| TEM NO. 107 COURT NO. 2 SECTION Il T A

SUPREME COURT CF | NDI A
RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS

ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4013 COF 2001

S. L. JAI SWAL Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

DI SCI PLI NARY COW TTEE, BAR COUNCI L, | NDI A

(Wth office report)

Date: 22/01/2009 This Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM :
HON BLE MR JUSTI CE B. N. AGRAVWAL
HON BLE MR JUSTICE G S. SI NGV

For Appellant(s) M. Praveen Swarup, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Preet Pal Singh, Adv.
M. Saurabha Shar ma, Adv.
M. Sanj eev Sachdeva, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng

Respondent ( s)

ORDER
Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
The appeal is allowed.
No costs.
[ Al ka Dudeja ] [ Savita Sai nan
Court Master Court Master
[ Signed order is placed on the file]
I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
ClVIL APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON
ClVIL APPEAL NO. 4013 OF 2001
S. L. Jaiswal ... Appel | ant (s)
Ver sus
Di sciplinary Committee, Bar Counci
of India ... Respondent (s)

ORDER



Heard | earned counsel for the parties.
By the inpugned order, the Disciplinary Conmttee of Bar Council of India
(hereinafter referred to as "the Disciplinary Committee") inposed puni shnent of
censure on the appellant and also directed himto pay a sum of Rupees twenty
t housand as cost to be paid to the Bar Council of Mharashtra and Goa within a period
of six months with a stipulation if he fails to do so then his license shall remain
suspended for a period of two years.

A perusal of the inmpugned order shows that the conpl ainant did not
adduce any evidence in support of the allegation |evel ed agai nst the appell ant.
Notwi t hstanding this, the Disciplinary Comittee punished himby observing that
somet hing fishy was going on between the parties. In our view, the Disciplinary
Conmittee was not justified in
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finding the appellant guilty on the basis of suspicion and pure surnises and
conj ect ur es.

Accordingly, the appeal is allowed and inmpugned order is set aside.

No costs.

[B.N. AGRAVAL]

[GS. SINGHVI]
New Del hi ,
January 22, 2009.



