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I'N THE SUPREME COURT OF | NDI A
Cl VI L APPELLATE JURI SDI CTI ON

ClVIL APPEAL NO(s). 9220 OF 2010

R D. MAHANT Appel lant (s)
VERSUS
BALRAM LUTHRA & ANR Respondent ( s)
ORDER
1. The appel |l ant before us was a practising Advocate at Del hi

He is before us in this appeal filed under Section 38(1) of the

Advocat es Act, 1961 (' Act’ for short) against the orders passed by

the Disciplinary Conmittee of the Bar Council of India in BCITR

No. 118 of 2006 dated 08.07.2010. By the inpugned order, the Bar
Counci | of I ndi a has suspended t he enr ol nent license of
Appel lant for a period of 15 years fromthe date of passing of the

order.

2. The facts in nutshell are that the conplaint has been filed

agai nst the Appellant herein for certain acts of om ssion and

conmi ssion said to have been committed by the Appellant, while

di scharging his functions as an Advocate. The said conpl ai nt was
before the Bar Council of Del hi. The parties before Bar Counci

of Delhi had filed their pleadings including the evidence and the

docunent s. Since the proceedings could not be conpleted within a

year’'s tinme, as contenplated under the Act, the conplaint cane to
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be transferred to t he Bar Counci | of I ndi a for

adj udi cation of the conplaint filed by the contesting respondents

her ei n.
3. The Bar Council of India has allowed the prayers made by
t he conpl ai nant / r espondent herein and has passed t he

order and inposed certain puni shnents agai nst the Appellant, as

narrated by us in the previous paragraphs.

t he

further

i mpugned



4, We have heard the | earned counsel for the parties and al so

perused the inpugned order. To say the | east, the inpugned order
is j ust a cryptic or der, whi ch does not assign any
what soever. In our view, an order which does not contain any

reason is no or der in t he eye of | aw. Ther ef ore,

comrenting further on the way in which the Bar Council of India
has dealt with the matter, it is appropriate to renand the nmatter
to the Bar Council of India for a fresh disposal in accordance

with law, after hearing both the parties.

5. We also nake it clear that the parties are at liberty to
file appropriate docunents so that the Bar Council of India could
decide the conplaint filed by the respondent in an appropriate

manner .

6. For the foregoing reasons, we allow this appeal, set aside
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t he i mpugned order passed by the Bar Council of India and renmand
the matter to the Bar Council of India for fresh disposal in
accordance with law and in the light of the observations nade by
us in the course of our order, after affording an opportunity of
hearing to the both the parties. Al'l the contentions of both the
parties are | eft open. Bar Council of India will now di spose of
the conpl ai nt pendi ng before them as expeditiously as possible, at
any rate, within an outer limt of two nonths fromthe date of

recei pt of the copy of this Court’s order

7. Ordered accordingly.

(ANIL R DAVE)

NEW DELH

reason

wi t hout
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RECORD OF PROCEEDI NGS
ClVIL APPEAL NQO(s). 9220 COF 2010

R D. MAHANT Appel I ant (s)
VERSUS

BALRAM LUTHRA & ANR Respondent ( s)

(Wth office report) (For final disposal)

Dat e: 19/ 04/2012 Thi s Appeal was called on for hearing today.

CORAM : HON BLE MR JUSTICE H. L. DATTU
HON BLE MR JUSTICE ANIL R DAVE

For Appellant(s) M. Dalip Kumar Mal hotra, Adv.

M. Raj esh Kumar Ml hotra, Adv.
For Respondent (s) M. Ardhenduraul i Kumar Prasad, Adv.
BC M. Akshya Swamy, Adv.

UPON hearing counsel the Court made the follow ng
ORDER

Appeal is allowed in terns of the signed order.

( NAVEEN KUVAR) ( SHARDA KAPQOOR)
COURT MASTER COURT MASTER
(Signed order is placed on the file)



