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HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAD

(Special Original Jurisdiction)

WEDNESDAY,THE EIGHTEENTH DAY OF JUNE
TWO THOUSAND AND TWENW FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRI JUSTICE T.VINOD KUMAR

WRIT PETITION NO : 16463 OF 2025
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Between:

AND
1.

Vioul Garo. S/o Deen Daval Garq Aoed. 52 years, Occ. Advocate Fyo Flat No'
cI. yeitr6i<iran Residen6y, Ploa126 and 127, Saptagiri Colony, Neredmet X
Roads, Hyderabad - 500 094.

...PETITIONER

The State of Telangana, Rep. by its Principal SecFlqry' Law Department,
Secretariat Buildings, Saifabad,'Hyderabad - 5O0 022.

2. The Bar Council of lndia,, Rep. by its Secretary, 21, Rouse Avenue
lnstitutional Area, Near Bal Bhawan, New Delhi 11O O02

3. The Bar Council of Delhi, Rep_ by its secretary 2/6 Siri Fort lnstitutional Area,
Khel Gaon Marg. New Delhi - 1 10049.

4. The Bar Council of Telangana, Rep. by its Secretary, High Court Complex'
Hyderabad.

5. Sri Anil Kumar Kohli, Age. about 72 yeats, Occ. Advocate Enrollment No"
D1257 I 1977 E-57, Sainikpuri, Hyderabad.

...RESPONDENTS

Petition under Article 226 of the constitution of lndia praying that in the

circumstances stated in the affidavit filed therewith, the High court may be pleased

to declare the inaction of Respondent No. 2 in not promptly registering the

Petitioner,s complaint dated 29.10.2024 as illegal, arbitrary, unconstitut'lonal and_

violative of fundamental rights of the Petitioner under Article 21 of Constitution of

lndia and consequently pass such appropriate writ, order or direct'lons, more

particularly one in the nature of wnt of Mandamus directiflg appropriale authority to

register the Petitioner's representation / complaint dated 29.'10.2024 against

Respondents No. 2 to 5
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Petition under section 1 51 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to pass

appropriate order or orders or direct appropriate authorities to bar practice of
iespondent No.5 in the courts of Hyderabad, Telangana State with immediate

effect

lA NO: 1 OF 2025

lA NO: 2 OF 2025

Counsel for the Petitioner: SRl. VIPUL GARG (PARW lN PERSON)

Counsel for the Respondent No.l: GP FOR LAW LEGISLATIVE AFFAIRS

Counsel for the Respondent No.2: SRI AADESH VARMA

Counsel for the Respondent Nos.3&5: --
Counsel for the Respondent NO.4: SRI G M MOHIUDDIN

The Gourt made the following: ORDER

Petition under section 151 CPC praying that in the circumstances stated in

the affidavit filed in support of the petition, the High court may be pleased to stay

the transfer application, processes, orders etc of Respondent No. 5 from Bar

Council of Delhi pursuant to the Petitioner's complaint dated 29.1O.2024
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Heard the Petitioner' rvho

leamed Government Pteadcr lbr

Respondent No. 1, Sri A;rctcsl-r

appearing for resPondent No 2

Writ Petition

THE HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE T' VINOD KUMAR

W.P.No. 16463 of2025

is appearing as Pa-rty-in-Person'

La$' & trgislature aPPearing for

Vanna, learned Standing Counsel

Sri G.M.Mohiuddin, learned counsel

1

I

l

:

i

appearing for respondent No 4' and with their consent the Writ

Petition is taken up for hearing and disposal at admission stage

2. Having regard to the lrt'inner of disposal of the writ petition and

the nature of lis involvccl , ''his 'lourt is of the view that notice to

respondent Nos.3 & 5 IS not nc(iessarlr for adjudication of the present

3. The case o[ the pct'tr('rr'''r'' in bricf' is that tlle Sth respondent'

who is enrolled as an 
'tc1\'(rcirtc 

or: thc rolls o[ Bar Council of Delhi-3'd

respondent herein, has be.]n lrructicing in the State of Telangana'

particutarly in the I tr clcr:'trurl ancl Secunderabad and is hling

Vakalats in various matlcr-s r ititout gcttirrg his enrolment transferred

to the Bar Council o[ 1'-Lrtr1lz'la 4(h re'rpondenL herein' which action

ofthe5threspondentittscontcndedasbeinginContraventionofthe

provisions o[ AdvocaLcs r\c'' i961 ([or short 'the Act') and the Bar

Council of India Rulcs (tor sirort 'thc ltules') framed thereunder'

2025:TSHC:27321



2

4. It is the further ca

rhe 3.d respondent by,"ar:-':t:: 'etitioner 
that he had approached

;;: ::T.:-"..ffi -.;H: 
;:[ff -::. :;", : 

",, ."

taken tirereon. 
re aforesaid ccmplaint' no action has been

S. petitioner 
further contends that whilc r.rocomplaint, dt.2g.1o.2o24 r1,^ ._. 

wr.rc r.1o action is takcn on his

dt.2g.o3.2o2s,.oo..,o'o' 
the 3'd respondent b

|sed to the 4th rcspondenty 

lts communication,

respondent to ta-ke appropar.t" 
^^*,^*"_*('noent 

had riirected the 4th

in accordarrce *r* r.uotoot'"te 

action as it may deem fit and proper,
.; that in spite of tbc afore:no action has been take., r,,, :. _. 

"" aroresaic.l communicatlon,

respondent Elr date; 
"r,*t" 

by the 4rh respond,

or rcspondent Nos.2 to 

d is thus' **'"*t f' *t;t":::: jll:,

6, per contra, leanx
respondentbydrawins;:"#::;::.::_: on bchari or rhe 4rh

*.ourd contend that the petitioner ,, .,";;;.;^:,:: 
..,.t,n" n",

tact of the Sth respondr 
;sron ' admit to the

respondent, a,d as such,:nt 

being erlrollr:cl on tht: rolls of the 3.a

the conduct of the said 
"0" 

*' action is t. be initia

respondent which can ,rrro'to"tt" 

in tcrms 
", ,n. o",,tltJ .'":,;:;: .::

ate action arld ltot the 4rl,rcspondcnt.

Learned counsel for the 4th respondcnt wolll(l
ner having rightly apl:r oached tfi6 3,a

that the petitio

submitting'E:c

frtrthcr contend

rcspondent 
by

o Lrgh t to have

presentation/complaini., 
<lL. 29. I O. 20 ).t
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complied with the communication, dL'Og 'll '2024' addressed to him

by the 3d respondent, instead of taking advantage of the

communication addl'essed by the Disciplinary Committee of the 2na

respondent, &.2a.Og.2O25, to file the present Writ Petition without

any locus to maintain the same '

8. karned counsel for the 4th respondent would further contend

that in terms of Part VI Chaptt:r III of the Bar Council of lndia Rules'

it is the obligation of an Ad'roc:rte, whose name appears on tlre roll of

a State Council, to seek trarlsli'r of his name to thc rolls of the State

Bar Council, within whose .jurisdiction hc ord inarily oractices

(underline supplied by Courr) u'ithin six months of the start of such

pracLice, failing which he shall be decmed to be guilty of professional

misconduct within the meeming ol Scction 35 ol the Act'

9. l,earned counsel for Llle 4tL respondent would further contend

that in order to initiate acti'.)n under Scction 35 of the Act' the pre-

Advot:atc, z,rgainst n'hom such complaint of

sholilcl ltc an Advocate on the rolls of the

respective Bar Council; and tirltt inaslnuch zts thc 5'h respondent is

notarrAdvocateontherollsol.the4.hrespondent,thc4frrespondent

cannot initiate any action cverr i[ a cornmunication is addressed by

the Disciplinary Committce of ':nc 2"'r respondent' r'r'hich is only in the

form of forwarding thr' rep rcsent:rrion / complain I made by the

requisite is that the

misconduct is made,

petitioner herein

I
I
!
.
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10. Learned counsel

that neither the averr 

for the 4th respondent would furthcr contend

before the s.o .""porra"roents 

of the representation/comp'laint 
made

Srh respondent, against 

nor ..1s writ avefinents would show that the

ordinar y pracficing in 
the aforr:said complaint is made, is

ree, aggrieved,,,r",,._:;::::: j".ff j.;"ll:,:.,',,.,". "
1 i. J have taken note of the respective submissions madc.

12. Firstlg, a reading of Section 35 of Urc Act rvould show that inorder to initiate any action of misconduct by a Bar
a..y Acrvocate, the said Advocar. "r^_,, , 

"' uy a ,,ar council against

Councii, ror it to.*".","",ffi;:::,T"::;:::":. said Bar

13 As rightly pointed out on behalf of the 4rh rcspondcnt.
agarnst whom the petitioner hacl made a contplaint

on the rolls

respondent,

an Advocate

rcspondent can exercise

proct:edings for misconduct.

of d1s 4tr, rcspondent, u.hcreb-r rhe 4th
jurisdiction by initiating d rscrplinarv

the 5rh

, ls not

1 q. Fur_ther, taking nr

ha'ir.re approached the a."" 
of the fact that the petttio.cr himself

[he 5rh rcspondent on 2d 

respondent by lo<Iging a comp]ailrt against

takcrr rlotc of the s9'7o'2o24 

and the 3'd responrlcrt ha'ing

comrn unic:rtion, o,.rn.rr.r*o 
complainanl having adrlrcsscd a

\..ith certair) deficiencies 

lo24' to the pedtioner asking hrm 1o comply
oted therein, ho,,vever, .it rs not shou,n to

2025:TSHC:27321
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this Court of the petitioner having complied with the delrciencies, for

him to feel aggrieved bY the

considering his comPlaint'

inaction of the 3'o resPondent ln

15. The petitioner w;hile having not shown to this Court of he

having complied with the aforesaid communication addressed by the

3.d respondent, however' taking advantage o[ lhe communication

addressed by the Registrar' Disciplinary Committee ' Bar Council of

India, dt.28.03 '2025, tothc 4tr' respondent' has filed the present Writ

Petition alleging inaction on the part o[ the 4'h rcspondenL' who as

noted hercin above, does noL have any jurisdiction on the 5s

respondent on the date of complaint'

16. The pelitioner having invoked thc jurisdiction of the 3'a

respondent, ought to havc frstly complied rvith the deficiencies as

noted in thc communication' dt 09 l1 2o24' addressed to him' for the

3.d respondent to take further action on his complaint-

lTThepetitionernot()nlvdidnotcompt'1'rr,iththedelrciencies

noted in the communication addressed to him' on thc other hand hled

lhe present Writ Petition before this CourL making allcgations against

*re 4th respondent herein of their inaction $'ithout even noLing that

the 4rh resporldent does not have anv jurisdiction or control over the

5th resPondent

2025:TSHC:27321
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18 It is also important to note that as the petitioner himself claims

to be an Advocate, ought to have known the provisions of the Act and

the Rules made thereunder, while

present Writ Petition.

rnllating action by filing the

19. Furthcr, it is also to be noted that if the petitroner is aggrieved

by the inaction of the 3.d respondent, hc has to avail the remedy

provided undcr the Act by way of an Appeat under Section 37 of the

Act to the 2"d rcspondent, arrd thereafter further appeal to the Apex

Court under Section 3g of the Act,; and rat the petitioner, instead ol
availing thc rcmedics provided under the Act, chose to hle the prcsent

writ Petiticr. invoking the jurisdiction of this court under Article 226

oI thc Consrirurinn of India.

20. It i:; setrlcd position of law that when the Act provides for an

altenrativc rcmedv, the person aggrieved should avail the said

rcmedv. ex<:r_'pt rvhcn he falls within the exceptions of _ r/ violation of
principles ttI na tu ral justice, ir,l actiol taken is without .lurisdicrior-r

or ril/ thc cirallcnge is to the vires of the Act and not othenvise as

laicl dorr n b_'" the Apex Court in Whirlpoot Corporation u.

Registrar Of Trade Marks, Mumbai & Orsr.

2l ln th. facrs of the present case, it is not shown to this courl
that the cas,: of thc petitioncr falls within any of the above exceprions

'1rsss1 a scc r
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carved out by the Apex Court for him to bye-pass the altemative

remedy provided under the Act.

22. Since, the petitioner wittrout availing the remedies provided

under the Act has filed the pl'esent Writ Petition, more so, wittrout

showing to this Court of Nmself being in complialce with the

communication acldressed by the 3'a respondent, dt 09 1 1 2024' this

Court is o[ the view that the present Writ Petition as flled is devoid of

merit and is clearly an abuse of process of Law'

23. Accordingly, the Writ Petition is dismissed with exemplary costs

of Rs.S,OOO,i -(Rupees Five thousand) payable by the petil'ioner to the

Telangana I'ligh Court Legal Services Commirtce, High Court

Buildings. within a period of four (O4) weeks from the date o[

receipt of copy of order.

24. Conscquently, rrriscell-a.neous petitions, iI an,r', pcnding shall

stand closed-. ffi
f:",,ru,,iffi#tr,'$:t'r'$Ltffi

Rs. Ps

5.000-00

5,OO0-00

TOTAL

D S. MALLIKAR JUNA RAO

SISTANT RLetsrem

,ffRUE COPYII

1 One CC to

To,

SRI. VIPUL GARG {PARTY IN PERSON) TOPUCI

SECTION OFFICER
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2. One CC to SRt AADESH VARMA Advocate tOpUCl3. One CC to SRt c M MOH|UDDTN Advocate [OeUCj
4. Two ccs to GP FoR LAW LEGTSLATTVE AFFATRS ,High court for the stateof Telangana. [OUT]

5. Two CD Copies

[5t,9^ 
-* se:velo.rg, ^relo*.6uvra l+fth Cow+ Ln1al Stvvfco,A Cov]*ag4{ ee, t{f&b

, - Ccu"{ Br([(t1 r l.]qdtv.b.d
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HIGH COURT

\ DATED:1810G12025

ORDER

WP.No.16463 of 2025

DISMISSING THE WRIT PETITION
WITH COSTS
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