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Justice Jain gifts circuit benches

As a parting shot Mr. Justice N.K.Jain ordered for issuance of a
special gazette notification constituting two circuit benches of the
Karnaiaka High Court at Dharwad and Gulbarga. On the last day of
demitting his office ie., October 19 Justice Jain took this momentous
decision after the Governor T.N. Chaturvedi, gave his consent for the
constitution of circuit benches in the early part of the day. However, the
date of sitting of the circuit benches was made subject to getting,
satisfactory report from a committee of judges which has been
constituted to consider the availability of suitable accomadation and
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Justice S.R.
Nayak Acting C.1.

Following the retirement of
the Chief Justice Mr. N.K. Jain,
the President of India issued an
order appointing Mr. Justice S.R.
Nayak as the acting Chief Justice
of Karnataka High Court with
effect from October 20.

The President also appointed
Mr. H.N. Nagamohan Das and Mr.
B.S. Patil as the Judges of the
High Court of Karnataka. On
21.10.2004 Mr. Nagamohan Das
and Mr. B.S. Patil were sworn in.

Justice Sodhi
appointed CJ

Mr. Justice N.K. Sodhi, has
been appointed as the new Chief
Justice of the High Court of
Karnataka. Justice Sodhi
succeeds Mr. Justice N.K. Jain,
who recently retired. Prior to this
appointment Mr. Sodhi was
working as the Chief Justice of
the Kerala High Court. It is learnt
that Justice Sodhi has a short
service before his retirement.

Senior Advocate

By a notification dtd.
12.10.2004 the High Court of
Karnataka designated Mr.
Rajashekhar B. Guttal, Advocate,
as Senior Advocate.
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the infrastructure.

The decision of Justice Jain,
was received with a sigh of relief
by the State government and
amongst the Jubiliations of the
members of various Bar
associations in North Karanataka,
while distributing sweets Mr. B.D.
Hiremath, President of Hubli-
Dharwad Bar Association said
that this is a first step in the right
direction towards establishment of
a high court bench in north
Karnataka and a victory to the
long drawn agitations carried on
by the various Bar Associations in
the region. Almost all political
parties in the state welcomed the

decision of the C.J. While
profusely thanking Mr. Justice Jain
for this decision the Chief Minister
of Karnataka Mr. Dharam Singh
expressed the hope that the
Advocates of the region would
resume their practice and help
judiciary to clear the backlog.

However, a discardent note
was struck by the Bellary Bar
Association and Koppal Bar
Association which threatened
direct action if their districts are
included within the administrative
jurisdiction of Gulbarga circuit
bench.

No Farewell to CJ

In a unanimous resolution
adopted on October 11, 2004 the
Bangalore Advocates Association
decided not to host a farewell
function to outgoing CJ Mr.
Justice N.K. Jain due to retire on
October 19. The resolution was
passed by a special general body
meeting of the Association held at
the High Court premises. This is
the second occassion when the
Association decided not to host
farewell function to the outgoing
CJ, the first instance being that of
Justice K. Bheemaiah.

With a view to pre-empt such
decision Mr. Justice Jain, had
written a letter to the Association
President Mr. D.L. Jagadeesh,
expressing his "unwillingness to
attend any farewell party by the
Association”. In his letter Justice
Jain mentioned that "It is
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unfortunate to have such
discussions. Under the circum-
stances, to avoid an embarass-
ment to the members of the
Association and to maintain unity
among them | myself decline to
attend the farewell. However, | am
thankful to the members of the
Bar for co-operation extended to
me during my three years of
tenure as Chief Justice in
discharging my functions”. While
rejecting the Chief Justice's letter
the special general body meeting
of the Association passed the
unanimous resolution not to give
farewell to the outgoing C J
belaying his expectation that there
will be any disunity among the
members of the Association and
or the members may be
embarassed to take part in
discussion.
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Constitutional Law

O Article 226 of the
Constitution of India -whether a
writ lies against BCCI?

A division bench of Delhi
High Court comprising Mr. Justice
B.C. Patel and Mr. Justice B.D.
Ahmed admitted a public interest
writ petition filed by Delhi High
Court lawyer Rahul Mehra
seeking a CBI enquiry into the
alleged misuse of funds by Board
of Cricket control in India. By its
order dated 4-10-04 with regard
to maintainablity of PIL the bench
said it would hear the contention
on merit, but ruled that BCCl, “like
everyone else, is amenable to writ
jurisdiction. However, not every
action of BCCI would be subject
to scrutiny of judicial review." The
court observed that only those

actions which fall within the ambit

of public law would call for any
direction, order or writ under
Article 226 of the Constitution.”
Elaborating this point the court
observed that BCCI| would
continue to be a private and
independent body for functions
like signing contracts and framing
rules and guide lines. The court
also observed that the BCCI was
a self regulated body and
continue to be so with the only
difference was that BCCI
discharge public duties and
public functions as distinct from
private duties and functions. “ This
ipso facto does not translate into
government intervention in the
internal affairs of BCCI" the bench
added.

Matrimonial Law

O Sec. 13 (1) (i-a) and (i-b) of
the Hindu Marriage Act, 1955 -
Proof of contentions is on the
petitioner;

By its judgment dated 6-10-
04 a bench of the Supreme Court
comprising Mr. Justice S.N.
Variava and Mr. Justice H.K.
Sema while dismissing a petition
filed by one Shyam Sunder Kohli,
said only in extreme circum
stances the court should grant
divorce and that the ground of
breakdown of marriage irretriev-

ably should not be taken lightly as
(see page 3)

P UB LI ATIo IR



Page 2

Communique

October 2004

T 7« 7y s s R R R TP T YT R Y R R VOO OR B 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 B O 0 O O B B &0 0 0 B Q0 B RO B QB B QB OB .} B |

Does Satyapal's case require
reconsideration?

Bar's role in securing quality judgments

from page 1 of Special Issue

It has often been pointed out that the interpretation process of the
law is likened to what a potter does with a mass of clay- it can be turned
into 2 mundane unimaginative pot or into a work of art. Therein lies the
difference between the expert and the novice. To me, every case has
presented a challenge and | would like my friends at the Bar to look
upon their work from this angle. It is not an insipid collection of facts but
most of the time there is scope for breaking new ground.

We in the profession are precedent oriented which is the chief
cramming factor for legal innovation. For too long have we been taught
to look backwards. It is undoubtedly useful to gain from the richness of
the best brains that have preceded us but my principal objection to this
unsatisfactory formula is that it cramps and dampens originality and the
thinking process. Times have changed and there are new expectations
from the laws and the courts and it is here that with the combined effort,
talents and special skills of the bench and the bar that we have to make
the law a meaningful, contemporary and living reality.

Through the fourteen years that | fruitfully spent with the Judiciary,
| have been fortunate to receive excellent assistance at the most crucial
and difficult times from the wealth of talent that abounds at the Bar.
Undoubtedly, there are time-pressures particularly on the better Lawyers
but | still feel that if they take up the challenge, that this Country can
continue to lead global legal thought as it has been doing for, sometime
on the international scene. A special request to my young friends at the
Bar-there are no short-cuts to genuine professional expertise, please do
not be allergic to the word RESEARCH and to academic industry
because these are the only true tools to genuine professional
proficiency. There is a serious charge that standards are falling in the
profession- there is much substance in this caution signal- it is for the
profession to reverse this. This can only happen if we are deeply
conscious of QUALITY and if we take genuine pride in our work. At the
end of the day this is all that really matters and endures.

Justice Michael F. Saldanha

Symbolism of Lawyers Attire

from page 1 Special Issue

justice and the advocate is the priest. Thus, the advocate is given the
status of a clergyman. Accordingly, the clergyman’s dress code is
adopted. This is one of the methods to reach the realm of God and
plead for justice. Thus, the black broad coat, striped trousers and
butterfly collars of the shirt and over this the gown, is considered the
“sacred robe of the profession®.

The robe also signifies 'dignity and class'. It has always been worn
either by certain elite classes or on occasions of particular solemnity.
Originally, robes were given by popes and kings only to members of
their family or to their high officers to confer a sense of honour and
dignity to the wearer. The colour black signifies mourning. It signifies
empathy for the client as also that whatever the advocate does by way
of duty must be done in the name of god.

The two strips of the band tied around the neck are a constant
reminder to the lawyer of his ‘responsibilities' and 'duties’. The colour
white reminds him to his commitment to 'honesty', 'integrity' and
‘character. Though now not mandatory, earlier, the robe had a ‘pouch’
at the back. This is to signify that the lawyer has no “inherent" right to
demand a fee for his services. That, he must accept whatever is given
to him voluntarily by the client, according to his means and pleasure.
The judge too has a similar dress code to remind him of the "divinity"
of his office as the designated "Agent of God".

The profession of law is indispensable to civilized society as
reflected in its evolution and is probably the only profession that boasts
of such a symbolic attire. Accordingly, it must receive due respect both
by the wearer as also the general citizenry, For, "Just as good morals,
if they are to be maintained, have need of the laws, so the laws, if.they
are to be observed, have-need of good morals.” (Niccolo Machiavelli).

P. Anu Chengappa

From last issue

Para 27. Such discretion is
usually given on matters of
procedure or punishment or costs
of administration rather than with
reference to substantive rights.
The matters that should regulate
the exercise of discretion have
been stated by eminent judges in
somewhat different forms of words
but with substantial identity. When
a statue gives a judge a
discretion, what is meant is a
judicial discretion, regulated
according to the known rules of
law, and not the mere whim or
caprice of the person to whom it
is given on the assumption that he
is discreet (Per Willes J in Lee v.
Budge Railways Co., (1869 LR | P
& M 644)." (Emphasis supplied).

The ratio decidendi in
Umadevi's case supra is more or
less reflected in Purushotham and
Narayanaswamy's cases.

16. 'Discretion' has been
stated thus in Ramji Dayawala &
Sons (P) Ltd v. Invest Import,
reported in AIR 1981 S.C. 2085 ".
'‘Discretion' when applied to a
court of justice, means sound
discretion guided by law. It must
be governed by rule, not by
humor; it must not be arbitrary,
vague, and fanciful, but legal and
regular.”

17. It would be useful to refer
to two decisions of the Supreme
Court, on the aspect of the role of
court, while considering
procedural laws. The first one is
reported in A.L.LR. 1969 S.C. 1267,
in the case of Manoharlal v.
N.B.M. Supply, Gurgaon, it is ruled
that “. Rules of Procedure are
intended to be a handmaid to the
administration of Justice...” and the
other one is reported in A.LLR.
1978 S.C. 484, inithe case of
Ganesh Trading Co. V. Moji Ram,
in which it is laid down that “..
Procedural law is intended to
facilitate and not to obstruct the
course of substantive justice...”
(emphasis supplied).

18. 'Discretion’ has been
stated thus in Ramji Dayawala &
Sons(P) Ltd v. Invest Import,
reported in AIR 1981 S.C. 2085;
" ..'Discretion' when applied to a
‘court of justice, means sound
discretion guided by law. It must
be governed by rule, not by
'humour; it must not be arbitrary,
vague, and fanciful, but legal and
regular.”

19. The Supreme Court of
India, speaking through Justice
V.R. Krishna lyer, in A.l.LR. 1981
S.C. 485, in the case of Suraj

- R. Vijayakumar, Advocate

Prakash V. Raj Rani, while
referring to what Justice Cardozo
said "The Judge, even when he is
free is still not wholly free. He is
not to innovate at pleasure. He is
not a Knight-errant roaming at will
in pursuit of his own idea of
beauty or goodness. He is to draw
his inspiration from consecrated
principles. He is not to yield to
spasmodic sentiment to wake and
unregulated benevolence. He is to
exercise a (Discretion) disciplined
by system and subordinated to
the primordial necessity of order
in the Social life. Wide enough in
all conscience is the field of
discretion that remains immortal®,
held in Para 6 thus: "...The court
aitist be guided by the rule of
justice as expressed by the Privy
Council in A.lLR. 1922 P.C.249,
that all rules of court are nothing
but provisions intended to secure
the proper administration of
justice and it is therefore,
essential that they should be
made to serve and be sub-
ordinate to that purpose..."
(emphasis supplied).

20. Significantly, the Hon ble
Supreme Court of India, in the
case of Ramesh Chand
Ardawatiya Vs Anil Panjwani,
reported in [.L.R.2003 Kar Page
3285 (S.C), while dealing with
Order 8 Rules 6A, 8 and 10 CPC
laid down the law @ Para 26 at
page 3304 thus:

"26. ..... The Court has a.
discretion to permit a writien
statement being filed belatedly
and, therefore, has a discretion
also to permit a written statement
containing a plea in the nature of
set off or counter claim being filed
belatedly but needless to say
such discretion shall be exercised
in a reasonable manner keeping
in view all the facts and
circumstances of the case
including the conduct of the
defendant, and the fact whether a
belated leave would cause
prejudice to the plaintiff or take
away a vested right which has
accrued to the plaintiff by lapse of
time." ,

21. However, it should be
noticed that the Hon"ble Supreme
Court dealt with the above matter
leaving aside the amended
provisions, as is clear from Para
24 of its judgment, which
expressly states that the
provisions are considered without
reference to the amended
provisions of the CPC effected in
2002. (to be contd...)
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from page 1

the basis for granting divorce. The
apex court held that eventhough
Sushma (the wife) had contended
at all stages that she is ready to
join the husband the latter refused
to take her back.

On facts, Kohli filed a divorce
petition against Sushma in 1991,
their marriage had taken place in
1981. The trial court dismissed
the petition on the ground that
Kohli had failed to prove cruelty or
desertion. Singl Judge of the Delhi
High Court, however, granted
divorce on the ground of
desertion. A division bench of the
same court reversed the judgment
of the single judge. Then Kohli
moved the Supreme Court by
filing SLP.

Consumer Law

O Claim against medical
negligence-Hospital arraigned
as respondent without
impleading the doctor who
treated the patient, cannot be a
ground for dismissal of the
claim;

In a judgment delivered in
the second week of October 2004
a bench of the Supreme Court
comprising Mr. Justice B.N.
Agrawal and Mr. Justice A.K.
Mathur held that not impleading
of a doctor who treated the
patient is not fatal to the case of
the complainant and therefore the
National Consumer Dispute Re
addressel Commission could not
have dismissed the claim of the
appellant. After allowing the
appeal filed by Savitha Garg the
Supreme Court remanded the
case back to the commission to
dispose of the case in accordance
with law.

One AK. Garg, an electrical
engineer with Rishikesh based
IDPL was drawing a monthly
salary of Rs. 8000/- in 1994 when
he was admitted to the National
Heart Institute for treatment.
According to the appellant
because of the negligence on the
part of the Doctor, A.K. Garg, died
on August 9, 1994. He was
survived by the appellant, mother,
two sons, a daughter and a
brother. Wife Savitha, filed a
petition before the commission
claiming damages of Rs. 45 lakhs
from National Heart Institute. The
commission dismissed the petition
as not maintainable since treating
doctor had not been impleaded as

a party.

The Supreme Court held that
“we are of the opinion that the
summary dismissal of the original
petition by the commission on the
question of non joinder of the
necessary party was not proper.”

Communique

The Bangalore Principles
of Judicial Conduct

The court observed that in case a
complaint fails to substantiate the
allegations, the complaint will fail,
but not on the ground of the non
joinder of necessary party. The
court also observed that “once an
allegation is made that a patient
was admitted in a particular
hospital and evidence is produced
to satisfy that he died because of
the lack of proper care and
negligence, that the burden lies
on the hospital to justify that there
was no negligence on the part of
the treating doctor on the
hospital” Justifying the burden on
the hospital the court said that an
hospital is always in a better
position to prove that proper care
was taken and medicine
administered.

New Juvenile Act

A new Juvenile Act has
come into effect. According to it, if
any person keeps a child, who is
not related to him at his home,
amounts to crime. The Act aims to
effectively tackle increasing cases
of child labour and child abuse in
the city.

Announcing this at a press
meet in Bangalore on 4th
October, the members of Child
Welfare Committee (CWC) said,
accordin g to the Orphanages
and Charitable Institutions Act,
any person or organisation
intending to keep a child/children

"have to now register with the

women and Child Deveopment
Department and get a license
from the CWC. The other

provisions of the Act are : those

below 18 are considered as
children and it will also involve
NGOs to restore rights of children.
CWCs constituted by the
government, has its branches in
27 districts of Karnataka.

Prisons Newsletter

On 18.10.2004 Ms. Tejeswini
Ramesh, Member of Parliament,
released Karnataka Prisons
Newsletter at Central Prison
Bangalore. Speaking at the
function Ms. Ramesh said that the
prison authorities should adopt
new methods for reforming
prisoners so that they could rejoin
society as good individuals. Jail
should not be a place for
punishment but a place for
correction, she said. Doctors of
various hospitals conducted a
health checkup camp.

Obituary

We report, with regret, that :

On 6.10.2004 HaN:
Ramachandra, an Advocate from
Bangalore, died in his native
village near Sringeri
(Chikkamagalore District)

from last issue

1. At its first meeting held in
Vienna in April 2000 on the
inviation of the United Nations
Centre for International Crime
Prevention, and in conjuction with
the 10th United Nations Congress
on the Prevention of Crime and
the Treatment of Offenders, the
Judicial Group on Strengthening
Judicial Integrity (comprising Chief
Justice Latifur Rahman of
Bangladesh, Chief Justice Y.
Bhaskr Rao of Karnataka) State
in India, Justice Govind Bahadur
Shrestha of Nepal, Chief Justice
M.L.Uwais of Nigeria, Deputy
President Plus Langa of the
Constitutional Court of South
Africa, Chief Justice F.L.Nyalali of
Tanzania, and Justice B.J.Odoki
of Uganda, meeting under the
chairmanship of Judge
Christopher Weeramantry. Vice-
President of the International
Court of Justice, with Justice
Michael Kirby of the High Court of
Justice, with Justice Michel Kirby
of the High Court of Australia as
Rapporteur, and with the
participation of Dato Param
Cumaraswamy, UN Special
Rapporteur on the Independence
of Judges and Lawyers)
recognized the need for a code
against which the conduct of
judicial officers may be measured.
Accordingly, the Judicial Group
requested that codes of judicial
conduct which had been adopted
in some jurisdictions be analyzed,
and a report be prepared by the
Co-ordinator of the Judicial
integrity Programme, Dr Nihal
Jayawickrama, concerning.

(a) the core considerations which
recur in such codes; and

(b) the optional or additional
considerations which occur in
some, but not all, such codes
and which may or may not
be suitable for adoption in
particular countries.

2. In preparing a draft code
of judicial conduct in accordance
with the directions set out above,
reference was made to several
existing codes and international
instruments  including, in
particular, the following:

(a) The Code of Judicial Conduct
adopted by the House of
Delegates of the American
Bar Association, August
1972.

. Page 3

(b) Declaration of Principies of
Judicial Independence issued
by the Chief Justices of the
Australian States and
Territories, April 1997.

(c) Code of Conduct for the
Judges of the Supreme Court
of Bangladesh, prescribed by
the Supreme Judicial
Councial in the exercise of
power under Article 96(4)(a)
of the Constitution of the
People’s Republic of
Bangladesh, May 2000.

(d) Ethical Principles for Judges,

. drafted with the cooperation

- of the Canadian Judges

Conference and endorsed by

the Canadian Judicial
Councial, 1998.

(e) The European Charter on the
Statute for judges, Councial
of Europe, July 1998.

3. At its second meeting held
in Bangalore in February 2001,
the Judicial Group (comprising
Chief Justice Mainur Reza
Chowdhury of Bangladesh,
Justice Claire UHeureux Dube of
Canada. Chief Justice P.V.Reddi
of Karnataka State in India, Chief
Justice Keshav Prasad Upadhyay
of Nepal, Chief Justice M.L.Uwais
of Nigeria, Deputy Chief Justice
Pius Langa of South Africa, Chief
Justice S.N.Silva of Sri Lanka,
Chief Justice B.A. Samatta of
Tanzania, and Chief Justice
B.J.Odoki of Uganda, meeting
under the chaimanship of Judge
Weeramantry, with Justice Kirby
as Rapporteur, and with the
participation of the UN Special
Rapporteur and  Justice
P.N.Bhagwati, Chairman of the
UN Human Rights Committee,
representing the UN High
Commissioner for Human Rights)
proceeding by way of examination
of the draft placed before it,
identified the core values,
formulated the relevant principles,
and agreeed on the Bangalore
Draft Code of Judicial Conduct.
The Judicial Group recognized,
however, that since the Bangalore
Draft had been developed by
judges drawn principally from
common law countries, it was
essential that it"be scrutinized by
judges of other legal traditions to
enable it to assume the status of
a duly authenticated international
code of judicial conduct. (to be contd.)
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News Focus

O On 2-10-04 a symposium
on powers of high court-re
conduct of Advocates was
organised by Adhivakta Parishad
at Bangalore. The speakers
included Mr. C.B. Srinivasan,
Advocate, Dr. V. Nagaraj, Addl.
Porfessor, NLSIU and Mr. H.C.
Shivaramu, Advocate and Former
Chairman, Bar council of
Karnataka. This symposium was
presided over by Mr. A.G.Holla,
Senior Advocate. Mr. Justice
Parvat Rao, a retired judge of the
High court of AP and working
president of Akhil Bharatiya
Adhivakta Parishad was present.

O On 4-10-04 Mr. Justice
V.S. Malimath, former Chief
Justice of Kerala High Court
inaugurated a seminar on
“‘transparency and accountability
in administration of judiciary” at
Bangalore. The seminar was
organised by AAB in the High
Court unit. The speakers included
Mr. M.C. Nanaiah, former
Karnataka Law Minister and Mr.
Arakere Jayaram, President of
Bangalore Press Club. The
seminar was presided over by Mr.
D.L. Jagadeesh, President
AAB.Participating in the seminar
Justice Malimath said there is an
immediate need to evolve a
transparent mechanism for

selecting or elevating judges to .

the High Courts and Supreme
Court. Transparency is a key
factor in the appointment of
judges as suffient care should be
taken at this stage to see that
only “the persons with high level
of integrity and competence gets
elavated to the post”

Kolar Diary

On 16-10-2004 Mr. K.H.
Muniyappa, Union Minister,
inaugurated the Advocates
Samudaya Bhavan at Kolar. Sri
Mahipal Desai, Principal District
and sessions Judge, Kolar,
Alangur Srinivas, MLA, Mulbagal,
Mr. Krishna Byre Gowda, MLA,
Vemagur were guests of honour.
Judicial officers of Kolar,
Advocates and large public
attended the inaugural ceremony.
Mr. K. Srinivasa Gowda,
Agricultural Minister, Govt. of
Karnataka, presided over the
function.

Bar Association of India

Eminent Justice and Rajya
Sabha member Mr. Fali S.
Nariman had been elected as the
President of prestigious Bar
Association of India (BAI). Mr. Lalit
Bhasin has been elected to the
post of General Secretary.

Miscellany

During October 2004 Mr.
Justice M. Ramajois, resigned as
the Governor of Bihar.

Monument court

The court

5 complex in
Madhugiri

in Tumkur had

* celebrated its centenary in 2002.

It was built in the 19th century
The numerous documents
concerning the administration of
the region and verdict in several
cases found in the court offers an
insight into British administrative
and justice system. The court
complex is one of the oldest
buildings in Madhugiri and
certainly it deserves the status of
a monument.

Caution Mobile Users

October 14, 2004 was a bad
day for Mr. R. Prasad a realtor
from Jayanagar. Mr. Justice V.
Gopala Gowda, who was
conducting proceedings in court
hall No. 8 of the Karnataka High
Court ordered for seizure of the
mobile phone belonging to Mr.
R. Prasad after having noticed
that the latter was continuously
using the mobile phone in front of
the court hall and disturbing the
proceedings despite public notices
displayed in front of court halls.
Mr. Justice Gopala Gowda also
ordered that the Registrar
(Judicial) to initiate actions
against Mr. R. Prasad under
sec.345 of the code of criminal
procedure, which deals with
offences punishable under sec.
175, 178, 179, 180 or 228 IPC.

Campus Watch

On 14-10-04 5th mini
convocaiion of Bangalore Institute
of Legal Studies (BILS)was held
at the college premises. Dr. A.

Jayagovind, Director, National

Law School of India University
(NLSIU) was the chief guest. The
convocation was presided over by
Dr. N.S. Sundara Rajan, President
BHS Higher Education Society,
Bangalore. Prof. B.V. Narayana
Rao, Secretary, BHS Higher
Education Society was the guest
of honour at the convocation.

Foreign Tours

O On 24-10-04 Mr. M.
Ramakrishna, Advocate, left
Bangalore for ten days tour of
Australia.

O During October 2004 Mr.
K.P. Kumar, Mr. N.K. Srinivasa
murthy and Mr. Nanjunda Reddy,
Advocates, left Bangalore for
three weeks tour of Greece,

Spain, Portugal and Switzerland.

Wedding

We are glad to report that :
On 31-10-2004 Mr. S.V.
Srinivas, Advocate, married Mr.
Reshma S. Narayan, at
Bangalore. S.V. Srinivas is the son
of Mr.S.K.V.Chalapathy, Advocate.

The Essence of Professionalism

From page 2 of special issue

the recent past, there is a misconception and misunderstanding in the
society about the role of an advocate and the nobleness of the
profession. This has been so not only in India, but in a few other
countries where there has been no proper understanding of the legal
profession. ' ;

9. It is true, of course, that the legal profession has a long tradition
of representing unpopular clients and causes, often at considerable
personal and * professional sacrifice. The reality is that, if lawyers can
expect to be held accountable for the clients they represent, many
simply will avoid controversial representations. In recognition of this truth,
the American Bar Associaton's Model Rules of Professional Conduct,
1908 (ABA) provide that:- 1. Lawyers have some basic obligation to
undertake the representation of unpopular clients; and 2. a lawyer does
not endorse a client's conduct, character, or views by taking the client's
case. Although the rules of professional responsibility vary from State
to State, they are in general agreement on these points.

10. The Canons ofABA Model Rules.of Professional Conduct,
1908 exhorts:- The Advocate is under an obligation to act in the best
interests of his client. The advice must be given based upon what the
lawyer believes to be in the best interests of the client and cannot be
driven by the lawyer's concern for the interests of some other entity,
ideology, or cause, however exalted-including the lawyer's own political
or moral views. Although a reference here is made to the A.B.A Model
Rules of Professional Conduct, 1908, the same is followed in principle
in all countries having the "Rule of Law".

Il. Canon 5 of the ABA Model Rules of Professional Conduct
states:- It is the right of the lawyer to undertake the defence of a person
accused of crime, regardless of his personal opinion as to the guilt of
the accused; otherwise innocent persons, victims only of suspicious
circumstances, might be denied proper defence. Having undertaken
such defence, the lawyer is bound by all fair and honourable means to
present every defence that the law of the land permits, to the end that
no person may be deprived of life or liberty, but by due process of law.

12. The assumption that a lawyer personally agrees with every
argument he or she makes is simply at odds with the realities of legal
practice. Invariably, there will be some argruments that, as a professional
matter, the lawyer considers strong and others that, were the lawyer
sitting as a judge, he or she would likely reject as weak. In all cases,
a lawyer is required to make every non-frivolous argument available on
a client's behalf, regardless of his or her own feelings about what the
right' answer should be. Infact, Canon 15 of the ABA Model Rules

.states:- No fear of judicial disfavour or public unpopularity should restrain

a lawyer from the full discharge of his duty....The lawyer owes entire
devotion to the interest of the client, warm zeal in the maintenance and
defence of his rights and the exertion of his utmost learning and ability.
The relationship between an advocate and his client is of trust and
therefore sacred.

These Rules are in large part, adopted to ensure that every litigant
can, as a matter of due process obtain legal counsel. The Rules have
been adopted in principle to ensure that the Justice Delivery System is
in line and tune with the “Rule of Law".

13. An advocate who is an officer of the Court, assists the Court
in rendering justice. Judges neither have the time nor the resources to
identify, research and analyze all of the legal issues presented by a
case. Ultimately, judges must rely on the lawyers to present the facts
and law of each case to them for decision, elucidating the relevant
decisional principles. The validity of this reliance is itself premised on the
assumption that each of the lawyers involved will vigorously advocate
the client's position, regardless of their own personal feelings about the
correct outcome. A rule that permitted lawyers to be held accountable
for the clients they represent, or the arguments they make, would fatally
undermine this system.

14. Holding a lawyer accountable for his or her clients, and the
arguments made on the client's behalf, effectively denies the neutrality
of the legal profession - the very essence of professionalism - and it
denies the neutrality of the law itself.

15. As such, the 'Rule of Law' has permitted lawyers to carry on
their profession without ultimately being blamed or punished for the
clients they have represented. This "immunity” is, in fact, essential to the
operation of a neutral legal system, which assumes that there are two
sides to any question, presupposes that all parties ought to receive a
fair hearing of their case, and depends upon lawyers to articulate the
relevant legal principles so that disinterested judges can fairly resolve
the issues presented.

Undoubtedly, the legal profession is called the noble profession and
a lawyer has a multi-disciplinary role to play as a minister of justice, an
officer of the Courts, a client's advocate and member of an ancient,

honourable and learned profession. S. Vivekananda

Published by : Lahari Advocates Forum, No. 2980, "Laxmideep”, 17th Cross, K. R. Road, BSK I Stage, Bangalore-560 070 and Printed at : Parimala Mudranalaya,

# 149/29, 10th Main Road, Srinagar, Bangalore-560 050. Phone : 26525516. Editor : K. Suryanarayana Rao, Associate Editor : K. Suresh Babu.



oy B

FoRRAMN TYOD BRI/

SBREN, Ty BRHESH uac%;‘)aea 3O NI
Neéamd 85 290 BRFYTIE aﬁdmaocﬁo zad@ﬁ

a’d aesb T, RRETINLOT. 93T DOV
mri.ra aa'bcm'asa BIREETES T CNTREFNFRT
Q3R ﬁad:arﬁm)ojﬁ & a% T, WREITS
neomede R0 T035° SmgﬁMQdfaﬁeﬁﬁ@od
TN STHOWSTNT Terie g 3N 3, IJD
oo ovpIa] z:)mdﬁ ams'amcdmﬁmd NF,IR,
cmc:i:e TRAT T, BIR HT? e;adﬁJa om
23 TR L.

2R0° FRPYSTSY, ‘TYUWTRON IR,

ROWORT Ty03PREBOTY =T wen 3R, 3 TTT
8,300 IRTFR0BY BREMWDPTTY 20V
QOB T2 B3 FOROG 12 TyHEDREBTIY
nooda & Ty BRHe3T faozaoasm &ade
T oﬂ:ao@rieé@ FEeOTIRLNTOOT BoFSIT
ﬁeﬁoﬁe.?a“n 3richdeg,tesnomd ad?ws BRTBA
B,

25 B BTDOT ToOPT RO TJOIR
0TS ee BOOWSY. VBT B IBFEBT 20
SR 2,05 SonH FSENBEe B0 TRLEFET
2685y BTTIY, By, BFREET SMETE

SREB. T BE0 JBEeTTE, oW AR,

TgeoDd, B SMEDHP ITT, BTN LG oo
SR 1000 IFeODD Ua%wéﬁ%?ﬁ =3, zadcfo 5
DMETBOD W, ﬁodoz&oa‘é @RI QO
2@3?;003.-01363

TO3ITR B e, BRAZETY, LOTLRET
BBRWITER0T 20026@ DIMFIBBRT 08T
Qﬁﬁdb 203 ©Eez FRONRTR) STOATTT. TYow
Swparnyoh ©HTe0 aaofqé.raomﬁaodcm
T, BRHAT TBRHEFT VT, BRETIE
S@ERTBLe WohmT. FE0 awomcﬁ‘se‘ﬁ 19
T GeesTd, Ta035° @aﬁd B eBITOB e:scﬁe;é%
NOZJO&NTS 30R TREINDY, F0TD B, 3003
3 IBBATNR T3 SHR3e W ﬁoaoimjd:

TBRF, VAT, ST gt Exfebalelalla)
30RO e:)mdsa e caojsﬁ' R0 [P
méemawda & 321 RTF T AT T Mda
2000, 30 LT Ty oﬂm&eaﬂoad =DOTO® ACNT
NP aafo:S:f c:néeﬁ B2 0n SReLeRs 20
[REZT. *AWdoT B “—;aéom&;esm 300 =3
%ed TROT 20T, Z3e3uI IBATD.

QRBR,0T T, ifo‘ead@ T3y WRHEITS =Y,
ﬁoﬁarm wOSJ@ DTS “QSU mﬁo:ba@ojarfe;
pATy{ento riabeﬂ 2R3 Q0RR Ta03T e
dda QWY BT, DAT T BRHe3T w1} D20
oﬂaafo ﬁﬁadd) oA o&maﬁ% 3=, ée—*’rit’éa‘a
wazsojaad:as T3 o:baawd waaocf NTVTE
ﬁ.rae:wﬁadmddom B,&0000 3eATTIY JONEH
w1 y0e DISTHE 0T 3edFoR ©TON
B3,

5 &8 e

He Z0 T XoRZT, WRX : RO

‘RECOT A’ ;

3 C3RdeOT 28R, BITT ‘ ©TO FeOT
FeoP 8. 300 ‘TICOT DN'TTY, IBE BATOT
& SO Fe&oT T JFNIR BRI
BT MOITRED SHeNES :

B3,: T$eeT DTUCHDI Ber ARPFA
2Ry e0?

BT : TR0 ON FEIF Ve, FERET 2EBIT
SBACHA e:eori mbgsmﬁm 20T, L3,AT0R

B,8083 SRPTe BT F¥eOT =93,
Do, B, BeRTTN WA, Iy WT T
3«:35&053 ﬁaet? ADRWIZ), 5@@d%€ e:eors’

-aas:as RIRAD ~aa$ m BYIZ 03 é.raeaﬁfa%

=&, asai% TP ‘aec%:aj@ BY BTN B— T
3eTRIRY LOBIRENRITY, T WBRODT wIN
BATR BRETIBEIT [ILOT T, ITPET,

SRERODE. T,B0F, | BRCTILE LRI

DBREoSRHE, ,B03y [0SV TSI SBID
2PTIB BRI, CBATSOR Jsewde.

o ode, ToRTAONDOT S[I0BT T[N
SPeodsng g, 3R wHNY TOveOTP, 2323€F,
TR, T 2630, AWET SRS FoRRTI—I0HT
r{qm: Ty BRoNE .01 B TOR REeTR. B3

B 033 o:b@ BREDAWSFT ﬁaaom:) RFeOTR AD
Sabéﬁaoja?m wn 3, V0T RRaeY LT,
SREBE 2,00 OTHRTTR 3, 4S— nens zari\oﬁwa

s8R0 SRREAYLHT VN8I, L030DE IY,

S oDTITH I, OF YR BL0ABRRTN, FEN
PITADIER INAIRRHTE, Y ‘WY [
CDTTR BeIORBRWTFT ARE,

B3, : WO0T THe® ATV DT, STBRO
menvZade?

BT : DoBT, WHSRMITT TOASEDY,
TsEOTR I, T0NF SOFNTRY TRLATRHRTE,

Q@) ABTOBRMZH. 3,800 wrl, ST,
2R9 3¢50 WORT DR LIRS FHenR T
B3, F 200 B A ETRTRRLRTROT DRODED
‘Z3ee0 O ABTOCRNZR. ARRREE TeL
?.'Séﬁ maﬂ 3 ATH=03 TSRV T Wb&&ﬁ ‘=Ee@0
fba':’ TR0D a@céaécﬂ 3 BFCHE FTN,[RTO T,
.

B,3: @. 300e S» LLIdRen BRTLILO?

03P : DOy 20 Comde 0BT HBRWY,
2300, ABTO, BRFF LINTIGTY IAD) 2RENAY
3R0BmT. BNT B3 WRIBVLTETY [T
wRyIe 38,38 2TBTAATO ITRBTE To02
noai =3 ﬁoiw'é‘.raeézieéa @rdonese gna ‘acj
esd.:aeri I[pras wﬁ@ﬁ Be8T INF BN a&wd
8,83 c.aﬁES gy ZRTPR0TNGO Q0T Ve,
33090,

o J -~ R i —~

o-ug, o302

2,003 :smemeas

T3 : ‘Tee” DT’ RS, B TR 23230503
odRes rudade?

V3BT : B3 BRE T WONLRON ALNITRTOZ
FODFZR) DJE BATIEI. B3 2R e [T porsd
NONH%"& aoaﬂ-&&:cﬁed = @?30:‘0@ 5336903)33
3335 23000 aead:as OO Rsee8 BoES), RT3
aéwd zoRSn =%, aaﬁcia m%eosa 283’ TY,
TeOT HTWITHODY, BLWORE, ﬁvéoﬁﬁaae&d
TNOVTIT RWSHo W0BY [OBI,T ‘m%eo:b
TREHRY R B0PT TR B, OBO, T, 3,
ROANLRY, BONROTH e R0R0INT LRT® ﬁ:g,ess
ﬂ.raﬁmd ﬁsdab ‘3Eees DT Homd FReAATT
T 305 modmbom:a‘_nd BTV TR,
ROSZDOT T RPR e,

TP : AR, T,oNZE, 1) 3 2505RT B340
sehd‘?

e3P : 0B, B30 BRVET. 3P F0F-

AN SwFFn I3, edeeRaE. A 2,00
wmreeri w#o:o FORT, eﬁd.raeﬂ 30T BFPees
BRTST oﬁa@rﬁmdﬁa? Udd ‘[EeT BT’
DT BREEB 20T BRI BeFOL,

B3, : TsewT BT 0N LEWORIRT
bommas R omewdne Wi, 33 FpIFTOD
mode?

BT : T R 0FLIBTITRTE ABVTONT
TOFTED -aci 20BD T3NS I, CrRrind
B30 aﬁ‘zs:) ammboﬂaa’a BHTHT 8,BRTD
3. abasa mﬁ ﬁ%mddﬁm $edr3038 HIT DFH
ﬁavam = Q?p%a%

B3, : ‘TeoT BT’ TR DTFRATIT
HOPFFINSLN?

030 : SN0 AIST mﬁm@oﬁd@, Jeres
DNTHY DB RAGER. ‘I, % BRBIR[IONR
IRAIOR eRAT. 2R SRATHT TRL3T IFTLD
zﬁ.ra esﬁ Toricdhe OTO ‘TEIRRTT Fomem’
mm?m&d DBeR F0LITORTR &adsom AW
3O ST DT i, eﬁzﬁead orRne Wi,
cle eENIR SedF OISR QR oda
a’msa 38 F0E, FRonT Iz, 55y 2R T TS
msﬁ e IBT WoT mboﬁ: zaﬁ u#:"naeu
aedaﬁ L0 TEeOTY VEIET, w@idﬁ@?
RABTINY, VOB ATFINY VTPV TAY,
T BBEIDPOTT), DBJEBAD 008, IRRTES.
ZNONTR IRENLE ARR, IRRIITT ‘BT
B 3230860 F3eO LHOFTT TNOTW WT FPow
2RReLRTAT. w0, BP0, B[FEWT [FE®
508 [EeHOMA SRIZTOE AIF, FNOIONR
ISR OEDTIRRNE, S, B, BB, FoWOHH
B30 LPRR sdeerande I3, Heos,

=, T &3 w5



[Hes 2

THowed

e232000° 9009

méo:b&ed — RO TR

Rex. Vs. Dudby 188¢ 33=ns0E) ©0rd®
SNOT ‘6% 23023° BIWTT SV0T A2FTH/A
0OT 2,07 §NTST BRITED. FSNT TS, ©HTe3
BREYMT 1,03 BTENAOT TTT W), WHOT
ToNR TRT 0D FERTOAE BLONED 2,080,
BRI ATORNHOT w.0md By, BT Fed
BROBT. 8 OFF ITRTLE BenITY B
BT, UHITTYN 23¢0 IRNESY, Toeatd SodhmYT
8 SR BE ToRTET BNT BSANET & By,
LWROTITY, R0 LR B0eTIZY F2Pa WEZTO.
¥T08T ST L,0Wd O & B3I word
“AR,00 BRNY, O 2WTIOET ILDHTT. FRSOD
OBTGY, ATET ST, NITBN MOOBRAR.
BT0 BT T SRNET SO STWONR) TR
FeDTST T F0H30DO, VB %07 WFEHOT
‘““Necessity knows no law’’ 202 53R
AR R BrTTeNERER0R “When there was
absolute necessity one could ignore law and
do anything which is prohibited by law’’ &0z
WBrOWRA o IRBT. “Necessity”” 203,03
RS FORAT TR FRLELDE STF,2 OTTH
nen NeYdd, BB, T00TF, B, W3,
TPOTTIN WBIT VOB WROT IRT,
“Ignorance of law is no defence” azde) T,0
BT FN0T. FFE® BRLTE) IBD 20T IZReT
Beg. T, w3003 R0 [FeOTRRD FeNTIY
ERTBRAYNTTE, e0z® 3RETIS, T3ETR
LN, TYRON [IPE BREWFT SN0 FOWRN
T IRBDS Reesne BeerdIgow, RVRTIY
DONT I, TDR, BRTBT. LGH0 NLVTY,
LD BeRANIA, Tocath. ““He is ignorant of
law”’ o338 2Be Sdew IVVTORHBe BT0 B3
LTI, TOSFFED TYTOWAR. 22 BoToT, AN~
¢, FEe WA, FTonid, UA T TRy, ©
FBT0DHIT, R e&30N TOLIH IRBIADI “‘He
is our friend Mr. Necessity”? 20z 5033809
TRRWE,. DD WOFE 200 2,08 3o 03062
Ton ©[0ne B SNREE, “Mr. Necessity
knows no law”’.

TYBROTY, eTREITE  FeAs
‘BETED0ET JFOTY SR ente wids A0A
VBODWBOCR. FeAN BOWOFTL DI BN,
STOIY, TECDOS BTETY Q0TEAY, BRTD
Wesnde w23r 3D T THODWIRD D0LDTH
“The State Vs. Veeranna Gowda’’ gease,
TRENTT FTRIT 03, WODTIWSF DR
BEATHHTIONT RWFH0LF. Su0NTT F0BTHODTD
“on behalf of a third party” 2.0z g g2
8Q sers ITOR [RF ees° 2RI wuF
FOATT2. FOBTHIOTN Tod ANOL, BHeAT
STTRTN. ‘VRFIRNT OTTWHER VO, HTYTD
TRUSR B8, CRdee BRTIE Fd, Fod IRTBED
ARG DOTDWELS. TOBTICRTL 359,287,0833
NI, 3o ‘ALLR. 1958 Mysore P52’ &m0dts
ORFY TR UTTOLY TRRTLOET. B2
R0 ABIT ARTTIR. FBS 3FB3R0B
‘OI0EONTY, Tod 25,025° MOTRIJIN 30e0%
Uenod mod 3TN 200 WHBIInT
20D WD TR WL, F0B TooT WY,
V0eFATOY, [T BF 0 TReAR LATT. RS
23,005 TLRRAT E3e0ST IN0T A0ZIRORD T
T TORAWET.

“Your Honour, the learned magistrate
directed me to cite this ruling governing the
facts in my copy application your honour will
kindly go through this citation. However | will

read it myself to bring it to your Honours
observation.”

& MHRRE, 35,W8,030N SFeOR FZ0A
0303, B2 Ve, VT VOBIROT.

FOBTIOLTY WNOTNDDATI :

“Your Honour may kindly adore the
Bench and kindly hear my submissions.”

TORRE 330ABRT. 3RTEN BT “‘IIN
IR DR0T RRSY Todd. I[N IS
BT LTI, LT LPFFR W, T BT
3¢ OB INRERWTRY, WHBELRL 2,

F0BT20TY Wedeze), = “No, Your honour,
the learned magistrate observed that your
Honour should hear me and render justice to
the applicant” 0% T B BRI,
BRI IN0TRDATTY :

Justice denied is Justice derailed!

T, WBRREBT B0y (&5l FPIRT Q)
BTN TEEOT 250 BeDINTE ITBFoD =AY,
TITHE; LBE TCRHEITO T, 2,005 FReds
289 FOR SR@DET W0 FHFTE FSeBIY =
WBWRA LOT TARTICLINY), 0T FTF°F
WHT0Z. Towe FSBINTD Ty05° Ty B
BRAGE. U0 OF,. L0 RFTF ST,
VR FONSNE) WTN SYDERCRT, TYWHE
e30) BFIH,. AR, HTRAT VoSN 20w
TEFAOR SPTIROT SePHF N, BRTBEZT.
2.083¢ $eAT T, 03RDEBTL IF, 7,08 WHROTY
PUTOIRELNR SEHF WOTTD. SLHF TSR W3,
AT SR, D0WT BRTe SeTray L.ArTR
M), LeiSE ‘Wrong order’ a2=038),
AW BT, FoBeBIY, BES, FeHBeWTD 3,
SeTe) NE3 080N L. eetdrn 29R0T03 3025°
Tset e IR wEFHOET FIDI), 83T It
ERE3T0. 23023° FFTE BBEOT JREBRT. LY,
&0%0T. SREE0° F30IR, TYWRHEST FvD
TR, IRCBLD Ty BOWAT. LTE TNRT 3
bene IRaT. ATV e e BFoWOT;
VAT L0&HT A0V NPTZIY mﬁo:ira@e@ido
39T08RF,0. B3 13T,0W0T Q0T BRI YLTIeS.
3@nR 0w 55°F UBFO0T LBOY, TWBRY
3T ADS LT FROBTY. PTJoLRT FTLS.
d02s® T3y 30N IrichdeoETL.

‘Why are you looking the order there,
look at my fore head’ a3, VoD B0edI
Ronegsy pedATTL. W0® Tern 3T,
DoTH,B WOTN BRETF, ML cSnA LT,
SFEOTY TRFHTORY INZBRIROBTI. TH WID
WBS SBEOT Aeese!

ART?) BRI TyBRHEBOTR TR, O,
BIYNTOY, B[ I, IBeR wFRotde INTE,
JNE SRBAZRHOTE WORTT S0 IR FFew
one fREE), 3R IRTOYT =T ITRTNLTY
TEeOT B3R SoF0Dd0Z BVAZTT T,
BT LT DL B, BRI FB!
200 DRITIN WOD B3 T3, WRPETTY T,
ANFTH ATVONTSE ATBREAWEBIZT 07T
33, CDFBINFHDPe? TMenT ARTS, ST
IO, BT FeANY NTT IEEZT Fy1i?
&B03T08500 IVTRE AD. THe2Td W¥LoWTTH
DWBRET e .00 BT 302 NIFR, I,
DT, AE, IRTBROW 83 TBFT HTZTF00DED
303 IInI, Fev.

- ey eS0T BMddmen AE, BRETTR
Bertee IBWNS, SBT T, NPTV IETE),
mﬁﬁ?”

“odede oR) IFPTQ [0, IVFT Ty
38300 3, Mg ne J2T=DT, (Deposition)
BN BT, STTPNY ST T FTokse
TTOTR, BHAHN DT, &A%, QVBEIR,
RoeneeN B@° SR,

“odedee FO. THATRARTT TE AeY,
CIRTETR ‘Hostile’ SO0 SR, Totie Fmeed
TR T, BRTT TYABR,EION BRT BDFRI®
ERms?”

“an3eRd ST TS s TeTdeS.”

800 33Re W, LB DY, ‘T TeT
NYSy B,@° INERET) JoI. ET° TREE,
TREZ, T BRTITOR ‘BEBAO MW OB
B0 BUT® TYATR,E & TF,0NT) TS T
TRBD Jedr&D® Fewnd. ‘Permitied’ ©03 Tese
Ho° SRERD. 030 JYFT JABRLT Tt
R0OF BFedT® STPOBTTBNZ, T 3z
=0Ad RO and AC Fedd mmens Te.
B3I,

QRCIO, Fe¥ B20W Fo3ReRTEY, 3027
SN Fod SRBA ATJRLT.

Justice is Justified!

HRel 3R JRBFEDROTTY e dwRN
TG BRET DTJAT, §NIST S2008LY,TD
AR, T, @RHEIONR B20W G3,CRTINTT0.
TR PEBT> Bo02 AFTTOSTO. Ty, BRESTIT
02, RIRIT TORZF, BRTEWARHNTD. 306
BRITZDY VTTHNEN NeR 3% DA
WEIHO0ETT T3, 0WE 0. BTT S LCNTINT,
BDTO® FEAT SHODTW, TCIRPEBOT DTTTUR
33 008 OC3RONS ANWBITOW DL AT T.
SRTIe O © ST FRIY, TyEBROET
Fea3zed [0od DFIRE RSN SREE, BTTT
ABS[T. T, WBRHEBT TFLOTIY, o0& 3F2
©23,00N BS0 FRENE BITT, WISREEZROBD

‘R0ZRZ, P 0TF DIy, FQYATT. BIewdR

£33, 00F 5 0N, BRTOTT DT H02TWD L30r
890090, 8307 F3p,0030. JITAY WOOY,
3z Adoyas,. ""What for your Honour"205330.
T BRPEBON B SRNCINE, Ty, WRPEBTY ToE,
epsonad, ""What a lucky fellow your client is.
He got one death sentence for committing two
murders"” 200! 2,020 3R0RT AW JFtd!
BTROTY TaZsdeodd R)TE00D R Fead.
PTTH DO WONS® 23F Ted LRI BOT
VENE BRREED SoEHTINED o [N0T S Bod
QOTH T ® 3RETOZ, TR R WORT. BYT®
TYRBREIT 23 ORI RN DBREDA D
00T FRTITOF eI, TV, VTTIHADTY,
BRUE, VT TABRTST WINIFY L3R Fon
ReTY DRWZTF’ OF NS o DWNF INB
g, BT, ARRFO IRBWRTIF 20T TR N
IFOE TRBIB, T, BRHEBOT FerwSe T
B0 BT F3EOT B0W WRFOST. DR,
SITOVNINR BRT WP YVTORATER), J3or
3 DTST RONTODD SATO IRB TFFT. ST
INIrSBe THT IRBT. 3T T ST 1 If
the public prosecutor is apprehensive about
the Vulnerability of his witnesses then let the
witnesses be kept in custody and my clients
be released on bail, your honour." — T0.02.,

ST : OTO T3ewd B3, 0. ETO “of 06T, 02 e ©BTR,, WIB0BO e B0S, LONYRH—H0020. INFBTY : BORE BNTTOD
149/29, 103¢e RT3, $eINT, WONRLRT-OF, BT : S BIRBOL ROTHTTTL : 23.DA%. ILTRIT, B FOTWITO : ARF,TT T



