{R) 23252626 23253636

Mobile 9810033711 9350054646

Fax 23254036

Esmail subhashmadhu@sincom

15.05.2006
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'SHANTI BHUSHAN m Homary , |

Senior advocate vy. .:,2[& ; :

T esideni’s Sccre  'Off: CH67 Sector 14, Noida
Ph. 0120-2512523,

Res: B-16, Sector 14, Noida
Ph. 0120-2512411, 2512632

CAL."1 Ce ign
4512695 WA
Mobile 98110-30510 Date,, \ o 'il'c'il{ - utt Di20-2513604
)Y o T Mt b Y

» 3/8/06

SUBJECT: Proposed elevation of Justice Vijender Jain (acting C.J. Delhi High Court)
as Chief Justice, Punjab and Haryana High Court

Dear Prime Minister,

I'understand that the Chief Justice of India has made a recommendation for the appointment
by transfer of 4 Chief Justices of various High Courts recently. One of the recommendations
is for appointing Justice Vijender Jain, acting Chief Justice of the Delhi High Court as Chief

Justice of Punjab and Haryana High Court.

carlier Chief Justices of the Delhi High Court) who were conevlted by the Chicf Justice ou
this proposed appointment had expressed serious reservations about this on account on his

I would be happy to come and discuss this matter with you personally. I am taking the liberty
of sending a copy of this letter to the President for his information.

With warm regards,

Si

rely,

(SHANTI HAN)
TO. Coﬂ 4o ! ‘ m
Shri Manmohan Singh The Howble Presidert © 1

Prime Minister of India

7 Race Course Road

New Delhi



CONFIDENTIAL

SHANTI BHUSHAN
Senior advocate

Res: B-16, Sector 14, Noida Off: C-67 Sector 14, Noida
Ph. 0120-2512411, 2512632 Ph. 0120-2512523,
4512695 '
Mobile 98110-30510 Fax: 0120-2512694

12/8/06
lo,

Shri Abdul Kalam
President of India
Rashtrapati Bhavan
New Delhi

Subject: The proposed appointment of Justice Vijender Jain as Chief Justice of
Punjab and Haryana High Court

Dear Rashtrapatiji,

We had earlier written to you on the above subject pointing out that there was a serious
complaint against Justice Vijender Jain that he had decided a case of a litigant Hari Ram
whom he personally knew well enough to have his granddaughter married from his
official residence. I had also sent you a copy of a letter to the Prime Minister in which 1
had pointed out that the recommendation to appoint Justice Jain as Chief Justice of
Punjab and Haryana High Court has been made despite the fact that at least one member
of the collegium of the Supreme Court had strongly opposed the proposal and two other
Judges of the Supreme Court who had been Chief Justices of the Delhi High Court and
who had been consulted had also opposed his elevation as Chief Justice on the ground of
his integrity.

[ have subsequently learnt (which fact has been reported in the Times of India as well)
that the CJI had said that he had examined the complaint against Justice Jain and he
found no merit in it. This summary rejection of the complaint against Justice Jain just
prior to the recommendation for his elevation is clearly unreasonable in the light of the
fact that prior to this, the Supreme Court’s Public information officer had informed the
complainant Subhash Agarwal that his complaint had just been placed in the file of the
relevant High Court, since the Supreme Court had no jurisdiction over Judges of the High
Courts in such matters. Moreover, though the Chief Justice has given no reason for
rejecting the complaint of Subhash Agarwal against Justice Jain, | am told that the reason
informally being given is that the litigant Hari Ram is the father in law of Justice Arun
Kumar (former judge of the Supreme Court and Delhi High Court), who was a close
personal friend of Justice Jain. It is being said that Justice Jain agreed to lend his



residence for the wedding of Hari Ram’s granddaughter because she was the neice of
lustice Arun Kumar, though Justice Jain did not know Hari Ram personally.

I'would like to point out that this explanation does not exonerate Justice Jain at all.
Obviously, whether he knew Hari Ram personally or not, Justice Jain could not have
been oblivious to the fact that this Hari Ram is the father of Justice Arun Kumar and
whose granddaughter’s wedding was performed from Justice Jain's residence. Actually.
this fact that Hari Ram is the father in law of Justice Jain's close personal friend and
colleague. makes it even more untenable for him to have heard and decided Hari Ram’s
case. One of the elements of the Code of Conduct or “Restatement of Judicial Values™ as
it is called, adopted by the Full court unanimously in 1997 is that no judge shall hear and
decide a case of his relative or friend. The object of this is that judges should not decide
cases where they know the litigant well enough, so that they might not be objective. The
test for this has been laid down by the Supreme Court in Capt Ranjit Thakur's case.
where it has been said that the principles of Natural Justice are violated where a litigant
can have a reasonable apprehension of bias against a judge. In this case, there can be no
manner of doubt that the opposite party would have had and did have a reasonable
apprehension of bias against Justice Jain, in the light of the fact that Hari Ram was the
father in law of Justice Arun Kumar, who was close enough to Justice Jain to have asked
him to lend his official residence for his nieces (Hari Ram’s daughter in law’s) wedding.
In these circumstances, | would request you to call for the correspondence of Shri
Subhash Agarwal with the Supreme Court on the above subject and examine it yourse lf
to come to an independent conclusion of whether it is reasonable to conclude in these
circumstances that there is no merit in the complaint against Justice Jain.

Some of us from the Committee on Judicial Accountablity would be happy to come and
persona lly discuss this matter with you.

With warm regards,
Sincerely,

SDy/-
(Shanti Bhushan)
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