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Bar Council of Uttar Pradesh
19, Maharshi Dayanand Marg, Allahabad
No. 7/2 %+ Date S=2=..20 =.
n— Read. D.c. Mo, ISLo/o_g
The Secretary,
Bar Council of U.P.
Allahabad
Cear Sir,

) am sending herewith the certified copy of the judgment/order

dated 12:06-20/D .. pessed by the Disciplinary Committee of the Bar Council of
Uttar Pradesh, Allahabad for you perusat :
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BAR COUNCIL OF UTTAR . PRADESH AT ALLAHABAD

DISCIPLINARY COMMITTEE CASE NO.120 OF 2009
Sri Mphd.Shoab vs., Sri Jitendra Singh Yad:v & others.

Copy of order dated 12-5-2010

Both the parties have filed an application jointly
duly signed by & all the related parties requesting therein
to drop the case proceedings further as all the Advocates
opposite parties have jointly felt thelr guilt and repented
for the incident They have also pronised that there will be
no such misbehavicur in future and have prayed jointly to drop
the proceeding further.

The Committee 1s satisfied and dismiss the complaint.

No order as to costs. The file may be consigned to record

sa/-  sa/-
€ Chemmand.c)  (Co-Oftecd Mewbey D)
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Assistsrn? Cec:

Bar woul.ch cf U. P,
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BEFORE: THE BAR COUNCIL OF UTTAR PRADESH AT

ALLAHAED

COMPLAINT CASE NO.

Mohd. Shoaib, aged about 61 years S/O Late Ala Mohammad R/O

632/13, Shankerpuri Colony, Kamta, Post and Police Station

Chinhat, Lucknow.

.............................. Complainant
VERSUS
Jitender Singh Yadav R/O House No. 214/12 Chhanchhi
Kuai, Chowk, Lucknow Registration No. UP 15693/99
Registered on 19.08.1699. :
Anurag Trivedi R/O Kashi Bhawan 15 Jain Mandir Marg
Daliganj, Lucknow Registraticn No. UP 04708 /99 Registered
on 23.04.1999.
Umang Gupta R/0 206/55 Bagh Sherganj “Panchvati” City
Statiori, Lucknow Registration No. UP 15551/00 Registered
on 09.12.2000. .
Dinesh Pandey R/O House Nec. 116.195, Ghasiyari Mandi,
Balda Road Lucknow Registration No. UP 02326/04
Registered on 16.05.2004.

.......................... veeeenen.. Opposite Parties

The complainant above named most respectfully submits as

under:-

Is

That the complainant is a practicing advocate at Lucknow

having Registraticn No. 960 of 1572.

That the complainant is appearing on behalf of some

accuscd, named in the cases of alleged terrcrism.
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That on 13:05.2008, the complainant appeared in the
Court of 'I‘he:I Chief Judicial Magistraté Lucknow, but the
complainant was forced to move from the court room
bccaﬁlx_se of threat given by the opposite parties, who are
a@vﬁﬁtes, along withi;l group of 20 tb |25 other advocates.
Agt ‘

hooliganism and contract to win the cases for getting a

ly these advocﬁté_s do not practice but indulge in

huge amount. These advocates claims the support of
some members of the local bar of the advocates,
threatened the complainant not to appear on behalf of

these accused dubbing them terrorists.

That the complainant appeared in the Court of Iind
Additional Session Judge Lucknow, Sri. Shakti Kant, on
28.07.2008 and prayed orally to free the accused from
handcuffing quoting the Hon'’ble Supreme Court
Directives, but the Court denied saying that the matter

involved National Security.

That on 12.08.2008 the complainant moved a formal
application in the Court of lInd Additional Session Judge
Lucknow to frce one of the accused, Naushad,-from
handculfl at about 11:30 a.m. and reached again at 1 p.m.
in the said court room, but the presiding officer was not
present in his chair and he (the presiding officer) ordered
nis staff from his chamber to get signatures of 'accﬁsed on
order sheet after giving them next date for hearing.
Suddenly a group of 20 to 25 advocates lead by the
opposite parties entered the court room and beat the
complainant merci_lessly, because the complainant has

appeared in the said case against there wishes.

. p—_ ~



That on 12.08.2008 complainant gave an application,
regatding the éfqrf;;_;aiq inéidcm,"to the Station Officer of
the concerned Wazirganj Police Station, Lucknow at about
02:30 p.m., but the Station Officer did rot registered the
F.LR. Aggrieved by the inaction of the police, the
coniplainant sent the same application on 13.08.2008 to
the Senior Superintendent of Police Lucknow to take
necessary action. The true copy of application dated
12.08.2008 and 13.03.2008 are annexed herewith as

Annexure No. 1 and 2 respectively to this complaint.

That on 13.08.2008 at about 12:30 p.m. the complainant
also gave an application regarding the incident of
12.08.2008 to the District Judge Lucknow, for necessary
action against the opposite parties and other advocates
who were involved in the matter. The true copy of the

same 1s annexed herewith as Annexure No. 3 to this

complaint.

That the opposite parties along with the said group of
advocates entered the chamber of complainant at Civil
Court Compouund at about 0i:15 p.m. on the same day
i.e. 13.08.200.8, and beat the complainant causing serious

injuries and pulled him out from his chamber

continuously beating him mercilessly, tore his Advocate’s

band, his shirt, and vest, broke his spectacles and
dragged him throughout the court prcmises, raising the
slogans “Pakistan Murdabad”, “Hindustan Zindabad”, and
saying that this is the reward of your application that was

" gi¥én to the District-Judge Lucknow.

. F L R
That on 14.08.2008, complainant gave an application to

the Senior Superintendent of Police’ Lucknow narrating
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the ui‘nci‘dlent occurred on_12.08.2008, 13.08.2008, and
inaction of concerned police station. The true copy of
application dated 14.08.2008 is annexed herewith as

Annexure No. 4 to this complaint.

10. That the compfainant has sent the application narrating
the aforesaid incident to the Bar Council of Uttar Pradesh
and the Bar Council of India on 15.08.2008 and
16.08.2008 respectively. The true copy of application

dated 15.08.2008 is annexed herewith as Annexure No. 5

to this complaint.

11. That: the entire act of the opposite parties relating to

aforesaid matter is against the spirit of the Constitution-

and the very basic principles of Rule Of Law Of Land,
which was very unfortunately denied by opposite parties,

is Anti-National and against the etiquettes of advocacy.

12. That it is pertinent to mention here that it is the

fundamental right of the accused to be defended by an
advocate of their choice and also it is the fundamental

right of the complainant to practice any' profession.

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that a thorocugh enquiry
.be initiated against the opposite parties and a group of advocates
involved in the matter, and after completing the enquiry, they
might be debarred from practice after cancelation of their
registration and necessary step shall be initiated to ensure the

rights of complainant.

Lucknow - 4 (MOHD. SHOAIB)

Dated: / /2008 - | COMPLAINANT
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Verification

I, the complainant abovc named do hereby verify the contents of
para 1 to 12 of this complaint are true to my cwn knowledge. No

part of it is false and nothing material has been!concealed.
| 18 e |
L : !
: veﬁﬁﬁed on this
il
1

i 1 day of 2008
ilf '

e J
|

Ph

il . was

(MOHD. SHOAIB)

COMPLAINANT
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BEFORE: TEE BAR COUNCIL OF UTTAR PRADESH AT
ALLAHABD

COMPLAINT CASE NO. OF 2008

Mchd. shoaib

B Complainant
VERSUS
Jitender Singh Yaday and others. ... Opposite Parties
Affidavit

I, Mohd. Shoaib, aged about 61 years S/O Late Ala Mohammad
R/0O 632/13, Shankerpuri Colony, Kamta, Post and Police Station

Chinhat, Lucknow do hereby state on oath as under:-

k. That the deponent is the ‘complainant himself in the above
noted case and as such he is fully conversant with the facts

of the case deposed to in this affidavit.
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That the contents of paras 1 to 12 of the complaint are true

to my own knowledge and bases on records.

3 That the Annexure Nos. 1 to S annexed with the complaint
are the- true photocopies of their originals which are

compared with their respective originals.

Lucknow
Dated: / /2008 Deponent

Verification

I, the deponent above named do hereby verify that the contents of
para 1 to 3 of this affidavit are true tp my own knowledge. No part

of it is false and ncthing material has been concealed.

Lucknow
Dated: / /2008 Deponent

I, 1dentify the deponent who has
signed/put thumb impression before me

and is personally known to me.

Advocate
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BEFORE THE BAR COUNCIL OF UTTAR PRMJESH AT ALLAHABAD
Complaint Case No. of 2008
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BEFORE THE BAR COUNCIL OF UTTAR PRADESH AT ALLAHABAD
Complaint Case No. . of 2008; .

N vt _ ‘ | , l f I v . "":-.-L:':-:".‘IE‘,, ’

Mohd. Shcaib - T4 o e veeeeene.COMPIEINEDY
.ot VERSUS CF o Ty

Jitendra Singh Yadav and otngrs s l i~'--'-----------OPP-_Pam?S_‘f}

ANNEXURE"NO 5

| |
dill L -k [y

To '

The Chairman.
Bar Council ol Uttar Pradesh, |
19, Mahashi Dayanand Mary,

ALLAHABALD - 211001 (L)

The Applicant s« pracucing Ad ocale 4l Lucknovy, l-;.';tg ragistration

no Vol ol 1972 aged abont G1oyears, Ve Applicant is appearing on bebalf of

e accaved ramed in the Cases of clleged terrorism. O 13" of May 2008, the
Apphican: sppeared in the Court of tke Chiel Judigial 'l‘.'}itg,iSI.l'ni*:; Lucknow, But -
he forced 1o rove from the Court room hecause of 'thre'at giver by Jitendia Yadav
alias eciv Vadey {Advocate) along with o g,loup OI "U o 28 Advowlu Actaally
ihese Advacates de not practice but ‘nduige in huuugamam snd contract 1o win

e case fon eetting @ hune amount. These Advocales, *1llegcd|y heving the m‘-ppfjrl

of these aceused dubbing them icerorsts, The »\.pphcs'.nl appeargd in the Court af

B oaa! Session Judpe, Luckne v, Sri Shakti Kant, on 28" july 2008, and

vwmprd aealiv b Shee the aesyved from ‘wn,:rum.-w_ quating the Hon'able
: . B qQuang X

Supeeime Court diveetives, but the Ceurt Ucnu.d 'suying, that the matter involved
to National Security. On 12" of Angust 2008, the Apphcant moved a formal

application o [ree one ol the accused, Naushad, from handeulT at about 11:30

arm, and reached again at 1:00 par. in the seid Court room; but the Presiding
O e was not present in his chair and he ghe Presiaing Officer) ordered his stalf

from b chamber o gor signatuees ol accused o erder sheet aller giving them

nent daie Toe bearae. Suddenly o group of 26 10 27 Adveoantes led by Jitendra

Yo bav ot deetns Noelaoy (Advoceme) entered the Court reons aned beat the
Vbt s ety e ane

e Ypplicint was appeaced in te said coses

At e awashes. he Appiicin gave s appiicniion !'(rgur'.Hn-.' the incident 1w
thy

NI \llln.u ol the concerned Wazirgani Police Station, I vt oy at ahout



U230 o, put the SO did not rcm»len.. the F.LR. Aug rieved 0) the inaction of
the police, the /\p[‘)ll(,.lm deni"(he same application on 13" of Aug,ust "008 to the
Senior Superintendent of Polize, Lucknow, to tuke necessary action. On the same
day, at about 12:30 p.m., the Applicant also gavé an application rg:garding the said
incident 10 the District Judge, Luckaow, for necessary action .Illagair_rét the
Advocates who were involved in the matter. But the said'groélp of Advocates
entered the chamber of the Applicant at Civil Court (..ompounﬂ at about 01:15
p.m. on the same day ie. 13" of Augusl 2008, and beat the Apphcanl causing
serous hurts and then pulled out from his chamber, continuously beating him
mercilessly, tore his Advocate's band, l:is shirt and vest, broke his spectacles aﬁd
paraded. lum 1.hrclughou1 the Court premises, raising the slogans ‘Pakiston
Murdabad'. Hindustan Zindubad', and saying that this is the r-c\\:{_ar'd of thé
application that was given to the Distriz. Judge, l.ucknow. . |

Sir, the entire act of these /Advocates relating 10 a!‘(-"résai:l,mlalter is
against the spirit ef the Constitution and the very basic principals of the rule of
law ol the Tand. which was very unfortunateiy denied by them is An(i National
and against the etiquettes of Advocucs-. Itis pertinent to mentioned here that it is
dre Tundamaral rights of the accused to i:*le dofended by ar Advozate of their.
chotce endd also it isthe Fandementas night of the Applicant to practice any
profession ' l

S ias, therefore, most respacilully prayed that a thorough-enquiry be

mitiated  against Ih.-.' aloresuid Adveceies involved in the mnttcr und after

cornpleting the enquiry, they might be debarred from practice after cancellation of

e regstrnbnomn,

Yours Faiihﬁnlly.

Lucknow
ined | 'Iﬁ.n}, DEarA
+ (Mohc. Shouib),Advocate,
Son of Late Ala Mohammad,
r/o 632/!3, Shankarpuri Colony,
Kamta, (hmh.‘, LLUCKNOW,
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In the Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad,

Lucknow Bench, Lucknow

W.E.No. ':‘\.'TB} of 2008

Mohd. Shoib and others ... Petitioners/applicants
Versus

State of U.P. & others ... Oppositc parties

Annexure No, 3
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