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Petition for Special Leave to Appeal (Civil) No(s).21303-21304/2010

(From the judgenent and order dated 07/01/2010 & 28/1/2010 in
No. 9/2010 of The H GH COURT OF DELHI AT N. DELHI)

SANJAY AGNI HOTRI Petitioner(s)
VERSUS
PUJA KAKAR & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth appln. for inpleadnent as party respondent and prayer for
interimrelief and office report )

Date: 21/02/2011 These Petitions were called on for hearing today.
CORAM :

HON BLE MR, JUSTI CE P. SATHASI VAM
HON BLE DR JUSTI CE B. S. CHAUHAN

For Petitioner(s) M. Chetan Sharma, Sr. Adv.
M . Kamal Nij hawan, Adv.
M. Jitender Kumar, Adv.
M. Sumt Gaur, Adv.
M. Ashwani Kumar, Adv.

For Respondent (s) M. Ram Swar up Shar ma, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court nmade the foll ow ng
ORDER

Heard bot h si des.

It has been subnitted on behal f of t he
petitioner-Advocate t hat hi s conduct was not such
whi ch may warrant observations/directions as nade by
the Hi gh Court. More so, such observations/directions
could not have been r ecor ded wi t hout gi ving an

opportunity to the petitioner to explain the facts.

In Vi ew of the fact that the petitioner, an
advocat e has expressed regret and assured that he woul d
not give an opportunity to anybody to raise any
conpl ai nt o) far as t he pr of essi onal duties are
concerned, it is clarified that the adverse renarks,
2.

even if any, shall not be construed as passed agai nst

t he counsel. To this extent, the inpugned order is
clarified. In addition to the above, the direction of
the Hi gh Court in the order dated 7th January, 2010

for registering a conplaint agai nst t he advocat e
i nsofar as the issue in question before the Bar Counci

of India is deleted.

The special |eave petitions are di sposed of.
In view of the above order, the application for

i npl eadnent is rejected.

[ Usha Bhardwaj ] [ Savita Sainani ]
Court Master Court Master



