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KPTCL brought under
consumer net

There is good news for power consumers in the State as the power
supply company is now made liable to pay compensation if it fails to
promptly attend to the complaints received from the consumers. A
provision has been made in the new Regulations issued by the
Karnataka Electricity Regulatory Commission (KERC) on standards of
performance and the same has come into effect from June 10, 2004
when the Regulations were gazetted.
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Process Fee hiked

With effect from 21.6.04
process fee to be paid in the High
Court has been revised. As per
the revised process fee Rs. 25
has to be paid to each of the
Respondent notice, Rs. 50 has to
be paid to each Respondent in
case of emergent notice and Rs.
25 -is  to: 'be. .paid. for
communication of injunction order.

Judges Confirmed

After a prolonged probation
two additional Judges of the High
Court of Karnataka Mr. Justice
S.B. Majage and Mr. Justice K.
Bhaktavatsala were confired as
the Judges of the High Court.
Pursuant to the confirmation the
two additional Judges were
sworn-in as the Judges on
17.7.04.

Transferred

O Mr. Justice Thirath S. Thakur,
Judge, High Court of Karnataka,
is transferred to Delhi High Court.
In this connection a farewell
function was organised by AAB in
the High Court unit on 1.7.04.

O Mr. Justice R.V. Raveendran,
Judge, High Court of Karnataka,
is transferred to High Court of
Madhya Pradesh after being
elevated as the Chief Justice of
the said High Court. AAB had
organised a farewell function at
the High court unit on 6.7.04.

News Panorama

Jasjit Singh Jaggi, a New
York traffic police constable was
forced to quit his job on the
ground that he wears a turban
and sports long beard. Jaggi filed
a suit with the NewYork City
Commission of Human Rights in
2002 challenging his forced
removal. The police resisted the
suit on the ground that he was not
wearing a white cap and keep
short beard. Jaggi questioned this
restriction on the grounds of his
religious rights which requires him
to have a turban and the flowing
beard. Jaggi's suit having been
decrced the- New York Police was
compelled to reinstate Jaggi with
liberty to wear his religious head
dress and sporting long beard.

These regulations have been
framed by KERC under the
provisions of the Electricity Act,
2003. Under the regulations
benchmark for services to be
rendered and deadlines for
attending to various complaints
have been laiddown. the power
supply company is made liable to
compensate consumers when it
fails to meet the standard
performance or the deadline set
for responding to consumer

~'complaints since it amounts to

"deficiency .of service".

As per the standards the
power supply company has to pay
compensation of Rs. 50/- per
consumer if it fails to attend to
complaints of minor nature such
as fixing of fuse within six hours
(24 hours in rural areas). In case
of line breakdown if the power
supply is not resumed within six
hours (24 hours in rural areas)
Rs. 50 each to the effected
consumers has to be paid by the
power supply company. Similarly,
Rs. 50 compensation has to be
paid to the consumer if defects in
consumer bills is not attended
within 24 hours (within 7 days in
rural areas). Solatium of Rs. 50 for

each day has to be paid to the
victims/their heirs in accident
cases if the sum is not paid within
7 days without waiting for the
report from CEIG or within 30
days after receipt of such report.
Compensation of Rs. 200/- for
each day of default has to be paic
to an applicant for
connection/additional load if the
same is not provided within one
month of receipt of application
upder normal situation.

It is made obligatory on the
part of power supplying
companies to periodically provide
information on compensation
settlement to the KERC which in
turn would publicise details. A
provision has been made that the
standards of performance and
compensation will not apply
during abnormal situations like
war, riots, floods, earth quake and
employees strike.

The power consumer is also
made eligible to approach the
Consumer Grievance Reddressal

Forum to be formed by the power

supply company and thereafter to
the Ombudsman, to be
established by the KERC as and
when the power supply company
fails to compansate the consumer.

new

service.”

Know this

Office of the Court of Small Causes, Bangalore, is affixing a
rubber stamp on the RPAD cover containing suit summons to the
Defendants viz “Instruction to the Postman - Deliver to any adult
member of the family without insisting any authorisation of party/
addressee when party or addressee is not available for personal

Part 4

Around the
Country

O The Chief Justice of Karnataka
High Court Mr. N.K. Jain, on July
10, 2004 assured an all party

" delegation lead by Chief Minister

M. Dharam Singh assured that he
would examine a suitable place in
north Karnataka for setting up of
the High Court bench at the
earliest. Justice Jain said he is
aware of the problems faced by
the poor litigants of the region and
said that he had an open mind.

OA bomb hoax disrupted the
functioning of Supreme Court for
several hours on July 23, 2004
after an unidentified caller to Delhi
Police claimed that an explosive
has been planted in the court
premises. Judicial work resumed
only after the police search of the
court premises with the aid of
sniffer dogs declared safe. Efforts
were on to trace the anonymous
caller.

O On saturday the 24th July 2004
Mr. justice R.C. Lahoti, the Chief
Justice of India, inauguarated the
Madurai bench of Madras High
Court. Madurai bench will have
jurisdiction over the southern
parts of Tamil Nadu. :

News Focus

O On 21.7.04 Mr. Amarnath
Gowda, an Attorney from USA,
addressed the members of AAB
city unit in Vakil Bhavan, on the
subject 'The Judicial System in
us.

O On 22.7.04 Sri Sri Sri
Amruthageethananda Puri
Swamiji, addressed the members
of AAB city unit on the subject
relevency of living spiritual
masters. Mr. D.L. Jagadeesh,
President AAB, presided, Mr. C.R.

~ Gopalaswamy, secretary AAB

welcomed the guest. Mr. C.
Prakash, Advocate, introduced the
guest.
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Under performance is a far greater problem than a crisis

- S. Ghoshal

Stinking urinals

The urinals in Bangalore City Civil Courts and Court of Small
Causes are example as how not to maintain them. The official apathy
is such that no one is concerned about them eventhough they are
stinking and creating problems to its users as well as the people who
go near them. It is an irony that those urinals have been so neglected
that the officers entrusted with the task of maintaining them have
forgotten that thousands of people use them on daily basis. The doors,
come outs, PVC pipes, the marble seperators have all been removed
under the nose of the officers concerned however they have shut their
eyes as if nothing has happened. The public urinals in street corners
more better than the ones in the court complex.

If only authorities of Bangalore Mahanagara Palike had juristiction
over the urinals in courts' complex they could have long ago ordered its
closure. It is ironical that no judicial officers or authorities who are to
maintain them do get into the urinals at any point of time. Needless to state
that by properly maintaining the urinals the authorities are not doing any
charity but are only discharging their duty. The lawyers and litigants have
a right to expect that common utility services such as the urinals are
maintained appropriately. Litigants in particular are paying substantial sums
as court fee and they have a right to hope for a clean environment within
the premises of the courts. Will the authorities wake up?

Does Satyapal's case require
reconsideration?

R. Vijayakumar, Advocate

By the amendment made in 2002, which came in to force with
effect from 1/7/2002, certain sweeping changes were made to the Code
of Civil Procedure. For the present, we shall just touch upon the

provisions relating to non-filing of Written Statement and its

consequences.

The plausible object that is sought to be achieved by the
amendment is to shorten the duration of the litigation. However, certain
procedural aspects were shortened. The object of the amendment is
laudable. The age-old proverb that 'Justice Delayed is Justice Denied'
appears to be in the hindsight of the legislature while bringing about the
procedural changes. But the question is whether such a course would
really serve the cause of justice. As it is well settled that procedural law
is meant to regulate the course of the litigation, but does not deal with
the substantive rights of the parties. It is also needless to mention that
the word 'Shall' used in procedural law would not necessarily mean that
it is mandatory.

The moot questicn is whether the litigants and citizens of this
country are ready to come to grips with this sudden change and the
time frame within which the written statement is to be filed. | feel that
they are so very radical that it would be difficult to come to grips with
them immediately, given the economical, geographical, illiteracy and
wherewithal of the litigants in the context of the Indian Judicial System.

It was not as though the legislature was without any other option.
It is needless to point out that for a good and fair dispensation of justice,
what is necessary and essential is that administration of justice within
the rules and existing procedures, in an effective manner.

In the case of A. Satyapal and Others vs Smt. Yasmin Banu Ansari
and another reported in |.L.R. 2004 Kar page 1399, a Division Bench
of the Karnataka High Court has laid down in Para 21 thus: "21.... The
defendant's right to file a written statement within 30 days from the date
of service of summons is unquestionable in the light of order VIII Rule
1 of CPC. Beyond the said period, the defendant has to seek
enlargement of time in terms of the proviso under Rule 1 of Order VIII
CPC which proviso itself restricts the power of extension to a total of
90 days reckoned from the date of service of summons. That being so,
once the power to grant extension for filling the written statement is
exhausted in terms of proviso to Order VIIl Rule 1 of CPC and the
defendant fails to file a written statement during the extended.period, the

see page 3

The Bangalore Principles of
Judicial conduct

From last issue
1.4 In performing judicial duties, a judge shall be independent of judicial
~ colleagues in respect of decisions which the judge is obliged to
make independently. : :

1.5 a judge shall encourage and uphold safeguards for the discharge
of judicial duties in order to maintain and enhance the institutional
and operational independence of the judiciary.

1.6 a judge shall exhibit and promote high standards of judicial conduct
in order to reinforce public confidence in the judiciary which is
fundamental to the maintenance of judicial independence.

IMPARTIALITY

Impartiality is essential to the proper dischargé of the judicial
office. It applies not only to the decision itself but also to the
process by which the decision is made.

2.1 A judge shall perform his or her judicial duties without favour, bias
or prejudice.
2.2 A judge shall ensure that his or her conduct, both in and out of
_court, maintains and enhances the confidence of the public, the
legal profession and litigants in the impartiality of the judge and of
the judiciary.
2.3 A judge shall, so far as is reasonable, so conduct himself or herself
as to minimise the-occasions on which it will be necessary for the
judge to be disqualified from hearing or deciding cases.

2.4 A judge shall not knowingly, while a proceeding is before or could
come before, the judge, make any comment that might reasonable
be expected to affect the outcome of such proceeding or impair the
manifest fairness of the process nor shall the judge make any
comment in public or otherwise that might affect the fair trial of any
preson or issue.

2.5 A judge shall disgalify himself or herself from participating in any
preceedings in which the judge is unable to decide the matter
imaprtially or in which it may appear to a reasonable observer that
the judge is unable to dicide the matter impartially. Such
proceedings include, but are not limited to, instances where :

2.5.1the judge has actual bias or prejudice concerning a party or
personal knowledge of disputed evidentiary facts concerning
the proceedings.

2.52the judge previously served as a lawyer or was a material
witness in the matter in controversy, or

2.5.3the judge, or a member of the judge’s family, has an economic
interest in the outcome of the matter in controversy.

Provided that disqualification of a judge shall not be required if no
other tribunal can be constituted to deal with the case or, becasse
of urgent circumstances, failure to act could lead to a serious
miscarriage of justice.

INTEGRITY .

Integrity is essential to the proper discharge of the
judicial office.
3.1 A judge shall ensure that his or her conduct is above reproach in
the view of a reasonable observer.
3.2 The behaviour and conduct of a judge must reaffirm the people's
faith in the integrity of the judiciary. Justice must not merely be
done but must also be seen to be done.

PROPRIETY
Propriety and the appearance of propriety, are essential to the
performance of all of the activities of a judge.
4.1 A judge shal avoid impropriety and the appearance of impropriety
in all of the judge's activities.
4.2 As a subject of constant public scrutiny, a judge must accept

personal restrictions that might be viewed as burdensome by the
see page 3
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The Bangalore
Principles of
Judicial conduct

From page 2

ordinary citizen and should
do so freely and willingly. In
particular, a judge shall
conduct himself or herself in
a way that is consistent with
the dignity of the judicial
office.

4.3 A judge shall, in his or her
personal relations with
individual members of the
legal profession who practice
regularly in the judge’s court,
avoid situations which might
reasonably give rise to the
suspicion or apperance of
favouritism or partially.

4.4 A judge shall not participate
in the determination of a
case in which any member
of the judge’s family
represents a litigant or is
associated in any manner
with the case.

4.5 A judge shall not allow the
use of judge’s residence by
a member of the legal
profession to receive clients
or other members of the
legal profession.

46 a judge, like any other
citizen, is entitled to freedom
of expression, belief,
association and assembly,
but in exercising such rights,
a judge shall always conduct
himself or herself in such a
manner as to perserve the
dignity of the judicial office
and independence of the
judiciary.

4.7 A judge shall inform himself
or herself about the judge’s
personal and fiduciary
financial interests and shall
make reasonable efforts to
be informed about the finan-
cial interests of members of
the judge’s family.

4.8 A judge shall not allow the
judge’s family, social or other
relationships improperly to
influence the judge’s judicial
conduct and judgment as a
judge.

4.9 A judge shall not use or
lendthe prestige of the
judicial office to advance to
private interets of the judge,
a member of the judge’s
family or of anyone else, nor
shall a judge convey on
permit others to convey the
impression that anyone is in
a special position improperly
to influence the judge in the
performance of judicial

duties. to be contd.

Jurists
Commission

The mere provision of a
contempt law for the legislature
does not mean that it should be
enforced arbitrarily. The law of
contempt under legislature
privileges is a matter for serious
scrutiny, said former Chief Justice
of Kerala High Court, Justice V. S.
Malimath. Inaugurating a seminar
on legislative privileges and
contempt law in Bangalore on
July 25, 2004. Justice Malimath
said in a democratic setup
legislatures must open to views
ideas and criticism. Nothing
should curtail the fundamental
freedom including the freedom of
expression. No person should be
governed by a law which he is not
aware of and every citizen has a
right to know what the laws of the
land are, he said. The seminar
was organised by the Karnataka
Commission of Jurists at the High
Court premises.

Speaking at the Seminar Mr.
N. Ram, Editor-in-chief of The
Hindu, said that in a democracy
the legislature falls within the
purview of law. Contempt of
legislature cannot be enforced in
violation of the Constitution, he
said. Commenting on the absence
of codification of legislative
privileges vis-a-vis contempt of
legislatures Mr. Ram said that it

will create problems for the press

as an institution in discharging its
social responsibility and freedom
of expression. He suggests that
legislatures should exercise
contempt jurisdiction within
reasonalbe restrictions lest the
fourth estate could function freely.

Mr. M. C. Nanaiah, former
Karnataka Law Minister was the
view that harmonious conduct of
legislative proceedings could be
possible only when right men are
at the right place. He cautioned
that wrong people holding high
offices can exercise archaic
constitutional privileges so as to
harm the fundamental right of
freedom of speech. He suggested
that efforts shold be made to fill
up high posts in the legislature by
educated and enlightened people.
Mr. K. N. Harikumar, Managing
Director, Cauvery Communica-
tions, also spoke on.the occasion
with regard to freedom of press
and legislative privileges. The
seminar was attended by a large
number of delegates and presided
by Mr. A. N. Jayaram, the former
Advocate General.

Does Satyapal's case require
reconsideration?

right to do so is lost..." The reasons for taking the above view have been
many folds. One such reason is that the Division Bench tested the
provisions with reference to 'purposive construction'.

‘Purposive construction’ is well known as ‘mischief rule’, which is
laid down in Heydon’s case (1584) 3 Co.Rep.7a, p7b: 76 ER 637.
Heydon’s rule was explaiend in the Bengal Immunity Co. V. State of
Bihar, reported in AIR 1955 S.C. 661, by none other than S.R. Das, C.J.
That rule has since been followed in a large number of cases. However,
it would be advantageous to note the observations of the learned author
Shri G.P. Singh in Principles of Interpretation of Statues, 5th Edition,
1992 at page 86, which reads thus. “It has been siad that the application
of the rule in Heydon's case should not be taken to extremes; that if
there were many problems before the enactment of the statute it does
not follow that in an effort to solve some of them the Parliament intended
to solve all; and that loyalty to the rule does not require the adoption of
a construction which leads manifestly to absurd results. These
propositions stated by Lrd Roskill in Anderson V. Ryan [1985 (2) All ER
355(HL), p.363] are unexceptional but theri misapplication may lead to
a narrow construction defeating the object of the statute as actually
happened in that case which was overruled within-a year in R. v.
Shivpuri [1986(2) All ER 334 (HL)].”

In Stayapal's case, the Division Bench has kept in view the
provision itself, which reads thus :

“Order VIII : Written statement, Set-off and Counter Claim -

1. Written Statement - The defendant shall, within thirty days from
the date of service of summons on him, present a written statement of
his defence. -

Provide that where the defendant fails to file the written statement
within the said period of thirty days, he shall be allowed to file the same
‘on such other day, as may be specified by the Court, for reasons to be
recorded in writing, but which shall not be later than ninety days from
the date of service of summons”. (Emphasis supplied).

While taking the above view, the learned Judges fo the Division
Bench was pleased to hold the word ‘shall’ (used thrice over) in the
provision to mean mandatory. Thus holding, the Division Bench has
overruled the decisions rendered bv the learned Single Judges of the
Hon'ble High Court, which held that the provision was directory and not
mandatory. The Division Bench has also referred to the decision of

From page 2

‘the Supreme Court reported in AIR 2002 S.C. 2931.

However, the decision in AIR 2002 S.C. 2487, in the case of Topline

“Shoes Ltd., v. Corporation Bank, may assume importance.! That case

dealt with the filing of the reply within 45°days as envisaged under
Section 13(2) (a) of the Consumer Protection Act. The Hon’ble Supreme
Court laid down the law in the following manner, at page 2489, Para 8.
“Thus the intention to provide a time fram to file reply, is really meant
to expedite the hearing ' of such matters and to avoid
unnecessary adjournments to linger on the proceedings on the pretext
of filing reply. The provision however, as framed, does not indicate that
it is mandatory in nature. In case the extended time exceeds 15 days,
no penal consequences are prescribed therefor. The period of extension
of time ‘not exceeding 15 days’ does not prescribe any kind of period
of limitation. The provision appears to be directory in nature, which the
consumer forums are ordinarily supposed to apply, in the
proceedings before them. We do not find force in the submissions made
by the Appellant, in person, that in no event, whatsoever, the reply of
the Respondent could be taken on record beyond the period of 45 days.
The provision is more by way of procedure to achieve the object of
speedy disposal of such disputes. It is an expression of 'desirability’
in strong terms. But it falls short of creating of any kind of substantive
right in favor of the complainant by reason of which the Respondent may
be debarred from placing his version in defence in any circumstances
whatsoever. It is so for the Forum or Commissioner to consider all facts
and circumstances along with the provisions of the Act providing time
frame to file reply, as a guideline, and then to exercise its discretion as
best it may serve the ends of justice and achiever the object of speedy
disposal of such cases keeping in mind the principles of natural justice
as well...” Again in Para 11 at page 2491, it is laid down thus “... This
provision envisages that proceedings may not be proonged for a very
long time without the opposite party having filed his reply. No penal
consequences have however been provided in case extension of time
exceeds 15 days. Therefore, it could not be said that any substantive
right accrued in favour of the Appellant or there was any kind of bar of
limitation in filing of the reply within extended time though beyond 45
days in all. The reply is not necessarily to be rejected. All facts and
circumstances of the case must be taken into account...”  to be contd.
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Kolar Diary

OOn 31.7.04 Mr. Kulkarni Rama
Rao, retired as the judge of | Fast
track court, Kolar.

O Mr. Susheela, Principal Civil
Judge (Jr. Dn.), Kolar was
promoted as Civil Judge (Sr. Dn.)
and posted as Additional Judge
Court of small causes (SCCH 13)
with effect from 28.7.04.

Miscellany

O On July 17, 2004 Mr. Aditya
Sondhi, Advocate, opened his
Law Chamber at 101 Landmark,

5/2, Cunningham Crescent Road,

Bangalore-52 Ph : 22250428,

.22354842, Mob : 98450 48999.

Ot is reported that the enquiry
officer Mr. S.R. Venkatesha
Murthy, retired District & Sessions
Judge, Bangalore, by his report
dated 29.5.04 has exonerated Mr.
M. Basavaraju, former Manager,
Advocates Association, Bangalore
in the domestic enquiry caused by
the Association. The Association
had in fact charged the former
manager on four counts.

O Recently Mr. M. Ramakrishna,
Advocate, has been elected the
President of the Bharath Co-
operative Bank Ltd., Bangalore.

Humour in Courts
On being requested by his

.son to address a leave letter to

the class teacher, a criminal
lawyer obliged.

Before the Republic English
School at Bangalore.
Roll No. 19/2004

Between : And :
a Student Class Teacher

The Student submit as
follows :

On account of his ill health
he could not attend the Hon’ble
school yesterday. The student’s
absence before the class was due
to bonafide and unavoidable
reasons. The student prays
dispensation of his personal
appearance yesterday by treating
his absence as leave. The student
undertakes to be present before
the class on all future days
without fail.

The student

Verification

What is stated above is true
to the best of the student's
knowledge, information and belief.

Communique

Legal Precedents

Judges removal
upheld

O On July 9, 2004 the High Court
of Karnataka, upheld the
dismissal of a district judge, Mr.
Muzzamil, whose name was
included in the “Communal
Goonda List” maintained by the
Bhatkal Police Station for alleged
involvement in Bhatkal riots in
1993 from judicial services. Mr.
Muzzamil was recruited into the
judicial service on May 9, 1996 as
a district judge. However the full
court of the Karnataka High
Court, in 1999, had found him
unfit to hold the post after
considering his confidential record
and work performance.

Later Mr. Muzzamil filed a
petition in the HC seeking deletion
of his name from the “Goonda
List” but HC dismissed it. When
the Registrar General wrote to the
government to issue a notification
to discharge Muzzamil from
service, the government
forwarded a representation given
by Union Minister K. Rehman
Khan (then MP) to the then Chief
Minister S.M. Krishna, requesting
the latter to write to HC to review
its decision. But the HC stood by
its earlier decision and the State
Government had dimmissed him
on March 24, 2000.

OOn July 15, 2004, the High
Court of Karnataka upheld the
dismisal of a Civil Judge (Jr. Dn.)
from the service on the charges
of misconduct. The State
Government had dismissed
Madhavanand A Sindur, who was
serving as the Civil Judge &
JMFC of Chincholli in Gulbarga
district, on December 12, 2003.
Mdhavanand had joined the
judicial service as a Munsiff in
1991. He was suspended from
the service on June 29, 1998
after the Kunchavaram Police in
Gulbarga district registered a
case against him for allegedly
raping a woman.

During the inquiry, it was revealed
that he had illicit intimacy with a
woman, who was a litigant before
him and he had passed an order
in her favour. He was dismissed
after it was proved in the inquiry
that he had failed to maintain
absolute integrity and his acts
were unbecoming of a judicial
officer. Mahdavanand had filed a
petition questioning his dismissal
from the service and had alleged
that there was no evidence to
prove charges against him.
Justice -N. Kumar, while

Contributed by Ms. An;ana/, dismissing the petition, observed

Sundar, Advocate.

35 Wedding

We are glad to report that :

On 2.7.2004 Wedding Reception
of Mr. Kiran V. Ron, Advocate, and

Ms. Roopa was held at Bangalore

that the entire judicial system was
brought to disrepute due to the
conduct of the petitioner, who was
holding a responsible post of a
judicial officer. “Such bad
elements should be removed from
the judiciary at the earliest so that
people’s faith in the judiciary was
not hampered”, the HC said.

OILR 2002 KAR 3174

July 2004

" M/s. Hotline Shares and Securities Lid. & Others V/s. Dinesh

Gneshmal Shan

Criminal Procedure Code 1973 - Section 200 - Private Complaint
can be filed by an Advocate for complainant or any person specially
authorised by the complainant even in the absence of the complainant.
But the complaint should have been signed by the complainant.

O ILR 2004 KAR 107

Smt. Muthamma V/s. The Special Dy. Commissioner Bangalore

District.

Karnataka Land Revenue Act, 1964 - Section 95 - Karnataka Land
Revenue Rules 107(A) - Conversion charges - not paid within stipulated
period - whether nullifies order of conversion - held - there is no
automatic cancellation of conversion order by virtue of non-compliance
of terms and conditions - laches in not remitting the conversion charges
within the stipulated time could be compensated by directing her to pay

interest on the amount demanded.

O ILR 2004 Kar 1741 (SC)

Union of India v/s Naveen Jindal and Another Constitution of

India - Article 19(1)(a), 19(2) -

Emblems and Names (Prevention of

improper use) Act, 1950 - Sec. 3 - Prevention of Insults to National
Honour act, 1971, Right to fly National Flag by Indian citizen - whether
a fundamental right - yes, a qualified right being subject to reasonable
restrictions - whether flag code is a law to regulate, exercise of right of

flying the National Flag (No)

- however, the Flag code to the extent it

provides for preserving respect and dignity of National Flag, the same

deserves to be followed.

Literary
Union

On 16.7.2004 a symposium

n “globalisation and its effects”
was held under the auspices of
Bangalore Advocates Literary
Union "at Vakil Bhavan. The
speakers included Mr. C. G.
Krishnaswamy, Director, Gandhi
Research Foundation, Bangalore
and Mr. H. N. Nagamohandas,
Former General Secretary, AAB.
Mr. H. C. Shivaramu, Chairman,
KSBC and Mr. D.L. Jagadeesh,
President AAB, along with Mr. G.
Chandrashekaraiah, President of
the Literary Union were on dias.

Foreign Tour

On 4.7.2004 Mr. V. Gopinath
and Mr. B. L. Nanda Kumar,
Advocates, returned to Bangalore
after two weeks tour of Australia.

State Bar Council

In the election held on
25.7.04 Mr. Mulawadmath
Anilkumar Gurupadayya and Mr.
Patil Channabasayya Rudrayya,
have been elected as Chairman
and Vice-Chairman respectively of
the Karnataka State Bar Council.

==, (Co-operative
£508) :
W&/ Society

On 23.7.2004 Mr. Justice V.
Gopala Gowda, Judge, High
Court of Karnataka inaugurated
Bangalore Advocates Co-op.
Society Lid!s new office at Vakil
Bhavan. Mr. Justice K.L.
Manjunath, Judge, High Court of
Karnataka inaugurated the
Society's Board -Room. Mr. H. C.
Shivaramu, Chairman, KSBC, Mr.
R. N. Narasimha Murthy,
Chairman, Building Committee,
Mr. D. L. Jagadeesh, President
AAB and Mr. G. Chandra-
shekaraiah, President, BALU
were the guests of honour. Mr. N.
Jaiprakash Rao, President of the
Society, presided over the
function.

Lahari .
Foundation

During the month of July
2004 the Foundation provided
medical assistance of a sum of
Rs. 1000 to Mr. N. D. Surya-
narayana, Advocate.
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