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SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

~ COURTNIC _DISPOSED

Status of : Appedliivii 3882 -38835 OF 2003 -

= BARCOUNCIERPINDTE T GOPALKRISHANA CuA'rRATH & ORS.

\NJEEV SACHDEVA Res. Adv. : MR. ANIS AHMED KHAN

% . ADMISSION TO EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS OTHER THAN

NCINEERING
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COURT NO.2 . SECTION IV

‘Mi -COURT OF INDTIA

RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS
' PR P
L APPEAL NOls). 3882-3885 OF 2003 .

AT

Appellant {s)

Respondent [s)

:jWi;h office re . ] ) i _
EXNEE ’
.
i .
(Wich gEfice report) :
; T.c.fég'ﬂo. 91 of 2004
: '(w;tﬂ%uffiqe reporgi'
? NO.-43'O£ 2003
; l'oifice ;éporti-—“. ) ) )
C: NO. 92 of 2003 e
frh office rééo;t}i 2 . -
g C.(C) NO. 58 of 2003 e e | I
il With office report) o oL g?
.C.1€) NO. 59 of 2004 A ¢
% Wirn gffice repert!l
? Cate: 12407/200& These Appeals were called cn”fqr hearing today.
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E gbr Appellanti(s} Mr.MN Krishnamani, Sr.Adv. 3
! ’ Mr. Sanjeev Sachdeva,Adv. -

R

Mr. R.K. Kapoor, Adv. "

T S el A P et s e ar
Mr.M.K. Verxma,  Adv.

-

Mr.S55 Yadav. Adv.

Mr. Govind Kaushik, Adv.

Mr. Anis Ahmed Khan,Adv.

*Mr. Dhruv Mehta, Adv,

Mr. Harshvardban_Jha, Ade,

Mr.Yashraj Singh, Adv.

kit e T 2

M/5 K.L. Mehta & Co.

Mr.Sudhir Walia, Adv,
Mr. Prayank, Aadv.

Mr. Mahinder Singh-Dahiya

Y 124
, A
. Mr. TLY Iyer, Sr.Adv.

Mx.B'¥ Despdk ,Adv

4 : ) . ) Mr. Anil Xumar, Adv.

Ms. Hemantika Wahi,Adv.

Mr. LN Rao, Sr.Adv.

o e _ Mr.V.K. Biju, Adv.
K;r‘ ’ . " .
¥ ' : Mz, Vipin Nair, Adv.,
Al N : :
'__gg i BBG O esh=Rad v fOr
- R . .
]
L . - Mr.Amitesh Kumar, Adv.
Mr. Gopal Singh, " Adv.
¢
T T T T B ' Mr. D.S5. Nanav§§i, hdv.

Mr,Despak Shukla, Adv,

Mr. Sawrin Mehta, Adv.for
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t. Mr. gv Deshpande, Adv, i~
v M, T ' Mr, KN Madhusoodhanan, Adv,
oL i . )
: Mr. R. Sathish, ady.-
o _ '
S ! Mr.Mathai M, Paikeday, sr,
T "__;“_ " %
T e ) . Mr. Sanjay Jain, Adv,
- Mr. Mukesh Kumar, Ady,
-» = . i -
. _ i ‘
Mr., N. Aqnapoorni, Adw,
- . i )
g Mz, GRK Prasag, Adv,

E0UnsEL the Const made E}le_e__i_‘é_l._lowihg .
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The . civil 'appeals, transfer | sy

di#rrii_ssed.. No: co_st;é.

[ Dsha Bhardwaj | S
Court Master . S \
- Signedinrder is Placed on the f4),, -

IN THE SUPREME Coprr op INDIA.
CIVIL APPELIATE JURISDICTION

CIVIL APPEAL No. 3882-3885 oF 2063

- __,prpbe“anus}':__:._j.__._.

e

ggjﬁpondent {g)

5‘:"_’.\". : .
T :

Gopal Krishing Chatrath & grs,

i th
a Ey
T-C.vo.T.c.Nos.28, g, 33+37, a3, 52, 58, /2003, TC.No.ss, Iy

18, 91/2004 & TP,NOS.392~393/2‘004 14 TP.N0.247-24B/2005
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peals have been preferred by the Bar Couneil of

2

T kndia - - frem j!\iatigfrn_enf‘";' "crf"“"‘th'e"""}ri'gﬁ' Coirt  of ‘Punjab  anch

i‘ i -

: '

4 ’ -

i Haryana. - .

B lution No, 68/1999 was' passed an 24.10.89 by the
SrorrBar s T Counis Y ndia,. whereby —evening—courses for L.L.B. Were

e m e &topp-ec_t.' ‘Thes resolution reads thus:-.

““The amencment rule will read as follows:-
I2".1}'.'I!h.'a.t © the ‘. Law -_Edﬁt_:étion under

Ser.'lt_ion' B  may be :.!:h:c_'ugh whole
time colleées;. . AlI - Law’ . Cclledeg
wh-iﬁh | are exc',lusive_l‘y. running v

evening, ;eéaiit.m;?:shaiir:si‘i:ifch over to

MDay" s’es.silons :‘du'_n'ng‘-'tha_ alcade.xﬁit.:.'

year  2000-200% . fhiiingl?‘wﬁiﬁp': they

will neot be, antitled "to- .approval of

affiliation by the Bar Council of

- '.2;
-‘Iﬁdia. '-Prqvide‘d‘ that = wherever, the

college iz runmi nyg-evening course, tHe
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—stuedente——whv——were— —EIMItTed — to. the
\, . : - :
T fie ymnlng Sessions

. 7 ) — ) W
dur®g the academic year 1993-2000

- - Cox s
shall be allowed- . ﬁ complete  -tha

iy

e
course", ) ) g’

The amendment of the rule Was challenged: by the

N -
A

| _ @
# respondents herein on the ground that Section 7(l}(h) of the Act
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E . é; pefore any:fuch amendment is made, The Division Bench has
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: conclusion that thers was no effective consultation

thé-"éﬁéﬁdﬁent" was

.

[i} Egithe rules. was not sus;ainable_and,wiﬁlativg of Section 7(1)
' i " FEERY ) ’ o . -

g R RET W aES FYC “aﬁgq&&aﬁienfﬁfwi%hﬂlmthe‘ Universities or State

We heard counsel .on . bothf, - sides. . The - counsel for the

contended  that agw',garﬁu of . the consulfation broceSS

was some seminar . in. which: member of . the State Bar
. . - 5
. ¥

o Tar

Council _and “rep£ESEntﬁglge3y;¢§:cmg 'Univeés;tias. participated  and

it was after that the amendﬁeﬁtikhs;éffégted. The counsel also

péinted out that there has been SqueﬂtiQQSfby'the Committee

am

constituted for the.ﬁurpqsa_of-iﬁEIOEing“lggal"aduc%tion. Lo ban

o -

e .?

the evenling law. CoOUESES.™

the - appellant should have.
.

. e e . S
. . . . o i
made consultation with. the «.Universities before m‘Fméb such
- . .

amendment. * The view - expressed by the pivision ' Banch - is
v _ %

carrect and we do not any reasons to interfere with the
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(A .
'_th*u; tismissed™ Mo caouts,
i
In " lew  of the order passed above in  the «civil  appeal,
. " JR— - S R ﬂ
aE22 afd the transfe¥ petitions are also dismissed, It .
. . t“_.__—_.__*_____,,-——*—-——-—-—"'
. - . . . . .
any candid have passed . the L.L.B. examinatlon through
would be at liberty to move the Bar
- Councdl-£e ORI
" [K.G. BALAKRISHNANI
[TARUN CHATTERJEF)
§
- i
[D.K. JAIN]
July 12, Z006.
'I- ! -
i }
< o
.

??

r
13
4
B
ft
i



