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Petition(s) for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No.7716/2002
(From the judgenent and order dated 26/09/2001 in LPA 1075/2001

of The HI GH COURT OF PATNA)

MRI TUNJAY PRASAD SI NGH Petitioner (s)
VERSUS

SUBHASH CHANDRA PANDEY Respondent (s)

(Wth prayer for interimrelief)

Date : 02/12/2002 This Petition was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE THE CHI EF JUSTI CE
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE K. G BALAKRI SHNAN
HON BLE MR JUSTICE S.B. S| NHA

For Petitioner (s) M. P.N. Mshra, Sr. Adv.

Ms. T.N Singh, S N Singh, V.K Singh &
M. Shiam Narai n Singh, Advs

For Respondent (s)
Navi n Prakash, Adv.
Rahul Si ngh, Adv.
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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
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Heard the Ilearned counsel for the parties for ten
m nut es
Leave granted.
The appeal is all owed.
. SP1
(Y.P.Dhanija) (Suneet Bal a Shar ma)
Court Master Assi stant Registrar
Signed order is placed on the file.
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Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

Cl VIL APPEAL NO. . 7923/ 2002@@
EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE

(arising out of SLP(C) NO 7716/ 2002)

Mitunjay Prasad Singh ....Appellant(s)
Vs.
Subhash Chandra Pandey & Ors. ....Respondent (s)
O R D E R@@
EEEEEEEEEE
L....... oo T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T ...... T J

Leave granted.

Heard M. P. N. M shra for the appellant and the
| earned counsel appearing for the Public Service Comm ssion
The appell ant was the | awyer persuing the litigation on behal f
of his <client. The H gh Court under the inpugned order has
come to a conclusion that the party concerned has tried to
play fraud not only on the Comm ssion but also on the Court,
and t hereby abused the process of Court to get an appoi ntnment.
For such crimnal offence, the Court has directed to institute
a crimnal case not only against the person, who is alleged to
have committed fraud but also against his lawer, who was
prosecuting the |litigation. On examining the role of the
alleged lawyer in the entire process, we are inclined to hold
that the direction to proceed against the awer, who is the
present appellant, is unsustainable. W, accordingly quash
that part of the direction and allow this appeal

(K. G BALAKRI SHNAN) @

NEW DELH , J.
Decenber 2, 2002 (S.B. SINHA)



