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EDITORIAL 

 

Esteemed Readers, 

 As we come to the end of the year, it is a good time to reflect on the work carried out 

by the Academy and the progress made in strengthening legal education and professional 

standards. The year has been marked by meaningful programmes, learning opportunities and 

constructive interaction among members of the Bar and the Bench. 

 One of the major events of the year was the Conference on “Advocacy and 

Professional Competence: Pursuit of Excellence for Advocates” held on 15
th

 November, 2026 

at IIITDM, Jabalpur. The Conference was honoured by the presence of Hon’ble Mr. Justice 

Jitendra Kumar Maheshwari, Judge, Supreme Court of India, Hon’ble Mr. Justice Satish 

Chandra Sharma, Hon’ble Mr. Justice Alok Aradhe, and Hon’ble Mr. Justice Rajendra Menon 

in the august presence of our Hon’ble Chief Justice Sanjeev Sachdeva. Their guidance and 

experience added great value to the discussions. 

 Eminent Hon’ble Judges and former Judges of the Delhi High Court participated as 

resource persons and shared practical insights on advocacy skills, professional conduct, 

courtroom ethics and emerging legal trends. The main aim of this Conference was to improve 

legal knowledge, strengthen professional skills and help advocates stay updated with changing 

legal developments. 

 In addition to that the Academy also conducted Special Workshops for Advocates (0-

5 years practice) practicing at High court of Madhya Bench Indore and Gwalior on 

29.11.2025 and 06.12.2025 at Indore and Gwalior, respectively   

 A strong justice system depends on healthy cooperation between the Bar and the 

Bench. Continuous learning, mutual respect and shared responsibility are essential for 

improving the quality of justice delivery. Such efforts help to ensure that justice is fair, timely, 

and effective for every citizen. 

 Members of the Bar also carry a significant responsibility in shaping the legal 

profession. Our behaviour, ethics and professional conduct influence clients, colleagues, 

judges and young lawyers. Therefore, it is important that the Bar makes continuous efforts to 

maintain dignity, professionalism and positive values in all professional interactions. 

 During the year, the Academy organised several focused training programmes on 

important legal subjects.  An Interactive Session on Key Issues relating to Dishonour of 

Cheque under the Negotiable Instruments Act, 1881 and a Specialized Educational 

Programme on Land Acquisition Laws were organised on 1
st
 November, 2025 and 22

nd
 

November, 2025, respectively through online mode allowing wider participation. A  

Conference on Family Laws and Gender Justice was also held at MPSJA, Jabalpur on 8
th

 and 
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9
th

 November, 2025. This programme focused on social concerns, judicial sensitivity, and the 

role of courts in protecting the rights of vulnerable groups. An interactive session on the Trial 

of Offences under the Narcotic Drugs and Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985 was held on 

20
th

 December, 2025. This programme helped participants understand procedural 

requirements and practical challenges in handling such cases.  On the same day, a Conference 

on Issues and Challenges relating to cases under the Electricity Act was conducted, which 

addressed legal and technical aspects of electricity-related disputes.     

 In addition to that, the Academy also conducted Specialised Educational 

Programmes; one  at State Medico-Legal Institute, Bhopal and two at Regional Forensic 

Science Laboratory, Bhopal for the newly appointed and promoted officers of HJS cadre in 

the month of  November, 2025. 

Apart that, Under ECT Special Drive programmes through State Judicial Academy, 

the Academy conducted two programmes for Technical Staff of District Court include OIC & 

Junior OIC of Computer Sections of of the district (ECT_11_2025) at Zonal headquarters; 

Jabalpur and Gwalior   on 01.11.2025 and 21.12.2025, respectively. 

  In this issue, we are publishing detailed articles on partition and accused statement 

in hindi. They are issues which affect the day to day functioning of the courts. I hope they 

help in enhancing the knowledge of our readers on these vital subjects. Also, under the “Our 

Legends” we are pleased to present the life journey of Justice M.C. Chagla. His work and 

contributions to the judiciary continue to inspire generations of legal professionals. Learning 

from such exemplary personalities helps strengthen values of integrity, dedication and public 

service. 

 This edition also includes a brief Annual Report of the Academy, which provides an 

overview of major activities and achievements of the year. Further, in   Part IV of this 

publication, a QR scan code has been provided to give easy access to the newly published rules. 

This reflects the Academy’s effort to use technology for better access to legal information. 

 As we move into the coming year, the Academy remains committed to promoting 

quality legal education, professional excellence and continuous learning. We will continue to 

work towards building a stronger and more efficient justice delivery system. 

 We conclude by inviting members of the Bar, Bench, academicians and legal 

professionals to contribute articles and research-based writings for future issues of this 

publication. Your contributions will help enrich this platform and support the growth of legal 

knowledge. 

 Best wishes! 

Umesh Pandav 

Director 
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MADHYA PRADESH STATE JUDICIAL ACADEMY, JABLAPUR 

Glimpses of Conference on Advocacy and Professional Competence:  

Pursuit of Excellence for Advocates  

(18
th

 November, 2025) 
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HON'BLE SHRI JUSTICE SANDEEP NATVARLAL BHATT ASSUMES CHARGE AS 

JUDGE OF HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH 
 

  Hon’ble Shri Justice Sandeep Natvarlal Bhatt, on His Lordship’s 

transfer from High Court of Gujarat, was administered oath of office on 4
th

 

November, 2025 by Hon’ble the Chief Justice Shri Sanjeev Sachdeva.   

  Hon'ble Shri Justice Sandeep Natvarlal Bhatt was born on              

16
th

 September, 1967 at Rajkot in the family of lawyers. After obtaining the 

degrees of B.Sc. from Kotak Science College, Rajkot in the year 1988 and 

LL.B. in the year 1992, His Lordship was enrolled as an Advocate with the 

Bar Council of Gujarat on 23
rd 

January, 1993. 

  His Lordship started practice as a lawyer initially at Rajkot, in the office of his father 

Late Shri Natvarlal S. Bhatt, who had served Bar Council of Gujarat as a Member for four terms. 

His Lordship was the Vice-Chairman of Bar Council of India by giving his excellent contribution 

in the various activities of Bar Council of India and also for betterment of the legal fraternity.  

Thereafter, His Lordship shifted to Ahmedabad in January, 1994 and started practising with Late 

Shri Girishbhai D. Bhatt, who has also served with Bar Council of Gujarat. His Lordship 

practised in the High Court of Gujarat and before various Tribunals. His Lordship was appointed 

as Judge of the High Court of Gujarat on 18
th

 October, 2021.  After approximately a period of 

four years, His Lordship was transferred to the High Court of Madhya Pradesh and took oath as 

Judge of High Court of Madhya Pradesh on 4
th

 November, 2025.   
 

  We on behalf of JOTI Journal wish His Lordship a very happy and successful 

tenure. 

  
 

 

HON'BLE SHRI JUSTICE ACHAL KUMAR PALIWAL DEMITS OFFICE 
 

 Hon'ble Shri Justice Achal Kumar Paliwal demitted office on His 

Lordship’s attaining superannuation.  

  Hon'ble Shri Justice Achal Kumar Paliwal was born on 26
th

 December, 

1963 at Etah (U.P.). His Lordship, after obtaining degrees of B.A., LL.B., 

joined the Madhya Pradesh Judicial Services on 14
th

 July, 1990. His Lordship 

was promoted as an officiating District Judge in the Higher Judicial Services 

w.e.f. 18
th

 June, 2007. His Lordship was granted Selection Grade Scale w.e.f. 

18
th

 June, 2012 and Super Time Scale w.e.f. 1
st
 April, 2018.  

  As Judge of District Judiciary, His Lordship worked in different capacities. His Lordship 

was Principal District & Sessions Judge, Vidisha from 11
th

 January, 2021. Prior to elevation, His 

Lordship was elevated as Judge of the High Court of Madhya Pradesh on 1
st
 May, 2023. During 

His Lordship’s tenure in the High Court of Madhya Pradesh, rendered invaluable services as 

Judge and Member of various Administrative Committees of the High Court. 
 

We on behalf of JOTI Journal wish His Lordship a very happy, healthy 

and prosperous life. 

  
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 PART – I 
 

           PART – I 
 

 

OUR LEGENDS 

Mr. Justice M. C. Chagla 
 

A Life of Principle, Courage and Constitutional Faith  
  

Mohamedali Currim Chagla, Justice was one of the finest examples 

of what a principled public servant could be in modern India. Lawyer, 

judge, diplomat, educationist and statesman, Justice chagla lived his life 

guided not by convenience or political fashion, but by conscience, reason, 

and an unshakable belief in secular democracy. His life story is not merely 

a record of high offices held; it is a study in integrity, courage and moral 

clarity during some of India’s most turbulent decades. 

Early Influences and Nationalist Spirit 

Born in Bombay in 1900, Justice Chagla grew up in a cosmopolitan environment that 

shaped his broad outlook. As a young boy, he was deeply influenced by the nationalist 

movement. When Bal Gangadhar Tilak was sentenced to imprisonment in 1908, young Justice 

Chagla joined public protests and even defied his guardians by wearing Indian clothes instead 

of European attire. This early act symbolised what would later become a lifelong pattern –

standing by conviction even when it came at a personal cost. 

While studying at Oxford, Justice Chagla emerged as a confident and articulate voice 

among Indian students. He was deeply influenced by liberal thought, constitutionalism and the 

idea that nationalism must be ethical rather than emotional. These ideas remained with him 

throughout his life. 

A Nationalist, Not a Communalist 

Justice Chagla’s relationship with Mohammed Ali Jinnah reflects his deep ideological 

clarity. Though initially close to Jinnah, he broke away when the latter began advocating the 

Two-Nation Theory. For Justice Chagla, the idea that religion should define nationality was 

unacceptable. He believed that India was, by geography and history, “meant to be one 

country,” and famously said: 
 

“The Gods in their wisdom wanted India to remain one and undivided.” 
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He rejected the notion that Muslims required political separatism. Instead, he believed 

that full citizenship within a secular framework was both possible and essential. His conviction 

was clear when he wrote: 

“It is not my idea of secularism that a man should be appointed merely 

because he belongs to a minority. True secularism means judging a man 

only by merit.” 
 

A Judge with Courage 

As Chief Justice of the Bombay High Court, Justice Chagla earned a reputation for 

independence and fearlessness. He resisted pressure from political leaders, including powerful 

Chief Ministers, when judicial independence was at stake. He believed that a judge must not 

only be impartial but must also be seen to be so. 

One revealing episode occurred when he opposed communal considerations in judicial 

appointments. When questioned by the Chief Minister for not appointing a Muslim Judge, 

Justice Chagla responded that merit – not religion – must guide such decisions. “If all the 

deserving candidates were Muslims, I would appoint all of them,” he said, “but I will not 

appoint anyone merely because he belongs to a community.” 

One of the most telling anecdotes from Justice Chagla’s life occurred during his tenure 

as Chief Justice when he openly criticised government policy on prohibition at a public 

gathering. This angered the political leadership, who felt a judge should remain silent. When 

confronted, Justice Chagla responded calmly that silence in the face of injustice was not 

neutrality but abdication of duty. His loyalty, he insisted, was not to the government of the day 

but to the Constitution and the people. 

This episode captures his character – unafraid, principled and deeply conscious of the 

moral responsibility that came with authority. 

International Statesman and Defender of Secular India 

Justice Chagla’s stature extended beyond India. As India’s representative at the 

United Nations during the 1965 conflict, he articulated India’s position with rare clarity. 

He told the world: 

“This is not a conflict over territory. It is a conflict between a secular 

state and a religious state.” 
 

 

He argued that India’s struggle was not against a people, but against an ideology 

that sought to define nationhood through religion. His speeches at the UN played a crucial 

role in countering propaganda and affirming India’s commitment to pluralism. 
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Education and the Idea of India 

As Education Minister, Justice Chagla again demonstrated his independence. He 

strongly opposed the hurried imposition of regional languages in higher education, warning 

that it would fragment national unity and harm academic standards. His belief was simple: 

education must unite, not divide. 

He resigned from the Cabinet when he felt his views were being ignored, stating with 

characteristic clarity that policies affecting generations could not be driven by political 

expediency. “In education,” he warned, “a mistake cannot be corrected easily. A generation 

may be lost.” 

Major Achievements at a Glance 

 Chief Justice of the Bombay High Court (1947–1958) 

 Judge at the International Court of Justice, The Hague 

 Ambassador to the United States, Mexico and Cuba 

 High Commissioner to the United Kingdom 

 Minister for Education and later External Affairs 

 Key Indian representative at the United Nations during critical international crises 

 Advocate of secularism, constitutionalism and judicial independence 

Legacy and Relevance 

M.C. Justice Chagla’s life stands as a reminder that true nationalism does not shout; it 

reasons. It does not exclude; it includes. He belonged to a generation that believed India’s 

greatness lay in its pluralism, its institutions and its moral courage. 

In an age when public life often rewards conformity over conscience, Justice Chagla’s 

life offers a powerful lesson: that it is possible to serve the nation without surrendering one’s 

principles. His legacy endures not merely in the offices he held, but in the ideals he refused to 

abandon. 

  
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e-iz- jkT; U;kf;d vdkneh] tcyiqj 

vkijkf/kd U;k; iz.kkyh esa izkd`frd U;k; ds fl)kar ds rgr vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k tkWp vkSj 

fopkj.k ds nkSjku ,d egRoiw.kZ pj.k gS ftldk vuvuqikyu _tq ,oa U;k;iw.kZ izfdz;k ds ewyHkwr 

vf/kdkj dks izHkkfor djrk gSA e-iz- jkT; U;kf;d vdkneh }kjk izdkf’kr tksfr tuZy ds o"kZ 1998 

ds twu vad esa rRdkyhu funs’kd Jheku iq:"kksRre fo".kq uketks’kh egksn; }kjk ^^vkjksih ijh{k.k% 

mn~ns’; ,oa iz’uksa dh jpuk^^] o"kZ 2002 ds twu vad esa rRdkyhu funs’kd Jheku ,-ds- lDlsuk 

egksn; }kjk ^^n.M izfdz;k lafgrk dh /kkjk 313 ds rgr vkjksih ls iwNrkN & oLrq ,oa izfdz;k^^ ,oa 

twu&2023 ds vad esa] bl fo"k; ij vkys[k izdkf’kr fd;s x;s] tks vkt Hkh lqlaxr gSA fo"k; dh 

egRork] ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; rFkk mPp U;k;ky; ds uohure U;k;fu.kZ; ,oa U;k;ǹ"Vkar 

esa izfrikfnr 

fn’kk&funsZ’k ds vkyksd esa bl vkys[k dh jpuk djuk vko’;d gqvk gSA 

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us U;k;ǹ"Vkar 

esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k gS fd fdlh vijk/k ds vfHk;qDr dks viuk cpko 

djus dk tks laoS/kkfud vf/kdkj feyk gS] og flQZ fn[kkok ;k dkYifud ugha gSA fopkj.k _tq ,oa 

;qfDr;qDr gks blds fy;s vfHk;qDr dks cpko dk izHkkoh volj iznku fd;k tkuk vfuok;Z gSA  

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us 

ds ekeys esa _tq fopkj.k dh vo/kkj.kk ij cgqr cy fn;k vkSj dgk fd bldk 

eryc flQZ ;g ugha gS fd vfHk;qDr dks nks"kh Bgjk;k tk, vkSj ltk nh tk,] rFkkfi lquokbZ esa 

,d fu"i{k vkSj lgh çfØ;k dk ikyu fd;k tk,A U;k;ky;ksa dk ;g lcls cM+k drZO; gS fd os 

U;k; ç'kklu esa turk dk Hkjkslk cuk, j[ksa rkfd dkuwu dh xfjek cuh jgsA ihBklhu U;k;k/kh'k 

dks flQZ n'kZd ;k fjd‚fMaZx e'khu ugha cus jguk pkfg,] cfYd lquokbZ esa lfØ; :i ls Hkkx ysuk 

pkfg,] cqf)eÙkk fn[kkuh pkfg,] lfØ; #fp ysuh pkfg, vkSj lgh urhts ij igq¡pus ds fy, t:jh 

lHkh çklafxd lkexzh gkfly djuh pkfg,] lPpkbZ dk irk yxkuk pkfg,A 

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk  ds ekeys esa 

vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds egRo dks js[kkafdr djrs gq;s vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k fd vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k lgh 

rjhds ls fd;k tkuk pkfg,] tSlk fd fçoh dkmafly us 

 ds ekeys esa crk;k Fkk] fd vxj lk{; esa dksbZ ckr vfHk;qDr ds 

fo:) egRoiw.kZ ekuh tkrh gS vkSj nks"kfl)h mlh ij vk/kkfjr gksus okyh gS] rks ;g lgh vkSj 

mfpr gS fd vfHk;qDr ls ml ekeys ds ckjs esa iz’u fd;s tk,sa vkSj vxj og pkgs rks mls 
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Li"Vhdj.k nsus dk volj fn;k tk,A ;g ,d egRoiw.kZ vkSj Qk;nsean çko/kku gS vkSj eSa bls 

utjvankt djus dh btktr ugha ns ldrkA 

  ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us  esa ;g O;Dr fd;k fd ^^eq>s ;g 

ns[kdj nq[k gksrk gS fd dbZ ekeyksa esa] fo’ks"k l= U;k;ky; esa] bl ij cgqr de /;ku fn;k tkrk 

gSA ysfdu pkgs ekeyk l= U;k;ky; ds le{k gks ;k mikiZ.k U;k;ky; ds le{k] ;g t:jh gS fd 

/kkjk 342 ¼leorhZ izko/kku% n.M izfd;k lafgrk] 1973 dh /kkjk 313] Hkkjrh; ukxfjd lqj{kk lafgrk] 

2023 dh /kkjk 351½ ds çko/kkuksa dk fu"i{k vkSj bZekunkjh ls ikyu fd;k tk,Aß blh dze esa 

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk  ds ekeys esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr 

fd;k fd bl U;k;ky; }kjk 1951 esa]  ekeys esa fu.kZ; lqukrs le;] nq[k 

trk;k Fkk fd dbZ ekeyksa esa] na-iz-la-] 1898 dh /kkjk 342 ds egRoiw.kZ çko/kku ij cgqr de /;ku 

fn;k tkrk gSA gesa ;g ns[kdj nq[k gks jgk gS fd 72 lky ckn Hkh fLFkfr oSlh gh cuh gqbZ gS] 

D;ksafd ge cM+h la[;k esa ekeyksa esa ,slh dfe;k¡ ns[krs gSaA jk"Vªh; ,oa jkT; U;kf;d vdknfe;ksa dks 

bl fLFkfr ij /;ku nsuk pkfg,A  

 ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; ds mijksDr fu.kZ;ksa ls Li"V gS fd vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k esa 

U;k;k/kh’kx.k vko’;d lrZdrk vkSj lko/kkuhiwoZd dk;Z u djrs gq;s mlds egRo dks /;ku esa ugha 

j[k ik jgs gSa] tcfd vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds izko/kkuksa dk vuvuqikyu dk ykHk vfHk;qDr dks izkIr 

gksrk gS rks og ihfM+r ds izfr U;k; esa ck/kk gS] ogha vfHk;qDr ds _tq fopkj.k ds vf/kdkj dks Hkh 

izHkkfor djrk gSA 

  

 ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n"̀Vkar 

 esa izfrikfnr fd;k gS fd vfHk;qä ijh{k.k nks mís';ksa dh iwfrZ 

djrk gS& çFke] vfHk;qä dks vius vkpj.k dks Li"V djus dk volj çnku djuk rFkk f}rh;] 

mlds fo#) vijk/k çekf.kr djus okyh lk{; ds :i esa LFkkfir rF;ksa dk çR;k[;ku djukA 

vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds mn~ns’; dks js[kkafdr djrs gq;s ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n`"Vkar 

esa izfrikfnr 

fd;k gS fd cpko lk{; dh voLFkk /kkjk 313 ds varxZr vfHk;qä dFku ys[k fd;s tkus ds mijkUr 

vkrh gS tc rd vfHk;qä ds le{k lHkh rkfRod ifjfLFkfr;ka ugha j[k nh tkrh gSa rc rd og ;g 

fu.kZ; ugha ys ldrk fd og dksbZ cpko lk{; çLrqr djuk pkgrk gS ;k ughaA  

 ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n"̀Vkar 

 esa izfrikfnr fd;k gS fd vfHk;qDr ijh{kk dk iw.kZ mís'; vfHk;qä dks ,d 

_tq o mfpr volj mlds fo:) lk{; esa çdV gqbZ ifjfLFkfr;ksa ds ckjs esa Li"Vhdj.k djus ds 

fy, miyC/k djkuk gSA vfHk;qä dk /;ku vkjksi ds mu fof'k"V fcUnqvksa vkSj lk{; ds fcUnqvksa dh 

vksj vkdf"kZr djokuk pkfg, ftuds vk/kkj ij vfHk;kstu ;g nkok djrk gS fd vfHk;qä ds fo:) 
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,d ekeyk curk gSA ,slk /;ku vkdf"kZr djokus ls vfHk;qä ;fn pkgs rks Li"Vhdj.k nsus ds fy, 

l{ke gks ldrk gSA vfHk;qä ls ftl laca/k esa iwNk gh ugha x;k ml ckjs esa mlds Li"Vhdj.k nsus 

esa vlQy jgus ds vk/kkj ij dh xbZ nks"kflf) fof/k ds vuqlkj xyr gSA 

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk 

,oa

ds U;k;n`"Vkarksa esa vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds mn~ns’; ,oa 

vko’;drk dks Li"V fd;k gS ftls la{ksi esa bl izdkj izLrqr fd;k tk ldrk gS& 

bldk mn~ns’; vfHk;qDr dks vius fo:) lk{; esa izdV gksus okyh fdUgha ifjfLFkfr;ksa dk 

Lo;a Li"Vhdj.k dj ldus ds fy;s l{ke cukuk gSA 

  ;g vkijkf/kd fopkj.k esa vfHk;qDr dks funksZf"krk lkfcr djus ds fy;s ,d ewY;oku lqj{kk 

dop miyC/k djkrk gSA 

bldk mn~ns’; U;k;ky; ,oa vfHk;qDr ds e/; laokn LFkkfir djuk gS tks fd vfHk;qDr ds 

fgr esa gS vkSj U;k;ky; dks vafre fu.kZ; ij iagqpus esa l{ke cukrk gSA

bl çfØ;k esa tks fl)kar lekfo"V gS] og flQZ ,d çfØ;kRed vkSipkfjdrk ugha gS] cfYd 

;g çk—frd U;k; ds eq[; fl)kar] ^^v‚Mh vYVje ikVZe^^ ij vk/kkfjr gSA 

;g izko/kku U;k;ky; ij ;g drZO; vf/kjksfir djrk gS fd og vfHk;qDr ls ml ekeys ds 

ckjs esa lk/kkj.kr% iz’u djs ftlls vfHk;qDr mlds fo:) lk{; esa izdV ifjfLFkfr;ksa ds 

laca/k esa Li"Vhdj.k ns ldsA  

  tc vfHk;qDr ls iz’u fd;k tkrk gS] rks vfHk;qDr vius dks lfEefyr gksus ls iw.kZ :i ls 

badkj dj ldrk gS ,oa U;k;ky; }kjk iwNh xbZ fdlh ckr ls euk dj ldrk gS ;k iwjh 

rjg fujLr dj ldrk gS vFkkZr vfHk;qDr dks ijh{k.k esa fd;s x;s iz’uksa dk mRrj nsus ds 

fy;s iz’uxr ugha fd;k tk ldrk gSA 

  vfHk;qDr vius cpko ds fy;s mlds }kjk is’k fd;s x;s rF;ksa dks Lohdkj dj ldrk gSA 

vfHk;qDr ds dFku lk{; dh Js.kh esa ugha vkrs gSaA vr% mlds vk/kkj ij nks"kflf) ugha dh 

tk ldrhA vfHk;qDr fof/kd rkSj ij ekU;rk çkIr cpko viukus ds fy, vius fo:) is'k 

fd, x, nks"kh Bgjkus okyh ifjfLFkfr dks Lohdkj Hkh dj ldrk gSA 

     ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk vfHk;qDr ds ijh{k.k ds laca/k esa iwoksZDr mYysf[kr 

U;k;ǹ"Vkar ,oa   esa fopkj.k U;k;ky;ksa ds izfr 

[ksn O;Dr fd;k gS D;kasfd vkijkf/kd fopkj.k esa izfdz;k dk _tq ,oa U;k;iw.kZ gksus ds fy;s 
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U;k;ky; dk ;g vfuok;Z drZO; gS fd og =qfV jfgr izfdz;k viukdj vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds 

mn~~ns’;ksa ds vuq:i dk;Z djsA ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk 

ds ekeys esa ;g O;Dr fd;k fd vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ek= U;k;ky; 

dh vkSipkfjdrk ugha gS D;ksafd bl vk/kkj ij vfHk;qä cpko lk{; ;k dksbZ vU; lk{; çLrqr 

djuk r; djrk gSA 

    ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk esa O;Dr fd;k 

x;k gS fd çR;sd nkf.Md U;k;ky; dk ;g xaHkhj nkf;Ro gS fd og lk{; dk ifj'khyu dj 

ç'ukoyh fufeZr djsA ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk ds ekeys esa

O;Dr fd;k fd izdj.k ds vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ,d nq[kn fLFkfr fn[kkrs gSaA ;g U;k;ky; dh rjQ ls 

fof/k ds vk/kkj vkSj fl)karksa dk ikyu djus esa ?kksj foQyrk gSA rhu vfHk;qDrksa ds dFku 

,d&nwljs dh dkcZu d‚ih gSa ,oa gj vko’;d ifjfLFkfr dks vfHk;qDr ds le{k ugha j[kk x;kA 

Hkkjrh; ukxfjd lqj{kk lafgrk 2023 ¼ftls vkxs  ls lacksf/kr fd;k tk jgk gS½ 

dh /kkjk 351 U;k;ky; dks vfHk;qDr dh ijh{kk djus dh 'kfDr iznku djrh gSA U;k;ky; ¼d½ 

fdlh çØe esa] vfHk;qä dks igys ls psrkouh fn, fcuk] mlls ,sls ç'u dj ldrk gS tks U;k;ky; 

vko';d le>s( rFkk ¼[k½ vfHk;kstu ds lkf{k;ksa dh ijh{kk fd, tkus ds i'pkr~ vkSj vfHk;qä ls 

viuh çfrj{kk djus dh vis{kk fd, tkus ds iwoZ ml ekeys ds ckjs esa mlls lk/kkj.kr;k ç'u 

djsxkA tc U;k;ky; [k.M ¼d½ ds rgr vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k djrk gS rks Hkh laiw.kZ vfHk;kstu lk{; 

lekIr gksus ds mijakr iqu% laiw.kZ :i ls vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k djuk ck/;dj gSA 
 

   e/;izns’k fu;e rFkk vkns’k ¼vkijkf/kd½ dk fu;e 165 ;g fofgr djrk gS fd ;|fi tc 

iwoZorhZ Lrj ij vfHk;qä dk ijh{k.k fd;k tk pqdk gS] rc Hkh vfHk;kstu ekeys ds iw.kZ gksus ds ckn 

U;k;ky; mldk ijh{k.k vo'; djsxk] tSls vfHk;kstu lkf{k;ksa dk ijh{k.k vkSj çfrijh{k.k vkSj mudk 

vkxs çfrijh{k.k ;fn dksbZ gks rks mlds ckn] vkjksi yxk, tkus ds ckn vkSj viuk cpko çLrqr djus 

ds fy, mls dgs tkus ds iwoZ] fdlh fcUnq dks tks fd iwoZorhZ Lrj ij iwNs x, ç'u esa 'kkfey ugha gS 

Li"V djus ds fy, mldks volj nsus ds fy, U;k;ky; leLr ç'u ftUgsa og vko';d le>s iwN 

ysrk gS] mlds ckn Hkh vfHk;qä ls ;g iwNuk fd D;k mls vkSj dqN dguk gS] okaNuh; gSA  

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;ǹ"Vkar 

 esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k gS fd U;k;ky; ds fy;s ;g 

vko';d gS fd og vfHk;qä ls lk/kkj.kr% vfHk;kstu lk{; lekIr gks tkus ds i'pkRk~ mlds fo:) 

lk{; esa çdV gksus okyh ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks Li"V djus ds fy;s ç'u iwNsA blds fy;s ;g vko';d 

ugha gS fd vfHk;kstu lk{; ds çR;sd okD; dks iqu% ys[kc) fd;k tkos vkSj mls ,d ckj iqu% i<+k 

tkosA ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; dh rhu U;k;k/kh’kx.k dh ihB }kjk U;k;ǹ"Vkar 

 esa ;g micaf/kr fd;k x;k gS fd na-ç-la- dh 
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/kkjk 313 ds varxZr dFkuksa dks fHkUu&fHkUu fnukadksa ij Hkkx esa ntZ fd;k x;k gS] rks voS/kkfud 

ugha gSA fHkUu&fHkUu fnukadksa ij i`Fkd dFku i;kZIr vuqikyu gSaA  

  lafgrk dh /kkjk 351 mi/kkjk ¼2½ ds vuqlkj tc vfHk;qä dh ijh{kk dh tkrh gS rc 

mls dksbZ 'kiFk ugha fnykbZ tk,xh rFkk mi/kkjk ¼3½ ;g micaf/kr djrh gS fd vfHk;qä ,sls ç'uksa 

ds mÙkj nsus ls badkj djus ls ;k mlds feF;k mÙkj nsus ls naMuh; ugha gks tk,xkA e/;izns’k 

fu;e rFkk vkns’k ¼vkijkf/kd½ dk fu;e 161 ;g fofgr djrk gS fd fd, x, ç'u mu fcUnqvksa 

rd lhfer jguk pkfg, tks fd lk{; esa yk, x, gksa rFkk vfHk;qä ls çfrijh{k.k dh ç—fr ds ugha 

gksuk pkfg, vkSj u bl /kkjk }kjk nh xbZ 'kfä dk ç;ksx vfHk;kstu i{k dh lk{; dh dfe;ksa dks 

iwjk djus ,oa vfHk;qä ds tkudkjh fudkyus ds fy, fd;k tkuk pkfg,A 

   vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k dk iz;kstu vfHk;qDr ds fo:) lk{; esa izdV gksus okyh fdUgha 

ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks vfHk;qDr }kjk Li"V dj ldus ds fy;s volj iznku djuk gSA vr% bl laca/k esa 

e/;izns’k fu;e rFkk vkns’k ¼vkijkf/kd½ dk fu;e 162 ;g fofgr djrk gS fd lk/kkj.kr% ;g 

okaNuh; gS fd çR;sd lk{kh ds dFku esa vk, gq, fo'ks"k fcUnqvksa dk vfHk;qä dks Lej.k djkrs gq, 

mlls ç'u ml çR;sd fcUnqvksa ij fd, tk,¡A vfHk;qä dnkfpr~ gh fyf[kr Vhi vfHk;kstu lk{; 

dh ysrk gS rFkk mlls bl ckr dh vk'kk fd;k tkuk fd bu lHkh fcUnqvksa dks og ;kn j[ksxk 

vuqfpr rFkk U;k; ds foijhr gksxkA e/;izns’k fu;e rFkk vkns’k ¼vkijkf/kd½ ds fu;e 163 ds 

vuqlkj lkekU; vkSj vLi"V ç'u ;Fkk ^^tks lkf{k;ksa us dgk gS] og rqeus lquk gSA rqEgsa D;k dguk 

gS\^^ fu#Rlkfgr fd, tkus ;ksX; gSA çk;% çR;sd lk{kh dk ìFkd :i ls lUnHkZ nsuk loksZÙke gS 

D;ksafd vU; dkj.kksa ds lkFk gh] çR;sd lk{kh dk i{k fojks/kh gksuk vFkok vU;Fkk ,d ,slk fo"k; gS 

ftl ij fd lkekU;r% vfHk;qä dh lquokbZ dh tkuh pkfg,A 

   lafgrk dh /kkjk 316 mi/kkjk ¼1½ ds vuqlkj tc dHkh vfHk;qä dh ijh{kk fdlh eftLVªsV 

l= U;k;ky; }kjk dh tkrh gS rc mlls iwNs x, çR;sd ç'u vkSj mlds }kjk fn, x, çR;sd mÙkj 

lfgr ,slh lc ijh{kk Lo;a ihBklhu U;k;k/kh'k ;k eftLVªsV }kjk ;k tgka og fdlh 'kkjhfjd ;k 

vU; vleFkZrk ds dkj.k ,slk djus esa vleFkZ gS] ogka mlds }kjk bl fufeÙk fu;qä U;k;ky; ds 

fdlh vf/kdkjh }kjk mlds funs'ku vkSj v/kh{k.k esa iwjs rkSj ij vfHkfyf[kr dh tk,xhA  

   lafgrk dh /kkjk 316 mi/kkjk ¼2½ ds vuqlkj vfHkys[k] ;fn lk/; gks rks] ml Hkk"kk esa 

gksxk ftlesa vfHk;qä dh ijh{kk dh tkrh gS ;k ;fn ;g lk/; u gks rks U;k;ky; dh Hkk"kk esa gksxk 

rFkk mi/kkjk ¼3½ ds vuqlkj vfHkys[k vfHk;qä dks fn[kk fn;k tk,xk ;k mls i<+dj lquk fn;k 

tk,xk ;k ;fn og ml Hkk"kk dks ugha le>rk gS ftlesa og fy[kk x;k gS rks mldk Hkk"kkUrj mls 

ml Hkk"kk esa] ftls og le>rk gS] lquk;k tk,xk vkSj og vius mÙkjksa dk Li"Vhdj.k djus ;k 

muesa dksbZ ckr tksM+us ds fy, Lora= gksxkA  

   e/;izns’k fu;e rFkk vkns’k ¼vkijkf/kd½ dk fu;e 167 ;g fofgr djrk gS fd vfHk;qä 

ls iwNs x, ç'u vkSj mlds }kjk fn, x, mÙkj i`Fkd~ :i ls ml Hkk"kk ftlesa fd mldk ijh{k.k 
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fd;k tk jgk gS] dks Bhd ls iwjk vfHkfyf[kr fd;k tkuk pkfg,A ,sls ekeyksa esa ftuesa eftLVªsV 

}kjk Lo;a ijh{k.k vfHkfyf[kr ugha fd;k tkrk gS mls bl ckr dk Kkiu U;k;ky; dh Hkk"kk ;k 

vaxzsth esa] ;fn og vaxzsth Hkk"kk ls i;kZIr :i ls ifjfpr gS] Lo;a fy[kuk vko';d gSA 

   vfHk;qä ijh{k.k esa vfHk;qä ds le{k mldh Hkk"kk esa vfHk;ksxkRed lkexzh u j[ks tkus 

dk çHkko dks ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; dh rhu U;k;k/kh’kx.k dh ihB us U;k;n"̀Vkar 

 esa bl izdkj Li"V fd;k gS fd lk{khx.k vfHk;qä ds le{k ,slh Hkk"kk 

esa dFku dj ldrs gSa tks vfHk;qä dks Kkr u gksA ;fn lk{; esa çdV gksus okyh rkfRod 

ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks vfHk;qä ds le{k ugha j[kk tkrk gS vkSj mls mldh le> esa vkus okyh Hkk"kk esa 

ugha le>k;k tkrk gS] rc blls vfHk;qä ds çfr iwokZxzg mRiUu gksxkA

   lafgrk dh /kkjk 316 mi/kkjk ¼4½ ds vuqlkj rc ml ij vfHk;qä vkSj eftLVªsV ;k 

ihBklhu U;k;k/kh'k gLrk{kj djsaxs vkSj eftLVªsV ;k ihBklhu U;k;k/kh'k vius gLrk{kj ls çekf.kr 

djsxk fd ijh{kk mldh mifLFkfr esa dh xbZ Fkh vkSj mlus mls lquk Fkk vkSj vfHkys[k esa vfHk;qä 

}kjk fd, x, dFku dk iw.kZ vkSj lgh o.kZu gSA e/;izns’k fu;e rFkk vkns’k ¼vkijkf/kd½ dk fu;e 

168 ;g fofgr djrk gS fd vfHk;qä dk ijh{k.k mldks fn[kkuk] i<+kuk ;k mls le>kuk pkfg, 

vkSj lR; gksus dh og tks ?kks"k.kk djs rRi'pkRk mlds gLrk{kj rFkk ckn esa eftLVªsV ds gLrk{kj 

fd, tk,¡xsA rc eftLVªsV vius gLrk{kj ls çekf.kr djsxk fd mldh mifLFkfr vkSj Jo.k xkspjrk 

esa ijh{kk dh xbZ gS vkSj vfHk;qä }kjk fd, x, dFku dk iw.kZ vkSj lgh fooj.k vfHkys[k esa gSA ;g 

vkSipkfjdrk,¡ l[rh ls ikyuh; gSaA 

   lafgrk dh /kkjk 351 dh mi/kkjk ¼5½ ;g micaf/kr djrh gS fd U;k;ky; bl /kkjk ds 

i;kZIr vuqikyu ds :i esa vfHk;qä }kjk fyf[kr dFku Qkby fd, tkus dh vuqKk ns ldsxkA 

e/;izns’k fu;e rFkk vkns’k ¼vkijkf/kd½ dk fu;e 168 ;g fofgr djrk gS fd ;fn vfHk;qä ;k 

mldk vf/koäk dksbZ fyf[kr dFku djs rks mls vfHkys[k ds lkFk uLrh fd;k tkuk pkfg,] ijUrq 

fyf[kr dFku çLrqr djuk U;k;ky; dks lafgrk }kjk vf/kjksfir bl drZO; ls eqä ugha djrk fd 

og vfHk;kstu i{k dh lk{; lekIr gksus ds ckn vfHk;qä dk ijh{k.k djsA  

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa 

;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k gS fd vfHk;qä }kjk mi/kkjk ¼5½ ds varxZr fyf[kr dFku çLrqr fd;k x;k 

,oa U;k;ky; }kjk mls çn'kZ vafdr fd;k x;k gS rks ,sls dFku dks vfHk;kstu }kjk çLrqr dh xbZ 

lk{; ds çdk'k esa fopkj esa ysuk pkfg, ,oa bls vfHk;qä ijh{k.k dk Hkkx ekuk tk,xkA  

    lafgrk dh /kkjk 351 dh mi/kkjk ¼5½ ;g micaf/kr djrh gS fd U;k;ky; ,sls lqlaxr 

ç'u rS;kj djus esa] tks vfHk;qä ls iwNs tkus gSa] vfHk;kstd vkSj çfrj{kk dkmafly dh lgk;rk ys 

ldsxkA vr% U;k;ky; dks vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k gsrq lqlaxr iz’uksa dks rS;kj djus esa vfHk;kstu ,oa 

cpko i{k dh lgk;rk ysuh pkfg, ftlls fd vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k =qfV jfgr gksA 
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    ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr 

fd;k x;k gS fd vusd vkijkf/kd fopkj.kksa esa cgqr la[;k esa lk{kh ijhf{kr gksrs gSa vkSj cgqr T;knk 

lk{; gksrh gSA U;k;ky; dks vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds iz’u rS;kj djus esa vfHk;kstu ,oa cpko i{k ds 

vf/koDRkk dh enn ysus dk vf/kdkj izkIr gSA vr% fopkj.k U;k;ky; ges’kk vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds iwoZ 

mudh izfrfyfi vfHk;kstu ,oa izfrj{kk dkmafly dks ns ldrk gS vkSj ;g lqfuf’pr djus ds fy;s 

mudh enn ekax ldrk gS fd vfHk;qDr ds fo:) izdV gksus okyh leLr vko’;d ifjfLFkfr;ka 

mlds le{k j[kh tk;asA  

    ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk esa fu/kkZfjr fl)karksa 

dks U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa nksgjkrs gq;s ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k gS 

fd yksd vfHk;kstd ls ;g visf{kr gS fd og U;k;ky; dk /;ku vfHk;qä ds le{k lHkh nks"kiw.kZ 

lkexzh çLrqr djus dh vko';drk dh vksj vkdf"kZr djsA mls vfHk;qä ls iwNs tkus okys ç'uksa dks 

rS;kj djus esa U;k;ky; dh lgk;rk djuh pkfg,A ;g lqfuf'pr djuk yksd vfHk;kstd dk drZO; 

gS fd ekeys ds lapkyu esa dksbZ Hkh deh u gks] ftlls vfHk;qä ds çfr iwokZxzg iSnk gksA  

    ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk esa ;g Hkh O;Dr fd;k 

gS fd yksd vfHk;kstd ,oa izfrj{kk dkmafly vius i{kdkjksa ds eq[ki= u gksdj U;k;ky; ds 

vf/kdkjh gSa vkSj mUgsa bl :i esa U;k;ky; dh enn djuh pkfg,A U;kf;d vf/kdkfj;ksa dks Hkh 

mi/kkjk ¼5½ dk ykHk nsus ds funZs’k fn;s x;s gSa fd os vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds iz’u rS;kj djus esa 

vfHk;kstu ,oa cpko i{k ds vf/koDRkk dh enn izkIr djsa ,oa mUgsa vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds iwoZ mudh 

izfrfyfi nsaA ftlls vfHk;qDr dFku esa xyfr;ksa ;k yksi dh laHkkouk de gksxhA 

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk ds ekeys es a

O;Dr fd;k fd vfHk;kstd }kjk vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k esa U;k;ky; dh enn djus esa vius drZO; dks 

utjvankt fd;k gSA vfHk;kstd U;k;ky; dk ,d vf/kdkjh gksrk gS vkSj U;k; ds fgr esa dke 

djus dh mldh xaHkhj ftEesnkjh gksrh gSA ¼ns[ksa% 

½ 

 

  lafgrk dh /kkjk 530 ;g micaf/kr djrh gS fd lafgrk ds v/khu lHkh fopkj.k vkSj 

dk;Zokfg;ka bysDVªkWfud lalwpuk ds mi;ksx ;k JO;&ǹ’; bysDVªkWfud lk/kuksa dk mi;ksx }kjk 

bysDVªkWfud i)fr esa dh tk ldrh gSA bl laca/k esa ekuuh; e/;izns’k mPp U;k;ky; }kjk fufeZr 

 dks Hkh /;ku esa j[kk tkuk vko’;d gSA lafgrk dh /kkjk 316 mi/kkjk ¼4½ ds vuqlkj tgka 

vfHk;qä vfHkj{kk esa gS rFkk bysDVªkWfud ek/;e ls mldk ijh{k.k fd;k tkrk gS] rks ,sls ijh{k.k ls 

cgÙkj ?kaVs ds Hkhrj mlds gLrk{kj fy, tk,axsA  
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   ekuuh; e/;izns’k mPp U;k;ky; }kjk 

 esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k fd 

bysDVªkWfud i)fr ls vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k djus ds fy;s izFke bl ckr dk mYys[k fd;k tkuk pkfg, 

fd dFku ohfM;ks dkUQzsaflax ds ek/;e ls ys[kc) fd;s tk jgs gSa ,oa f}rh; ;g vfHkfyf[kr fd;k 

tkuk vko’;d gS fd e-iz- ftyk U;k;ky; ohfM;ks dkUQzsaflax ,oa vkWfM;ks&fotqvy bysDVªkWfud 

fyadst :Yl] 2020 ds fu;e 8 mifu;e ¼3½ ds ikyu esa vfHkj{kk esa fu:) vfHk;qDr dks ohfM;ks 

dkUQszaflax ds iwoZ ,oa i'pkr vius vf/koDrk ls ijke’kZ djus ds fy;s i;kZIr volj miyC/k djk;k 

x;k FkkA U;k;ky; }kjk vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds fu;eksa dk ikyu u fd;k tkuk vfHk;qDr dks iwokZxzg 

dkfjr djrk gSA 

   ekuuh; mPPre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n"̀Vkar 

,oa  esa 

vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k esa pwd ds izHkko dks Li"V fd;k x;k gSA ekuuh; mPPre U;k;ky; }kjk 

U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k gS fd tc bl 

/kkjk ds ikyu dh ckr vkrh gS] rks vafre VsLV ;g tkapuk vkSj lqfuf'pr djuk gS fd vkjksih dks 

viuh ckr dgus dk ekSdk feyk ;k ughaA 

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n`"Vkar esa ;g O;Dr fd;k 

x;k fd vfHk;qä ijh{k.k esa vkjksih dk /;ku çR;sd vfHk;ksxkRed rRoksa dh vksj vkdf"kZr fd;k 

tkuk pkfg, ftlls mls mUgsa Li"V djus dk volj miyC/k gks ldsA vfHk;qä dks Lo;a dh 

çfrj{kk dk fu"i{k volj çkIr ugha gqvk D;ksafd U;k;ky; }kjk leLr vfHk;ksxkRed rRoksa dks 

vfHk;qä ds le{k ugha j[kk x;kA vr% vfHk;qä dk ijh{k.k ykijokghiwoZd gSA 

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;ǹ"Vkar 

esa ;g O;Dr fd;k x;k fd vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k dk mís'; ek= 

vfHk;qä dk /;ku leLr nks"kkjksi.k lk{; dh vksj yk;k tkuk gSA vr% ikyu u fd;k tkuk Lo;a 

esa nks"keqfä dk vk/kkj ugha gSaA ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us ;g iwoZ ls Li"V fd;k gS fd ;fn 

vfHk;qDr dks iwokZxzg dkfjr gqvk gS rks fopkj.k nwf"kr gksxkA vfHk;qDr dks iwokZxzg dkfjr gqvk gS fd 

ugha ;g izekf.kr djus dk Hkkj vfHk;qDr ij gSA vfHk;qDr dFku ;fn =qfViw.kZ gS rks mldk izHkko 

izdj.k dh ifjfLFkfr;ksa ds vuqlkj vxzfyf[kr gks ldrk& 

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k esa vfHk;qDr ds fo:) lk{; ls izdV 

ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks izLrqr djus esa foQyrk ds izHkko dks U;k;n"̀Vkar 
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esa Li"V djrs gq;s ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr] fd;k x;k gS fd ,slh 

ifjfLFkfr;ksa ij U;k;ky; }kjk fopkj ugha fd;k tkuk pkfg,A U;k;n`"Vkar 

 esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k gS fd mu ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks tks vfHk;qDr ds le{k ugha j[kh 

xbZ gS mUgsa fopkj esa ugha ysuk pkfg,A  

  ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk esa O;Dr fd;k gS fd 

vfHk;kstu }kjk nksuksa ihfM+rksa ds e`R;qdkfyd dFku ij fuHkZjrk O;Dr dh fdUrq vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k esa 

vfHk;qDr dks Li"Vhdj.k dk volj ugha fn;k x;k ftlls mls iwokZxzg dkfjr gqvkA bl dkj.k 

e`R;qdkfyd dFku ij fopkj ugha fd;k tk ldrk gSA vr% ;g iw.kZ :i ls LFkkfir fl)kar gS fd 

;fn dksbZ lk{; ;k rF; vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k esa vfHk;qDr ds le{k ugha j[kk x;k gS rks U;k;ky; ,sls 

lk{; ij fopkj ugha dj ldrk gSA  

 

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n"̀Vkar 

esa ;g O;Dr fd;k x;k gS fd /kkjk 313 n-ç-la- ds ijh{k.k esa vfHk;qä 

dk /;ku mls vijk/k esa fyIr djus okyh lkexzh ij u ykus ls Loeso dk;Zokgh nwf"kr ugha gksrhA 

vfHk;qä dks ;g n'kkZuk gksxk dh ,slh pwd ls U;k; dh gkfu gqbZ gSA vihy U;k;ky; ,sls le; ij 

vijk/k esa fyIr djus okyh og lkexzh vfHk;qä ds /;ku esa yk ldrk gS vkSj ml ifjfLFkfr ds ckjs 

esa mldk Li"Vhdj.k ys ldrk gS ,oa bl deh dks iw.kZ dj ldrk gSA  

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n"̀Vkar  esa ;g 

vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k gS fd ;fn vfHk;qDr dks iwokZxzg dkfjr gqvk gS rks fopkj.k nwf"kr gksxkA 

fdUrq ;g ,d ,slh vfu;ferrk gS ftls Bhd fd;k tk ldrk gSA vihyh; U;k;ky; mu 

ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks vfHk;qDr ds le{k j[kdj vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k dj ldrk gS vkSj fdUrq ;g egRoiw.kZ 

/;ku nsus okyh ckr gS fd ?kVuk dh fnukad ls fdruk le; O;rhr gks pqdk gSA

 

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;ǹ"Vkar  esa ;g 

vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k gS fd ;fn lk{; vfHk;qDr ds le{k ugha j[kh tkrh gS rks mUgsa fopkj esa 

fy;s tkus ds LFkku ij ekeys dks fopkj.k gsrq fopkj.k U;k;ky; dks iqu% izsf"kr fd;k tk ldrk gS 

vkSj ;g funsZf’kr fd;k tk ldrk gS fd mlh izdze ls ekeys esa iqu% fopkj.k 'kq: fd;k tkosA 

 ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n"̀Vkar 

 esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k gS fd ;fn ,slk vuqikyu u djuk vfHk;qä ij 

rkfRod :i ls çfrdwy çHkko Mkyrk gS rc vihy U;k;ky; çdj.k dks çfrçsf"kr djus ds fy, 

l'kä gksrh gS vkSj ;g funsZ'k ns ldrh gS fd /kkjk 313 n-ç-la- ds dFku vfHkfyf[kr djus ds 

çØe ls ekeys dk iqu% fopkj.k fd;k tk;sA U;k;n`"Vkar  esa Hkh 
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ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk ;gh fn’kk&funsZ’k fn;s gSa fd iwjd vfHk;qDr dFku fy;s tkus ds 

fy;s fopkj.k U;k;ky; dks ekeyk Hkstk tk ldrk gSA 

 

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;n"̀Vkar

 esa ;g Li"V fd;k x;k gS fd vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k ds nkSjku ç'u dk u iwNk 

tkuk ;k vijk/k esa lafyIrrk nf'kZr djus okyh ifjfLFkfr;ksa ds laca/k esa vi;kZIr ç'u iwNk tkuk 

dc vkSj fdu ifjfLFkfr;ksa esa fopkj.k dks nwf"kr djsxk rFkk ;g Hkh vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k gS fd 

iwokZxzg lkfcr djus dk Hkkj vfHk;qDr ij gSA ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk U;k;ǹ"Vkar 

esa ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k gS fd ;fn lk{; esa çdV gksus 

okyh rkfRod ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks vfHk;qä ds le{k ugha j[kk tkrk gS vkSj mls mldh le> esa vkus 

okyh Hkk"kk esa ugha le>k;k tkrk gS] rc blls vfHk;qä ds çfr iwokZxzg mRiUu gksxkA  

   U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk ;g 

vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k gS fd bl ckr ds fu/kkZj.k ds fy;s fd vfHk;qDr dFku esa yksi ds dkj.k 

vfHk;qDr dks iwokZxzg dkfjr gqvk gS ;k ugha] vfHk;qDr }kjk bl ckr dks mBkus esa foyEc] vusd 

ckrksa esa flQZ ,d ckr gS ftls fopkj.k esa fy;k tkuk pkfg,A 

   ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk esa ;g lq>ko fn;k 

x;k fd ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; ds le{k vkijkf/kd vihy ds fujkdj.k esa ;g ik;k tkrk gS 

fd vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k esa vfHk;qDr ds le{k vfHk;kstu lk{; esa izdV ifjfLFkfr;ksa dks ugha j[kk tkrk 

gS ,oa vR;f/kd le; chr tkus ds dkj.k fopkj.k U;k;ky; dks izdj.k iqu% izsf"kr dj ,slh =qfV dks 

lq/kkjk ugha tk ldrk gSA vr% ;fn ,slh =qfV gS rks mls 'kh?kzrk ls iwoZorhZ izdze ij lq/kkjk tkuk 

pkfg,A ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us U;k;ǹ"Vkar ds fn’kk&funsZ’kksa 

ds egRo dks iqu% nksgjk;kA 

    Hkkjrh; vkijkf/kd iz.kkyh esa vfHk;qDr ,oa U;k;ky; ds laokn dk egRoiw.kZ izdze 

vfHk;qDr dFku gS ,oa vfHk;qDr dFku ds ek/;e ls vfHk;qDr dks ml lk{; dk Kku gksrk gS tks 

mlds fo:) vfHk;kstu lk{; esa izdV gqbZ gS ftlls og viuk cpko djus esa l{ke gksrk gS vkSj 

;g mldk ewY;oku vf/kdkj gSA vr% nkf.Md U;k;ky;ksa dks iw.kZ ltxrk ,oa lrdZrk ds lkFk 

vfHk;qDr ijh{k.k rS;kj djus esa vfHk;kstu ,oa cpko i{k dh lgk;rk ysdj dk;Z djuk pkfg, 

ftlls fd vfHk;qDr dks iwokZxzg dkfjr u gks] lkFkgh =qfViw.kZ vfHk;qDr dFku ds ifj.kkeLo:i 

ihfM+r Hkh U;k; ls oafpr u gksA 

  
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e-iz- jkT; U;kf;d vdkneh] tcyiqj 
  

   fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 1956 Hkkjrh; laln }kjk ikfjr ,d ,sfrgkfld dkuwu gS] 

ftldk eq[; mn~ns’; fgUnwvksa ds chp *fuoZlh;r mRrjkf/kdkj* ;kuh fcuk olh;r fd;s e`R;q gksus 

ij laifRr ds foHkktu ls lacaf/kr fof/k dks lafgrkc) djuk gSA ;g vf/kfu;e dsoy fgUnwvksa ij 

gh ugha] cfYd ckS)] tSu vkSj fl[k /keZ ds vuq;kf;;ksa ij Hkh ykxw gksrk gSA 

   bl vf/kfu;e us izkphu fgUnw fof/k dh *mRrjthfork* dh vo/kkj.kk dks lhfer djrs 

gq, mRrjkf/kdkj dh ,d O;ofLFkr iz.kkyh LFkkfir dhA blds vuqlkj mRrjkf/kdkfj;ksa dks fofHkUu 

Jsf.k;ksa ¼tSls oxZ&1] oxZ&2½ vkfn esa foHkkftr fd;k x;k gSA ftlesa e`rd dh iRuh] cPpksa vkSj ekW 

dks izkFkfedrk nh xbZ gSA o"kZ 2005 esa bl vf/kfu;e esa egRoiw.kZ la’kkks/ku gq, ftlds vuqlkj 

/kkjk 6 esa iqf=;ksa dks Hkh iq=ksa ds leku lgnkf;d dk ntkZ fn;k x;kA vc tUe ls gh iq=ksa ds 

leku iqf=;ksa dks Hkh iSr`d laifRr esa foHkktu dk vf/kdkj izkIr gks x;k gSA  

   izk;% tc U;k;ky; esa foHkktu dk izdj.k izLrqr fd;k tkrk gS rc U;k;ky; ds le{k 

tks pqukSfr;kWa vkrh gS mu fo"k;ksa ij bl ys[k esa ppkZ dh tk jgh gSA 

   foHkktu dk okn tc U;k;ky; esa is’k gksrk gS rc U;k;ky; ds D;k drZO; gS bl 

laca/k esa 

ds ekeys esa ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; us O;Dr fd;k gS fd ^;g mi;qDr 

gksxk fd ge ;g mYys[k djsa fd ;g fof/k dk lqLFkfir fl)kar gS fd tc dksbZ lg&Hkkxh] 

lg&Lokeh ;k la;qDr Lokeh] tSlk fd ekeyk gks] vU; yksxksa ds fo:) vius fgLls ds foHkktu 

vkSj izFkd dCts ds fy, okn nk;j djrk gS] rks U;k;ky; ds fy, vko';d gS fd%& 

 og okn esa 'kkfey laifRr;ksa dh izd̀fr vkSj pfj= dh tkap djs] tSls fd okn 

dh laifRr;ksa dk ewy Lokeh dkSu Fkk] mlus og laifRr dSls vkSj fdl L=ksr ls izkIr dh] D;k og 

mldh Lo;a vftZr laifRr Fkh ;k iSr`d laifRr] ;k la;qDr laifRr ;k mlds ikl esa lg&Hkkxh 

laifRr Fkh] vkSj ;fn ,slk gS] rks mlds lkFk lg&Hkkxh ;k la;qDr Lokeh dkSu gSA  

 ewy Lokeh dh e`R;q ds ckn mldh laifRr esa mldh fgLlsnkjh dk mRrjkf/kdkj 

ifjokj ds thfor lnL;ksa esa fdl izdkj vkSj fdl vuqikr esa gqvk] D;k mldh e`R;q fcuk olh;r 

ds gqbZ ;k mlus fdlh ifjokj ds lnL; ;k ckgjh O;fDr ds i{k esa dksbZ olh;r NksM+h] vkSj ,slk 

gS] rks mldk izHkko D;k gSA  

 D;k okn esa 'kkfey laifRr;ksa dk izHkkoh :i ls foHkktu fd;k tk ldrk gS 

vkSj ;fn gkWa] rks fdl izdkj\ 
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   var esa] D;k lHkh laifRr;k¡ okn esa 'kkfey gS vkSj lHkh lg&Hkkxh] lg&Lokeh ;k 

la;qDr Lokeh] tSlk fd ekeyk gks] okn esa i{kdkj cuk, x, gS\ 

   fcUnq tks foHkktu okn ds mfpr fujkdj.k ds fy, egRoiw.kZ gS muesa U;k;ky; dks 

oa'ko`{k] ifjokj ds lc lnL;ksa ds vkil esa laca/k] izLrqr lk{; vkSj ekeys esa ykxw fof/k ds fl)karksa 

ds vk/kkj ij mRrj nsuk gksrk gS ¼ns[ks fgUnw fof/k eqYyk 17okWa laLdj.k ikB 16] foHkktu ,oa 

la;qDr ifjokj & ferk{kjk fof/k ih-ih- 493 & 547½ 

;fn fcUnqokj :i ls ns[kk tkos rks loZizFke U;k;ky; ds le{k tc okn izLrqr fd;k 

tkrk gS ;k varj.k ij izkIr gksrk gS rc U;k;ky; dks okn ds vfHkopuksa ds vk/kkj ij ftu fcanqvksa 

ij /;ku j[kuk vko';d gS os fuEukuqlkj gSA 

 D;k U;k;ky; dks okn ds Jo.k djus dk {ks=h; ,oa vkfFkZd {ks=kf/kdkj gSA 

 foHkktu ftl laifRr dk fd;k tkuk gS ml laiw.kZ laifRr dks fookfnr laifRr ds :i esa 

n'kkZ;k x;k gS ;k ughaA vkSj ;fn U;k;ky; ;g ikrk gS fd laiw.kZ laifRr dks fookfnr laifRr 

ds :i esa ugha n'kkZ;k x;k gS] rks bl laca/k esa Li"V vfHkopu gksuk vko';d gSA lk/kkj.kr% 

laiw.kZ vfoHkkftr laifRr ds foHkktu ds fy, okn izLrqr fd;k tkrk gSA   

 vfoHkkftr laifRr esa ftu i{kdkjksa dk fgr gS os lHkh i{kdkj U;k;ky; esa i{kdkj ds :i esa 

tksMs+ tkus pkfg, lkFk gh lkFk ikfjokfjd oa’k o`{k fufeZr fd;k tkuk pkfg,A foHkktu ls 

lacaf/kr nkos esa MkWfeuksl ysVl dk fl)kar ¼oknh okn dk Lokeh gS vkSj mls vius ilan ds eap 

ij vkSj ilan ds i{kdkjksa ds fo:) izdj.k izLrqr djus dk vf/kdkj gS½ ykxw ugha gksrk vkSj 

foHkktu ds ekeys esa laifRr esa fgr j[kus okys lHkh i{kdkjksa dks tksM+k tkuk vko';d gSA 

 U;k;ky; dks ;g ns[kuk pkfg, dh izLrqr okn esa laifRr dh izd̀fr dk mYys[k fd;k x;k gS 

;k ughaA laifRr iSrd̀ gS ;k Lo&vftZr laifRr gS ;g Li"V vfHkopu nkos esa gksuk pkfg,A  

 U;k;ky; dks ;g Hkh ns[kuk pkfg, fd laifRr dk ewy Lokeh dkSu Fkk] mlus laifRr fdl izdkj 

vftZr dh] liafRr dks vftZr djus ds fy, /ku jkf’k dgkW ls izkIr gqbZ Fkh vkSj ;fn laifRr 

iSr̀d laifRr gS rks ;FkklaHko mldh fiNyh pkj ih<+h dk mYys[k oa'kò{k ds :i esa gksuk pkfg,A 

 U;k;ky; dks ;g Hkh ns[kuk pkfg, fd tks laifRr dk ewy Lokeh Fkk mldh e`R;q ds le; D;k 

dksbZ izFke Js.kh dk mRrjkf/kdkjh thfor FkkA blh izdkj ;fn cVokjk gqvk Fkk ,sls vfHkopu 

fd, tkrs gS rks ;g Hkh ns[kuk pkfg, dh cVokjk gksus dh frfFk ij izdj.k esa mYysf[kr 

i{kdkj esa ls dkSu&dkSu thfor FkkA ;g ,d egRoiw.kZ iz’u gks tkrk gS fd cVokjsa ds nkos esa 

ewy Lokeh dh e`R;q dh fnukad ij fdl&fdl O;fDr dks fgLlk izkIr gks ldrk gSA  

 laifRr ds ewy Lokeh dh e`R;q vf/kfu;e] 1956 ds ykxw gksus ls igys gqbZ Fkh ;k i’pkr~~ gqbZ 

FkhA ewy Lokeh dh e`R;q dh fnukad vkSj ftlds }kjk okn izLrqr fd;k gS mlds tUe dh 

fnukad Li"V :i ls mYysf[kr gksuh pkfg,A 
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 ;g Hkh /;ku j[kk tkuk pkfg, dh oknh }kjk laifRr esa fdrus fgLls dh ekax dh xbZ gS lkFk 

gh lkFk D;k oknh cVokjsa dh lgk;rk pkgrk gS ;k Lo;a ds fgLls dh lgk;rk pkgrk gSA 

 U;k; 'kqYd vkSj okn ewY;kadu mfpr fd;k x;k gS ;k ughaA  

 laifRr dk dksbZ Hkkx ;k laiw.kZ laifRr ,slh rks ugha gS ftlesa ls fdlh Hkkx dk foHkktu ugha 

fd;k tk ldrk gks vkSj ;fn ,slk gS rks ml laca/k esa izkajfHkd fMØh fufeZr fd, tkus ds 

mijkUr dk;Zokgh dh tk,xhA 

 oknh }kjk tks lgk;rk pkgh x;h gS mlesa D;k dksbZ vxzd; vf/kdkj dh lgk;rk pkgh x;h gS 

vkSj ;fn ,slk gS rks foHkktu vf/kfu;e] 1893 dh /kkjk 2 ,oa 3 ds vuqlkj dk;Zokgh dh 

tk,xhA 

 oknh dk foHkktu ;ksX; laifRr ij vkf/kiR; gS ;k ugha] vkSj ;fn oknh dks foHkktu ;ksX; 

laifRr esa csn[ky fd;k x;k gS rks ifjlhek vf/kfu;e] 1963 ds vkfVZdy 65 ds vuqlkj 12 

o"kZ dh dky vof/k ds varxZr okn izLrqr fd;k x;k gS ;k ughaA  

 foHkktu ds nkos esa izkajfHkd fMxzh fufeZr fd, tkus dh vko';drk gS ;k ugha] ;fn] izkjafHkd 

fMØh rS;kj dh xbZ gS rks mlds mijkUr vafre fMØh dh izfØ;k ds fy, fdlh izdkj ds 

vkosnu dh vko’;drk ugha gSA vfoHkkftr laifRr ds foHkktu dh dk;Zokgh esa fuf'pr Hkkx 

dks izkIr djus ds fy, vkns’k 20 fu;e 18 lhihlh ,oa  vkns’k 26 fu;e 9 lhihlh ds varxZr 

dk;Zokgh dh tkrh gSA 

¼izkjafHkd fMØh ,oa vafre fMØh dh izfØ;k ds laca/k esa ys[k T;ksfr tuZy o"kZ vDVwcj 2022 esa 

izfØ;k dks n'kkZ;k x;k gS½ 

 

   ;fn fdlh fgUnw ifjokj ds ,d gh iwoZt gS vkSj ikap ihf<+;ksa rd iq:"k ikjaifjd 

oa’kt] mudh iRuh] vfookfgr iqf=;k¡] fo/kok] ekrk vkfn 'kkfey :i ls jgrs gS rks ml ifjokj dh 

tks laifRr gksxh oks la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh laifRr dgyk,xhA la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj esa lfiaMrk ds 

fl)kar ds vk/kkj ij O;fDr tUe ls ;k fookg ls ;k nRrd xzg.k ls ,d nwljs ds lkFk tqM+s jgrs 

gSA U;k;n"̀Vkar 

 esa ;g er izfrikfnr gS fd la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj lgnk;dh dk ,d y?kq dj 

:i gSA ljy 'kCnksa esa ;fn dgk tk, rks ,d dqVqEc ds lHkh yksx feydj la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dk 

xBu djrs gS vkSj ml ifjokj dh laifRr dks la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh laifRr dgk tkrk gS ijUrq 

;g vko’;d gS fd mDr la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj ds chp dHkh foHkktu u gqvk gksA  

   tgkW rd iSr`d laifRr dk iz’u gS rks ;fn fdlh O;fDr dks vius firk ls] nknk ls ;k 

ijnknk ls fojklr ds :i esa dksbZ laifRr izkIr gksrh gS rks og iSr`d laifRr dgykrh gS ijUrq 

blesa ekW ;k vU; ukrsnkjksa ls izkIr laifRr 'kkfey ugha gSA iSrd̀ laifRr esa O;fDr dk fgr tUe ls 
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mRiUu gksrk gSA iSrd̀ laifRr esa O;fDr dk vf/kdkj mRrjthoh ds fl)kar ij ykxw gksrk gS u fd 

mRrjkf/kdkj ds vk/kkj ijA 

 

   ;g og laifRr gS ftls ,d O;fDr us viuh esgur] iSls ;k dkS’ky ls vftZr fd;k gSA 

bl laifRr ij ekfyd dk iw.kZ vf/kdkj gksrk gS og bls vius ethZ ls fdlh dks Hkh foØ; dj 

ldrk gS] migkj esa ns ldrk gS] ;k olh;r dj ldrk gS blesa ifjokj ds vU; lnL;ksa 

¼csVs@csVh@iRuh½ dk tUe ls dksbZ vf/kdkj ugha gksrkA  

 

 

   ;g ,d O;kid 'kCn gSA blesa *Lo&vftZr laifRr* rks 'kkfey gS gh] lkFk gh og 

laifRr Hkh 'kkfey gS tks O;fDr dks *la;qDr ifjokj* ls vyx feyk gSA olh;r ;k migkj esa feyh 

laifRr ¼Hkys gh firk ls feyh gks½] ljdkjh vuqnku ls feyh laifRrA foHkktu  ds ckn feyh 

laifRr 'kkfey gSA  

   fdlh Hkh O;fDr dks laifRr esa ewyr% vf/kdkj nks izdkj ls izkIr gksrs gS] vckf/kr 

fojklr vkSj ckf/kr fojklr bls le>us ds fy, nksuksa fojklrksa dks izFkd&izFkd fuEukuqlkj 

le>k;k x;k gSA 

(Unobstructed Heritage) 

  ;g og laifRr gS tks ,d fgUnw iq:"k dks vius firk] nknk] ;k ijnknk ls fojklr esa 

feyrh gSA 

 bl laifRr esa csVs] iksrs vkSj ijiksrs dks tUe ls gh vf/kdkj izkIr gks tkrk gSA 

laifRr ds ekfyd ¼tSls firk½ ds thfor jgrs gq, Hkh vxyh ih<+h dk mlesa fgLlk gksrk gS] 

blfy, bls *ck/kkjfgr* ;k *izfrc/k* dgk tkrk gSA 

 ferk{kjk fof/k ds varxZr ;g laifRr mRrjthfork ds fu;e ls gLrkarfjr gksrh gSA 

  fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj ¼la’kks/ku½ vf/kfu;e] 2005 ds ckn csfV;ksa dks Hkh csVksa ds 

leku gh tUe ls iSr`d laifRr esa vf/kdkj izkIr gS vkSj os Hkh lgnkf;d cu xbZ gSA blfy, 

iq= gks iq=h nksuksa dks leku vf/kdkj izkIr gksrs gSA  

(Obstructed Heritage)  

 ;g og laifRr gS tks fdlh O;fDr dks vius firk] nknk ;k ijnknk ds vykok fdlh 

vU; fj’rsnkj] tSls fd ekek] HkkbZ] ;k pkpk ls fojklr esa feyrh gSA 

  bl laifRr esa vf/kdkj 

 izkIr gksrk gSA vafre Lokeh ds thfor jgus rd vU; fdlh fj'rsnkj dk laifRr esa 

fufgr LokFkZ ugha gksrk gS] blfy, bls *ck/kklfgr* ;k *lizfrca/k dgk tkrk gSA 

  ;g laifRr mRrjkf/kdkj ds lkekU; fu;eksa ls gLrkarfjr gksrh gSA  
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   ;g Hksn eq[; :i ls ferk{kjk fof/k ds rgr egRoiw.kZ Fkk] tcfd n;kHkkx fof/k esa lHkh 

izdkj ds fojklr dks ckf/kr fojklr gh ekuk tkrk Fkk D;ksafd ogka fdlh dks Hkh tUe ls laifRr esa 

vf/kdkj ugha feyrk FkkA  

   fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 1956 ds ykxw gksus vkSj fo’ks"k :i ls 2005 ds la’kks/ku 

ds ckn] ;s vo/kkj.kk,a dkQh gn rd cny xbZ gS] ysfdu iSr`d laifRr ds pfj= dks le>us ds 

fy, ;s Hksn vHkh Hkh izklafxd gSA bls foLrkj ls le>us ds fy, eqYyk dh fgUnw ykW ds 16okWa 

laLdj.k ds vkfVZdy 212] 213] 216] 218 ,oa 235 egRoiw.kZ gSA  

  

ds U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa Hkh ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us ;g fl)kar izfrikfnr fd;k fd 

;fn dksbZ firk viuh *Lo&vftZr laifRr* viuh ethZ ls olh;r ;k nku ds tfj, vius csVs dks 

nsrk gS] rks og csVs ds gkFk esa *izFkd laifRr* ekuh tk,xhA csVk mls iSrd̀ laifRr ekuus ds fy, 

ck/; ugha gS vkSj ml ij mldk iw.kZ vf/kdkj gksxkA 

 ds U;k;n"̀Vkar esa Hkh ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us nksgjk;k fd ;fn firk viuh 

Lo&vftZr laifRr fdlh ,d csVs dks nku dj nsrk gS] rks nwljs csVs bls iSrd̀ laifRr crkdj 

mlesa fgLlk ugha ekax ldrsA firk viuh Lo&vftZr laifRr ds lkFk tks pkgs dj ldrk gSA 

   izk;% ;g iz’u mRiUu gksrk gS fd oknh }kjk vius vfHkopuksa esa ;g dgk tkrk gS fd 

laifRr la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh iSrd̀ laifRr Fkh blfy, mldk laifRr esa fgLlk gSA bl laca/k esa 

;g lqLFkkfir fof/k gS fd tks O;fDr ;g vfHkopu djrk gS fd fookfnr laifRr la;qDr fgUnw 

ifjokj dh laifRr gS mlds Åij ;g Hkkj jgrk gS fd og ;g izekf.kr djs fd laifRr la;qDr 

fgUnw ifjokj dh vfoHkkftr laifRr gSA la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj ekStwn Fkk ftlesa lHkh yksx lfEefyr 

:i ls jgrs Fks dsoy ;g izekf.kr djuk i;kZIr ugha gS cfYd ;g Hkh izekf.kr djuk vko’;d gS 

fd ftl fookfnr laifRr ds laca/k esa okn fd;k x;k gS og la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh la;qDr vk; 

ls Ø; dh xbZ laifRr FkhA fookfnr laifRr dks Lor% gh la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh laifRr ugha ekuk 

tk ldrkA  

   foLrkj ls le>us ds fy, 

dk U;k;n"̀Vkar voyksduh; gS ftlesa dgka x;k gS fd Þvr% 

fof/kd fl)kar ;g gS fd ek= ,d la;qä fganw ifjokj ds vfLrRo ds vk/kkj ij fdlh laifÙk ds 

la;qä ifjokj dh laifÙk gksus dh dksbZ mi/kkj.kk ugha dh tk ldrhA tks O;fä ;g nkok djrk gS] 

mls gh ;g fl) djuk gksxk fd laifÙk la;qä ifjokj dh laifÙk gSA fdUrq] ;fn nkok djus okyk 

O;fä ;g fl) dj nsrk gS fd ifjokj ds ikl ,slk ^dsaæd* miyC/k Fkk ftlls la;qä ifjokj dh 
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laifÙk vftZr dh tk ldrh Fkh] rks ,slh fLFkfr esa laifÙk ds la;qä gksus dh mi/kkj.kk dh tk,xh; 

vkSj rc Hkkj ml O;fä ij pyk tk,xk tks mls Lo&vftZr laifÙk gksus dk nkok djrk gS] fd og 

;g fl) djs fd mlus og laifÙk vius Lo;a ds /ku ls [kjhnh Fkh u fd miyC/k la;qä ifjokj ds 

dsaæd lsAß 

 

  o"kZ 1956 esa fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e ykxw gqvk ftlds iwoZ esa ferk{kjk fof/k ls 

laifRr dk U;k; xeu gksrk FkkA o"kZ 1956 ds iwoZ iwoZtksa ls tks laifRr fdlh O;fDr dks izkIr gksrh 

Fkh rks ml laifRr esa mlds iq=@ikS= vkfn dk tUefl) vf/kdkj mRrjthfo ds fl)kar ds vk/kkj 

ij gksrk Fkk vkSj oSlh laifRr viuk Lo:i iSrd̀ laifRr ds :i esa gh j[krh Fkh ftl ij lHkh 

lgnkf;fd;ksa dk tUe ls vf/kdkj jgrk FkkA  

   ijUrq tks laifRr rRle; O;fDr us Lo&vftZr dh Fkh ml laifRr dks O;fDr ;fn 

fdlh Hkh :i esa varfjr djrk gS pkgs os thrs th laifRr dks vius iq= dks nku dj ns ;k mlds 

fgr esa olh;r fy[k nh ;k vius thoudky esa foHkktu ds vk/kkj ij laifRr iznku dj ns] rks og 

laifRr izkIrdrkZ ds fy, Hkh Lo&vftZr laifRr dk gh Lo:i j[krh FkhA liafRr dk Lo:i o"kZ 

1956 ds vf/kfu;e ds ykxw gksus ls iwoZ fdl izdkj ifjofrZr gksrk Fkk bl laca/k esa U;k;n`"Vkar 

voyksduh; gSA 

ds 

izdj.k esa ewy iz’u ;g Fkk fd D;k firk ls fojklr esa feyh laifRr ges’kk *iSr̀d* gksrh gS ;k 

*Lo&vftZr\ ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us Li"V fd;k fd ;fn firk dh e`R;q 1956 ¼fgUnw 

mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e ykxw gksus ds ckn½ gqbZ gS vkSj laifRr /kkjk 8 ds varxZr izkIr gqbZ gS] rks og 

csVs ds gkFk esa *Lo&vftZr@izFkd laifRr* ekuh tk,xh] u fd iSrd̀ laifRr ekuh tk,xhA bldk 

eryc gS fd csVk ml laifRr dks viuh bPNk ls foØ; ;k varfjr dj ldrk gS vkSj mlds vius 

csVs ¼iksrs½ mlds fo:) bl laca/k esa okn izLrqr ugha dj ldrsA ijUrq ;fn firk dh e`R;q 1956 

ds igys gqbZ gS rks /kkjk 8 ds rgr laifRr dk U;k; xeu ugha gksxk cfYd iwoZ dh fof/k ds vuqlkj 

gksxk vkSj ,slh n’kk esa  ds 

U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa izfrikfnr fof/k ykxw ugha gksrhA  

   ;g Li"V gS fd tc Hkh U;k;ky; ds le{k dksbZ okn izLrqr gksrk gS rks U;k;ky; dks 

;g ns[kuk vko’;d gS fd ewy Lokeh }kjk tks laifRr dk varj.k fd;k x;k gS ;k laifRr dk 

U;k; xeu gqvk gS oks 1956 ds iwoZ gqvk gS ;k mlds i’pkr~ gqvkA  

   fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e 1956 ds ykxw gksus ds i’pkr~~ mRrjthoh ds fl)kar dks 

lhfer dj fn;k x;k FkkA mRrjthoh dk fl)kar o"kZ 1956 ds ykxw gksus ds i’pkr~~ iw.kZr% lekIr 
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ugha gqvk gS cfYd /kkjk 6 fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 1956 ;g Li"V djrh gS fd ;fn 

vf/kfu;e ds ykxw gksus ds i’pkr~ fdlh O;fDr dh e`R;q gksrh gS rks mldh laifRr dk varj.k 

mRrjthoh ds fl)kar ds vk/kkj ij gh gksxkA ;gka ij ,d jkbZMj yxk;k x;k gS og ;g gS fd 

/kkjk 6 ds ijUrqd esa ;g Li"V fd;k x;k fd ;fn e`rd vius ihNs vuqlwph ds oxZ & 1 esa 

fofufnZ"V dksbZ efgyk ukrsnkj ;k ml oxZ esa fofufnZ"V dksbZ iq:"k ukrsnkj ¼ftlesa la'kksf/kr 

vf/kfu;e] 2005 ds i'pkr~ iq=h Hkh 'kkfey gS½ NksM+ x;k gks] tks ,slh efgyk ukrsnkj ds ek/;e ls 

nkok djrs gks] rks ferk{kjk lg&nkf;dh laifRr esa e`rd ds fgr mRrjthfork ds vk/kkj ij ugha] 

vfirq ;FkkfLFkfr] bl vf/kfu;e ds v/khu olh;rh ;k fuoZlh;rh mRrjkf/kdkj ds vk/kkj ij 

U;k;xr gksxkA ;gka ;g Hkh Li"V fd;k tkuk vko’;d gS fd fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh 

/kkjk 4 ;g O;Dr djrh gS fd vf/kfu;e ds ykxw gksus ds i’pkr~ vf/kfu;e ds izko/kku iwoZ esa 

of.kZr fof/k ij izHkkoh jgsxsA ftlls ;g Li"V gksrk gS fd ;fn fdlh O;fDr dh e`R;q vf/kfu;e 

1956 ds ykxw gksus ds i’pkr~ gksrh gS vkSj mldk ekeyk /kkjk 6 ds ijUrqd ds v/khu vkrk gS rks 

mldh laifRr dk U;k;xeu mRrjthoh ds fl)kar ds vk/kkj ij ugha gksxk cfYd /kkjk 8 ds 

vuqlkj olh;rh ;k fuoZlh;rh mRrjkf/kdkj ds vk/kkj ij gksxkA 

 Notional Partition 

   vf/kfu;e 1956 ds ykxw gksus ds i'pkr /kkjk 6 ds izFke Li"Vhdj.k ds varxZr 

dkYifud foHkktu ¼uks’kuy ikfVZ’ku½ ds fl)kar dks crk;k x;k gSA ;gk¡ mYysf[kr fd;k x;k gS 

fd /kkjk 6 ds iz;kstu ds fy, fdlh fgUnw ferk{kjk lg&nkf;d dk fgr laifRr esa og va'k ekuk 

tk,xk tks mls vkoafVr fd;k x;k gksrk] ;fn mldh e`R;q ds Bhd iwoZ laifRr dk foHkktu gks 

x;k gksrk] pkgs og foHkktu dk nkok djus dk gdnkj Fkk ;k ughaA fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj ¼la’kks/ku½ 

vf/kfu;e] 2005 ds la'kks/ku ds i'pkr~ /kkjk 6 ds Li"Vhdj.k ds vuqlkj Hkh dkYifud foHkktu ds 

fl)kar dks dk;e j[kk x;k gS vkSj bls /kkjk 6¼3½ ds izko/kku ds izdk'k esa ns[kk tkuk gksxkA  

   ;gka ;g mYys[kuh; gS fd dkYifud foHkktu dsoy mlh le; fd;k tkrk gS tc 

djkj }kjk okLrfod foHkktu dh dksbZ lk{; ugha gksrk gS ;k fdlh Hkh ikfjokfjd O;oLFkk dh 

ifjfLFkfr;k¡ iSnk ugha gksrh gSA 2005 ds la'kks/ku ds i'pkr~ ;g Hkh le>uk vko';d gS fd iq=h 

dks Hkh lgnkf;d vf/kdkj iznku fd;s x;s gSA fo/kk;h vk'k; ewy vf/kfue; esa yksi dks iwjk djuk 

gS pwafd la'kks/ku Hkwry{kh gS blfy, iq=h Hkh tUe ls lg&nkf;dh gks tkrh gSA bl laca/k esa 

 dk U;k; fu.kZ; Hkh 

voyksduh; gSA  

    esa 

ekuuh; e/;izns'k mPp U;k;ky; us O;Dr fd;k gS fd ,d lgnkf;dh dh èR;q gks tkus ij ;fn 

mldk ,slh L=h ;k iq:"k ukrsnkj dk mRrjthoh gksuk ik;k tkrk gS] ftls /kkjk 6 ds ijarqd }kjk 

fofufnZ"V fd;k x;k gS] rks ijarqd ds Li"Vhdj.k ds izorZu }kjk ,d dkYifud foHkktu dk ,sls 
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lgnkf;d dh e`R;q ds rRdky igys gh izHkkodkjh gksuk le>k tkrk gSA blds vfrfjDr er̀d ds 

ftl fgLls ls mls izFkd fd;k tkrk gS] og fgLlk mRrjthfork ds fl)kar }kjk nwljs lgnkf;dh 

esa fufgr gksus ds ctk; e`rd ds O;fDrxr mRrjkf/kdkfj;ksa esa] ijarqd ds xq.k }kjk U;k;xr gks 

tkrk gSA og fof/kd dYiuk tks ,sls dkYifud foHkktu dks tUe nsrh gS vkxs fdlh ij v/;kjksgh 

izHkko ugha j[krh gS] ,slk foHkktu Hkh lgnkf;dh ds ekxZ esa dksbZ vM+pu [kM+k ugha djrk gS] er̀d 

ds fgrkf/kdkj ls jfgr] lgnkf;dh viuh Lor% dh izlaxfr;ksa ds lkFk pyrh jgrh gS] vkSj blh 

izdkj ls gh mRrjthoh lgnkf;dhx.k Hkh pyrs jgrs gSA  

  U;k;ǹ"Vkar 

 esa ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk 

 esa of.kZr fl)karksa ls lger 

gksdj /kkjk 6 ds ijarqd vkSj izFke Li"Vhdj.k ds laca/k esa ,sls lgnkf;dh ftldh e`R;q 1956 ds 

i'pkr~ gqbZ gS mldh fo/kok dks laifRr fdl izdkj izkIr gksxh ;g le>k;k gSA  

  uhps mnkgj.k ds ek/;e ls ;g crk;k x;k gS fd bl izdj.k esa fo/kok ,oa vU; larkuksa ds 

fgLls dh x.kuk dSls dh xbZ FkhA 

 [kaMIik dh e`R;q 27 twu 1960 dks gqbZA 

 muds ifjokj esa mudh iRuh ¼ghjkckbZ½] 2 csVs ¼xq:ikn vkSj f’koikn½ vkSj 3 csfV;ka FkhA 

 ghjkckbZ ¼fo/kok½ us foHkktu  dk okn fd;k vkSj dgk fd mUgs laifRr esa 7@24 fgLlk feyuk 

pkfg,A 

 csVksa us bldk fojks/k fd;k mudk dguk Fkk fd ekW dks bruk cM+k fgLlk ugha fey ldrkA  

  Ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us dgk fd tc fdlh lgnkf;dh dh e`R;q gksrh gS] rks mldk 

fgLlk r; djus ds fy, geas ;g eku ysuk gksxk fd mldh e`R;q ls Bhd igys ?kj esa cVokjk gks 

pqdk Fkk blss gh dkYifud foHkktu dgrs gSA  

  

  U;k;ky; us dYiuk dh fd vxj [kaMIik dh e`R;q ls Bhd igys muds vkSj muds csVksa ds 

chp cVokjk gksrk] rks fgLlk fdls&fdls feyrk\ 

 fgUnw fof/k ¼fo’ks"kdj cEcbZ Ldwy½ ds vuqlkj] tc firk vkSj iq=ksa ds chp cVokjk gksrk gS] rks 

iRuh dks Hkh iq= ds cjkcj fgLlk feyrk gSA  

 bl ifjokj esa dqy 4 yksx foHkktu ds gdnkj Fks% 

1- [kaMIik ¼firk½ 
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2- ghjkckbZ ¼iRuh½ 

3- csVk 1 

4- csVk 2 

 vr% laifRr ds 4 cjkcj fgLls gksrsA 

o [kaMIik dk fgLlk% 1@4 

o ghjkckbZ dk fgLlk% 1@4 ¼;g mudk viuk vf/kdkj gS tks foHkktu  ij feyrk gS½ 

  

vc] [kaMIik dh e`R;q gks xbZ gS] rks mudk tks 1@4 fgLlk ¼tks pj.k 1 esa fudyk½ gS 

og muds vuqlwph 1 esa of.kZr fof/kd okfjlksa esa cVsxkA  

o 1 fo/kok ¼ghjkckbZ½ 

o 2 csVsa 

o 3 csfV;ka 

o dqy okfjl = 6 

  [kaMIik dk 1@4 fgLlk bu 6 yksxksa esa cjkcj cVsxk 

  xf.kr% ¼1@4½ ÷ 6 = 1@24 

  ;kuh] mRrjkf/kdkj esa ghjkckbZ dks 1@24 fgLlk feykA 

  

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us dgk fd ghjkckbZ dks nks rgj ds fgLls feyasxs vkSj nksuksa dks 

tksM+k tk,xk% 

  foHkktu  ds vf/kdkj ls feyk fgLlk (Step 1 ls)% 1@4 

  ifr dh e`R;q ds ckn okfjl ds :i esa feyk fgLlk (Step 2 ls)% 1@24 

  dqy fgLlk = 1@4 + 1@24 

  bls tksM+us ds fy, (LCM  ysus ij) 

  6/24 + 1/24 = 7/24 

  iqf=;ksa dks firk dh e`R;q ds ckn dsoy firk ds fgLls dh laifRr esa ls fgLlk feysxkA  

  [kaMIik dk fgLlk mldh iqf=;ksa ds fy, Hkh 1@24 gksxkA  

ghjkckbZ  6@24 ¼;kuh 

1@4½ 

$ 1@24 7@24 
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csVk 1 6@24 ¼;kuh 

1@4½ 

$ 1@24 7@24 

csVk 2 6@24 ¼;kuh 

1@4½ 

$ 1@24 7@24 

csVh 1 0 $ 1@24 1@24 

csVh 2 0 $ 1@24 1@24 

csVh 3 0 $ 1@24 1@24 

=

  U;k;ky; us QSlyk lquk;k fd ghjkckbZ tks [kaMIik dh iRuh Fkh dk dqy fgLlk 7@24 

gksxkA bl fu.kZ; dk eq[; fl)kar ;g Fkk fd ,d fo/kok dks dsoy ifr dh e`R;q ij okfjl ds 

:i esa gh fgLlk ugha feyrk] cfYd mls og fgLlk Hkh feyuk pkfg, tks mls rc feyrk vxj 

ifr ds thfor jgrs cVokjk gks x;k gksrkA U;k;ky; us dgk fd ml dkYifud foHkktu dks 

**okLrfod** ekuk tkuk pkfg,A 

  ;g Hkh Li"V ns[kk tk ldrk gS fd èrd dh iRuh vkSj mlds iq=ksa dks vf/kd fgLlk izkIr 

gqvk gS vkSj mldh iq=h dks de fgLlk izkIr gqvk gSA bldk dkj.k ;g gS fd 2005 ds la’kks/ku ls 

iwoZ iqf=;ksa dks firk ds Hkkx dh laifRr esa ls rks fgLlk feyrk Fkk] ijUrq laiw.kZ vfoHkkftr laifRr 

esa ls cjkcj dk fgLlk izkIr ugha gksrk FkkA  

  bldk mRrj izkIr djus ds fy, igys ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; ds U;k;n`"Vrksa esa tks 

fl)kar izfrikfnr fd;s x;s gS mUgsa le>uk vko';d gSA  

bl fo"k; ij ,sfrgkfld vkSj vk/kkjHkwr fu.kZ; gSA bl ekeys ds rF; bl izdkj gS 

fd jaxh yky vkSj muds csVs panj lsu dk ,d la;qDr ifjokj FkkA o"kZ 1965 esa jaxh yky dh e`R;q 

gks xbZ vkSj mUgksus dksbZ olh;r ugha NksM+h FkhA mudh e`R;q ds ckn muds [kkrs esa tek jkf’k vkSj 

O;kikj dh laifRr muds csVs panj lsu dks feyhA panj lsu us VSDl fjVuZ Hkjrs le; bls viuh 

*O;fDrxr@izFkd laifRr* crk;k] tcfd vk;dj foHkkx bls panj lsu ds csVksa ¼iksrksa½ ds lkFk 

la;qDr ifjokj dh laifRr* ekudj VSDl yxkuk pkgrk FkkA 

ewy fof/kd iz'u ;g mRiUu gqvk fd D;k firk ls fojklr esa feyh laifRr csVs ds gkFk esa 

la;qDr ifjokj dh laifRr cu tkrh gS ¼ftlesa iksrs dk Hkh gd gks½ ;k csVs dh O;fDrxr laifRr\ 
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ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk ;g fu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k fd fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 1956 dh 

/kkjk 8 iqjkus fgUnw dkuwu ij v/;kjksgh izHkko j[ksxhA /kkjk 8 ds vuqlkj] *csVk oxZ&1* dk 

mRrjkf/kdkjh gSA tc og bl /kkjk ds vuqlkj laifRr izkIr djrk gS] rks og mls viuh O;fDrxr 

gSfl;r ls ikrk gS] u fd *drkZ ds :i esaA blfy, ;g fu"d"kZ fn;k x;k fd firk ls fojklr esa 

feyh laifRr csVs dh *izFkd laifRr ekuh tk,xh csVs ds vius iq= ¼iksrs½ dk blesa tUe ls dksbZ 

vf/kdkj ugha gksxkA 

ds U;k;n`"Vkar esa ;g rF; Fks 

fd ,d edku ekfyd us vius fdjk,nkj dks fu"dkflr djus ds fy, izdj.k izLrqr fd;kA edku 

ekfyd us vfHkopu fd;s fd og edku mldk viuk gSA fdjk,nkj us rdZ fn;k fd edku ekfyd 

dks ;g ?kj vius firk ls feyk gS] blfy, ;g *la;qDr ifjokj dh laifRr gS vkSj edku ekfyd 

vdsys nkok izLrqr ugha dj ldrkA ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk *panj lsu* ¼mijksDr½ ds 

fu.kZ; dks iq"V djrs gq, O;Dr fd;k fd 1956 ds vf/kfu;e ds ykxw gksus ds ckn] ;fn dksbZ firk 

fcuk olh;r ejrk gS] rks mldh Lo&vftZr laifRr mlds csVs dks /kkjk 8 ds rgr feyrh gSA og 

laifRr csVs dh *Lo&vftZr@izFkd* ekuh tk,xh bls la;qDr ifjokj dh laifRr ugha dgk tk 

ldrkA 

blds vfrfjDr ds izdj.k esa ekuuh;  

mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk ;g le>k;k x;k fd /kkjk 8 ds vuqlkj laifRr izkIr djus ds i'pkr~ 

la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh vo/kkj.kk ml laifRr ij ykxw ugha gksrh] vkSj ,slh laifRr esa tUe ls 

dksbZ vf/kdkj ugha jg tkrk gSA bl izdj.k esa Hkhek uke ds O;fDr dh e`R;q 1972 esa gqbZ mudh 

laifRr muds csVs lar jke vkSj rhu csfV;ksa dks feyhA ckn esa lar jke ds csVs ¼;kuh Hkhek ds iksrs½ 

us okn izLrqr fd;k fd ;g *iSr̀d laifRr* Fkh] blfy, muds firk ¼lar jke½ mudh ethZ ds fcuk 

foØ; ugha dj ldrs FksA ijarq iqu% ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us O;Dr fd;k fd tc 1972 esa 

Hkhek dh e`R;q gqbZ] rks laifRr /kkjk 8 ds rgr muds okfjlksa ¼csVs vkSj csfV;ksa½ esa cV xbZA tSls gh 

laifRr /kkjk 8 ds rgr cVh] *la;qDr ifjokj dh laifRr* ugha jghA larjke dks feyk fgLlk mudh 

*O;fDrxr laifRr* cu x;k muds csVs ¼iksrs½ dk blesa tUe ls dksbZ vf/kdkj ugha Fkk] blfy, lar 

jke ml laifRr dks foØ; djus ds fy, Lora= FksA  

  ;g QSlyk FkksM+k 

rduhdh gS vkSj /kkjk 6 ds *ijUrqd dh O;k[;k djrk gSA bl ekeys ds rF; ;g Fks fd txUukFk 

flag dh e`R;q 1973 esa gqbZA os vius ihNs fo/kok vkSj pkj csVs NksM+ x,A muds iksrs ¼mRre½ us ckn 

esa laifRr esa cVokjs dk okn ;g dgrs gq, izLrqr fd;k fd ;g iSr`d laifRr gSA ekuuh; U;k;ky; 

ds le{k iz'u ;g Fkk fd D;k nknk dh e`R;q ds ckn Hkh laifRr la;qDr jgh\ 

  bldk mRrj nsrs gq, ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us pj.k Øekad 20 esa fuEufyf[kr 

fl)kar izfrikfnr fd,%&  
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¼d½  tc fdlh fganw iq#"k dh e`R;q bl vfèkfu;e ds çkjaHk gksus ds i'pkr~ gksrh gS vkSj e`R;q ds 

le; mlds okfjl ¼tks ferk{kjk fofèk ls 'kkflr gS½ laifÙk esa dksbZ fgr j[krs gks] rks laifÙk 

esa mldk og fgr mÙkjthoh thfor lnL;ksa ij mÙkjthfork }kjk U;k;xr gksxk ¼ tks èkkjk 6 

ds vuqlkj gksxk½A 

¼[k½  mi;Zqä çLrko ¼d½ dk ,d viokn vfèkfu;e dh èkkjk 30 ds Li"Vhdj.k esa fufgr gSA ;g 

Li"V djrk gS fd vfèkfu;e esa fdlh ckr ds gksrs gq, Hkh] ferk{kjk fofèkd ls 'kkflr okfjl 

laifÙk esa fdlh fganw iq#"k ds fgr dks mlds }kjk olh;r ;k vU; olh;rh O;;u ds ekè;e 

ls gLrkarfjr ;k varfjr dj ldrk gSA 

¼x½  çLrko ¼d½ ij nwljk viokn èkkjk 6 ds ijarqd esa fn;k x;k gSA blds vuqlkj] ;fn ml 

fganw iq#"k dh èR;q ds le; mldh dksbZ ,slh efgyk fj'rsnkj thfor gS tks vuqlwph ds 

oxZ& 1 esa fofufnZ"V gS] ;k ml oxZ esa fofufnZ"V dksbZ ,slk iq#"k fj'rsnkj gS tks ,slh efgyk 

fj'rsnkj ds ekè;e ls nkok djrk gS] rks er̀d dk fgr olh;rh ;k fuoZlh;rh mÙkjkfèkdkj 

}kjk U;kxr gksxk] u fd mÙkjthfork }kjkA 

¼?k½  èkkjk 6 ds ijarqd ds varxZr vkus okys fganw iq#"k fofèkd okfjl ds fgLls dk fuèkkZj.k djus 

ds fy,] mldh èR;q ls Bhd igys fofèk ds çorZu }kjk ,d dkYifud foHkktu fd;k 

tk,xkA bl foHkktu esa] lHkh fofèkd okfjlksa vkSj ml fganw iq#"k dh foèkok dks la;qä 

ifjokj dh laifÙk esa fgLlk çkIr gksxkA 

¼M-½  vfèkfu;e dh èkkjk 8 ds ykxw gksus ij] fganw iq#"k dh e`R;q ds dkj.k mldh Lo&vftZr 

laifÙk gks ;k èkkjk 6 ds ijarqd ds ykxw gksus ls çkIr laifÙk] ,slh laifÙk dsoy fuoZlh;rh 

vkèkkj ij U;k;xr gksxh] u fd mÙkjthfork ds vkèkkj ijA 

¼p½  vfèkfu;e dh èkkjk 4] 8 vkSj 19 ds la;qä iBu ls ;g Li"V gksrk gS fd fuoZlh;rrk ds 

fl)karksa ij èkkjk 8 ds vuqlkj la;qä ifjokj dh laifÙk forfjr gksus ds ckn] og laifÙk mu 

fofHkUu O;fä;ksa ds gkFkksa esa ¼la;qä ifjokj dh laifÙr½ ugha jg tkrh gSA os ml laifÙk ij 

lkekfU;d vfHk/kkjh ¼Tenants in common½ ds :i esa u fd la;qDr vfHk/kkjh ¼Joint Tenants½ 

ds :i esa vf/kdkj j[krs gSA 
 

 ljy 'kCnksa esa] bu pkjksa izdj.kksa esa tks fu"d"kZ fn;k x;k gS mlds vuqlkj fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj 

vf/kfu;e 1956 ds ykxw gksus ds i’pkr~~ ;fn fdlh iq:"k dh e`R;q gksrh gS vkSj tgk¡ /kkjk 6 ds 

ijarqd ds vuqlkj laifRr dk foHkktu fd;k tkrk gS] rks /kkjk 8 ykxw gksxh] vkSj /kkjk 8 ds 

vuqlkj gh mldh laifRr dk foHkktu fd;k tk,xk ftlesa Dykl&1 Js.kh esa tks O;fDr ekStwn gS 

mUgs laifRr iznku dh tk,xhA ;fn fdlh fgUnw firk dh e`R;q 1956 ds ckn gksrh gS vkSj mudh 

laifRr muds iq=@iq=h dks feyrh gS] rks og laifRr iq=@iq=h dh *futh@izFkd laifRr* ekuh 

tk,xhA iq=@iq=h ml laifRr dk iw.kZ ekfyd gksxk vkSj mudk viuk vxyh ih<+h dk okfjl ml 

laifRr esa] tUe ls laifRr esa dksbZ vf/kdkj ugha j[krkA 
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  izkphu fof/k ds v/khu] ferk{kjk dqVqEc ds lg&nkf;d }kjk vius vfoHkDr fgr dh olh;r 

iw.kZr% vfof/kekU; FkhA fdarq fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 1956 ds ykxw gksus ds i'pkr~ /kkjk 30 

dk izHkko ;g gS fd mlesa ;g vf/kdkfjr fd;k x;k gS fd ferk{kjk lgnkf;dh esa fgUnw iq:"k bl 

ckr ds fy, l{ke gS fd og lgnkf;dh laifRr esa vius fgrksa dk O;;u thrs&th dj ldrk gSA 

vr% /kkjk 6 esa vf/kdfFkr fu;eksa esa ls fdlh Hkh fu;e ds ykxw gksus dk iz'u ogkWa ugha mBrk] tgkWa 

dh fdlh fgUnw iq:"k }kjk lgnkf;dh laifRr esa vius fgr dk olh;r }kjk O;;u fd;k x;k gksA 

fdlh ,sls O;fDr }kjk viuh laiw.kZ laifRr ds olh;r }kjk O;;u ds varxZr vc /kkjk 30 ds v/khu 

lgnkf;dh laifRr esa mldk fgr Hkh gSA bl /kkjk ds ykxw djus dk iz'u ,d ek= mRrjthoh 

lgnkf;d ds ekeys esa ugh mB ldrk gS] ftlds ekeys esa Li"Vr% ;g ugha dgk tk ldrk fd 

mldk mldh e`R;q ds le; esa lgnkf;dh laifRr esa dksbZ fgr FkkA bl laca/k esa 

  dk U;k;ǹ"Vkar voyksduh; gSA 

   ds 

U;k;ǹ"Vkar ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; }kjk ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k fd fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj 

vf/kfu;e] 2005 dh /kkjk 30 fdlh Hkh fgUnw dks viuh laifRr dks olh;r ds ek/;e ls varfjr 

djus dk vf/kdkj iznku djrh gSA /kkjk 30 ds Li"Vhdj.k vuqlkj ,d fgUnw iq:"k viuh ferk{kjk 

lgnkf;dh laifRr esa vius vfoHkkftr fgLls dks Hkh olh;r ds vk/kkj ij varfjr dj ldrk gSA 

lgnkf;dh laifRr esa mRrjthfork ds fl)kar ij laifRr dk foHkktu gksrk gS ijarq /kkjk 30 bl 

fu;e dk ,d viokn gSA vxj fdlh lgnkf;d us oS/k olh;r ds ek/;e ls laifRr dk varj.k 

fd;k gS rks olh;r }kjk fd;k x;k varj.k izHkkoh gksxkA vkSj ifjokj ds vU; lnL; ml Hkkx ij 

Lora= mRrjkf/kdkj dk nkok ugha dj ldrsA   

  /kkjk 30 ds ykxw gksus dk iz'u ,sls fdlh O;fDr ds ekeys esa Hkh ugha mB ldrk gS] tks 

viuh e`R;q ds le; fdlh lgnkf;dh esa lgnkf;d ugha FkkA n`"Vkar ds rkSj ij dgk tk ldrk gS 

fd ,slk ekeyk dsoy ogkWa mB ldrk gS] tgkWa fdlh O;fDr dh e`R;q ij ,d iq=h vkSj ,d 

izFkdhd̀r iq= dks NksM+dj gksrh gSA mldh laifRr] ;|fi fd og foHkktu esa mlesa fufgr gks xbZ 

Fkh] /kkjk 8 ds v/khu mRrjkf/kdkj }kjk mldh iq=h rFkk izFkdhd`r iq= dks tk,xh ¼bls vla'kksf/kr 

vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 6 ds Li"Vhdj.k 2 ds vuqlkj le>k tk ldrk gS½A  

  ;|fi dh /kkjk 6 mRrjkf/kdkj ds laca/k esa mica/k djrh gS] rFkkfi mldk laca/k fgUnw fof/k 

dh vU; 'kk[kkvksa ls Hkh gS] tSls la;qDr dqVqEc] nRrd xzg.k vkSj Hkj.k&iks"k.k vkSj blesa nwjxkeh 

izHkko ds fu;e vf/kdfFkr gSA blesa ;g fofgr gS fd tgkWa dksbZ lgnkf;dh ej tkrk gS] ogkWa 

ferk{kjk lgnkf;dh fo?kfVr ugha gksrh] cfYd mRrjthoh lgnkf;d fcuk foHkktu fd, la;qDr 

dqVqEc ds lnL; cus jg ldrs gS vkSj ;g bl fu;e esa vuqca/k /kkjk 6 ds ijarqd ds v/;k/khu gS 
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fd lgnkf;dh laifRr esa e`r lgnkf;d dk vfoHkDr va'k mldh e`R;q ij mRrjthfork ds vk/kkj 

ij mlds mRrjthoh lgnkf;fd;ksa ij U;k;xr gksxkA  

dbZ ckj bl fcanq ij Hkze mRiUu gks tkrk gS fd 

 

bldk rkRik;Z D;k gSA bldk mRrj bl ckr ij fuHkZj djrk gS fd ;g laifRr fdl lanHkZ 

esa ns[kh tk jgh gSA  

 tc la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj esa foHkktu gksrk gS rks ,d lnL; dks tks fgLlk feyrk gS] mldh 

nksgjh fLFkfr gksrh gS% 

  foHkktu ds ckn feyk fgLlk ml O;fDr dh 

**Lo&vftZr** laifRr ekuh tkrh gSA og bls vius bPNk ls foØ; dj ldrk gS ;k fdlh dks 

ns ldrk gSA 

  tSls gh ml O;fDr dk csVk@csVh iSnk gksrk gS] og 

laifRr ml csVs ds fy, iSrd̀ laifRr cu tkrh gSA csVk@csVh mlesa tUe ls vf/kdkj dk okn 

dj ldrk gSA  

ds U;k;n`"Vkar esa 

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us ;g fl)kar izfrikfnr fd;k fd tgka ij ,d lgnk;dh cVokjs ij 

iSrd̀ laifRr esa dksbZ fgLlk izkIr djrk gS rks og fgLlk mls vius tUefl) vf/kdkj ds vk/kkj 

ij izkIr gksrk gS pkgs og cVokjs ds le; ekStwn Fkk ;k mldk tUe cVokjs ds ckn gqvk gSA 

  blds vfrfjDr 

ds U;k;n"̀Vkar esa Hkh ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; us Li"V fd;k fd foHkktu ds 

ek/;e ls izkIr laifRr dks rc rd Lo&vftZr ekuk tk,xk tc rd fd izkIrdrkZ ds ifjokj esa 

dksbZ u;k lgnkf;d ¼csVk@csVh½ tUe ugha ysrkA 

ds U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa 

ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; }kjk bl fl)kar dks le>k;k x;k gSA izdj.k ds rF; ;g Fks fd firk dks 

foHkktu esa iSr̀d laifRr dk ,d fgLlk feykA ml le; mudk dksbZ csVk ugha FkkA ckn esa mudk 

csVk ¼jksfgr½ iSnk gqvk firk us laifRr dks viuh Lo&vftZr laifRr ekudj foØ; djuk pkgkA 

ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; }kjk dgk x;k fd tc rd csVk iSnk ugha gqvk Fkk] rc rd og laifRr 

firk dh *vyx@Lo&vftZr* laifRr Fkh ysfdu csVs ds tUe ysrs gh og laifRr fQj ls 

**lgnkf;d@iSr̀d laifRr cu xbZ firk vc bls csVs dh lgefr ds fcuk ugha foØ; dj ldrk gSA 

esa Hkh 

mPpre U;k;ky; us ;g er izfrikfnr fd;k gS fd iSrd̀@lgnk;dh laifRr foHkktu  ds ckn Hkh 

tks Hkh larku dk tUe gksrk gS mlds fy, lgnk;dh gh jgsxhA 

  

ds U;k;n`"Vkar esa ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; }kjk ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k fd 
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iq=ksa dks vius firk ls fojklr esa feyh laifRr dks la;qDr ifjokj dh laifRr ekuk tk,xk vkSj 

lgnkf;dh vf/kdkj ykxw ugha gksrs gSA la;qDr ifjokj dh laifRr dks izHkkfor djus okys fdlh 

le>kSrs ;k vuqca/k dks ca/kudkjh gksus ds fy, lHkh lgnkf;;ksa dh Hkkxhnkjh vko';d gSA bl 

ekeys esa ;g Hkh egRoiw.kZ gS fd iq=ksa dks firk ls laifRr 1950 esa feyh Fkh ;kuh fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj 

vf/kfu;e] 1956 ds ykxw gksus ds iwoZ dk ekeyk FkkA  

 ;fn fdlh la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj esa foHkktu ds }kjk dksbZ laifRr lgnkf;d dks izkIr gksrh 

gS rks mldh izd̀fr fHkUu jgrh gSA ;k fdlh la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj esa dsoy nks lgnkf;d gS vkSj 

,d dh èR;q gks tkrh gS vkSj nwljk thfor gS] rks ,slh n'kk esa tks ,d O;fDr cprk gS mldh 

fLFkfr /kkjk 8 dh fLFkfr ls fHkUu gksrh gSA iSrd̀ laifRr ;fn fdlh ,d lgnkf;d ds ikl cprh 

gS rks og ml ,dy lgnkf;d ds fy, l`ftr laifRr ;k izFkd laifRr dh Js.kh esa jgsxh ijUrq 

tSls gh mlds dksbZ larku mRiUu gksrh gS rks og O;fDr viuh larku ds lkFk lgnkf;dh fufeZr 

djsxk vkSj ml larku dk Hkh laifRr esa tUe ls gd uh;r gksxkA 

foHkktu ij vftZr va'k dk U;k;xe & foHkktu dk izHkko lgnkf;dh dk fo?kVu gS vkSj 

ifj.kkeLo:i izFkd gksus okys lnL; blds ckn vius&vius va'k viuh izFkd laifRr ds :i esa /kkj.k 

djrs gS] rFkk izR;sd lnL; dk va'k mldh èR;q ij mlds okfjlksa ij lafØr gksrk gSA fdUrq ;fn dksbZ 

lnL; vius vU; lgnkf;dh;ksa ls izFkd gksus ij vius larku ds lkFk la;qDr cuk jgrk gS] rks foHkktu 

ij mls vkoafVr va'k mlds gkFk esa] tgka rd larku dk laca/k gS lgnkf;dh laifRr cuk jgsxkA  

¼

½ 

bl fo"k; dks le>us ds fy, ;g ns[kk tkuk vko';d gS fd laifRr dk tks U;k; xeu 

gqvk gS og fdl izdkj gqvk gSA la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj fd iSrd̀ laifRr dk foHkktu thfor 

lgnkf;fd;ksa ds e/; gqvk gS ;k laifRr ds Lokeh dh e`R;q gksus ij /kkjk 6 ds ijarqd ds vuqlkj 

laifRr /kkjk 8 ds v/khu fojklr esa izkIr gqbZ gSA ;fn thfor lgnkf;fd;ksa ds e/; foHkktu gqvk 

gS rks mijksDr fu;e ykxw gksxk vkSj Hkfo"; esa iSnk gksus okyh larku ds fy, laifRr 

**lgnkf;d@iSrd̀ laifRr cu xbZA vkSj ;fn /kkjk 8 ds ek/;e ls laifRr dk U;k; xeu gqvk gS 

rks og Lo&vftZr ekuh tk,xhA ¼

½

  /kkjk 6 ¼3½ ds vuqlkj tgkWa mRrjkf/kdkj ¼la'kksf/kr½ vf/kfu;e] 2005 ds vkjaHk ds i'pkr~ 

fdlh fgUnw dh e`R;q gks tkrh gS] ogkWa ;FkkfLFkfr la;qDr fgUnw dqVqEc dh laifRr esa bl vf/kfu;e 

ds v/khu mldk fgr mRrjkf/kdkj ls gksxk u fd mRrjthfork }kjk vkSj lgnkf;dh laifRr ds ckjs 

esa ;g le>k tk,xk fd og foHkkftr gks xbZ gS] ekuks foHkktu gks x;k gS vkSj%& 
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¼d½  iq=h dks ogh Hkkx vkoafVr fd;k tk,xk tSlk iq= dks vkoafVr fd;k x;k gS( 

¼[k½  iwoZ&e`r iq= ;k iwoZ&er̀ iq=h dk Hkkx ftls os ml le; ikrs ;fn foHkktu ds le; 

thfor jgrs] ,sls iwoZ e`r iq= ;k ,slh iwoZ e`r iq=h ds thfor cPps dks vkoafVr fd;k 

tk,xk( vkSj  

¼x½  iwoZ e`r iq= ;k iwoZ e`r iq=h ds iwoZ e`r cPps dk Hkkx tks og cPpk ml le; izkIr djrk 

;fn foHkktu ds le; thfor jgrk@jgrh] ;FkkfLFkfr ,sls iwoZ e`r iq= ;k iwoZ e`r iq=h ds 

iwoZ èr cPps ds cPps dks vkoafVr fd;k tk,xkA 

  fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 1956 esa 2005 ds la'kks/ku }kjk mRrjthfork ds fl)kar dks 

iwjh rjg lekIr ugha fd;k gS] ysfdu blds nk;js dks cgqr lhfer dj fn;k gSA mRrjthfork dk 

fu;e vc dsoy mu ekeyksa esa ukeek= ds fy, cp x;k gS tgkWa dksbZ olh;r u gks vkSj u gh 

dksbZ izFke Js.kh dk mRrjkf/kdkjh gks] ysfdu O;ogkfjd :i ls vc dkYifud foHkktu ds ek/;e 

ls mRrjkf/kdkj dks gh izkFkfedrk nh tkrh gSA 

ds U;k;n`"Vkar esa Hkh iqf=;ksa dks tUe ls gh lgnkf;d gksuk ekuk x;k gSA fdlh 

la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj esa ;fn dksbZ foHkktu ugha gqvk gS rks ml la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj ds iq= ;k iq=h 

dk laifRr ij tUefl) vf/kdkj vHkh Hkh ekStwn gSA mRrjthfork dk fl)kar laifRr dks gksYM 

djus ds fy, vHkh Hkh iwjh rjg ykxw gS ijarq ;fn mRrjkf/kdkj ds ek/;e ls laifRr dk U;k; xeu 

gksrk gS rks /kkjk 6¼3½ ds vuqlkj laifRr mRrjthfork ds fl)kar ij cps gq, 'ks"k okfjlksa dks ugha 

tk,xh cfYd mRrjkf/kdkj ds vk/kkj ij izkIr dh tk ldrh gSA  

  

  iwoZ esa geus ¼mijksDr½ U;k;n`"Vkar ds rF;ksa ds vk/kkj ij ns[kk 

fd fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e] 1956 ds ykxw gksus ds i'pkr~ iRuh csVs vkSj csfV;ksa dks foHkktu 

esa laifRr fdl izdkj iznku dh xbZ FkhA blh mnkgj.k dks ;fn 2005 ds la'kks/ku ds mijkar ns[kk 

tkos rks x.kuk bl izdkj gksxhA  

 dkYifud foHkktu  

  [kaMIik dh e`R;q ls Bhd igys ,d dkYifud foHkktu gksuk ekuk tk;sxkA la'kks/ku ds 

mijkar iqf=;kWa Hkh lgnkf;dh gSA bl foHkktu esa laifRr dks mu yksxksa esa ckaVk x;k tks lgnkf;dh 

Fks ;kuh csVs vkSj csVh nksuksaA iRuh ¼larku ds cjkcj fgLlk ikus dh gdnkj gS½A  

  bl ifjokj esa dqy 7 yksxksa ds e/; dkYifud cVokjk gksxkA  

(Share)

[kaMIik ¼e`rd½ firk 1@7 ¼;g fgLlk vkxs cVsxk½ 
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ghjkckbZ iRuh 1@7 ¼;g mudk viuk gd gS½ 

csVk 1 ¼xq:ikn½ iq= 1@7 ¼;g mudk viuk gd gS½ 

csVk 2 ¼f'koikn½ iq= 1@7 ¼;g mudk viuk gd gS½ 

csVh 1 iq=h 1@7 ¼;g mudk viuk gd gS½ 

csVh 2 iq=h 1@7 ¼;g mudk viuk gd gS½ 

csVh 3 iq=h 1@7 ¼;g mudk viuk gd gS½ 

 

= 6 

= 1/7 

1/7/6 = 1/42 

6/24 = 1/7 

 

= 1/7  

= 1/42  
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1/7 + 1/42 = 1/6 

   

vafre pkVZ ftlesa iRuh] csVs vkSj cafV;ksa dk fgLlk izFkd&izFkd n'kkZ;k x;k gSA 

ghjkckbZ  1@7  $ 1@42 1@6 

csVk 1 1@7  $ 1@42 1@6 

csVk 2 1@7  $ 1@42 1@6 

csVh 1 1@7  $ 1@42 1@6 

csVh 2 1@7  $ 1@42 1@6 

csVh 3 1@7  $ 1@42 1@6 

= 

  o"kZ 2005 esa gq, la’kks/ku ds i’pkr~ iqf=;ksa dks Hkh iq= ds leku lgnk;dh ds gd izkIr gks 

pqds gS ,slh n’kk esa ;fn fdlh iq=h }kjk dksbZ okn yxk;k tkrk gS ;k iq=h fdlh nkos esa i{kdkj 

ds :i esa tksM+h xbZ gS rks Hkh mls mlh izdkj lHkh vf/kdkj izkIr gksaxs tks igys iq= dks gksrs jgs gSA 

  fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj ¼la'kks/ku½ vf/kfu;e] 2005 ds i'pkr~ efgykvksa ds vfoHkkftr laifRr 

vf/kdkjksa esa tks vf/kdkj iznku fd, x, gS mlds lanHkZ esa fuEufyf[kr U;k;ǹ"Vkar egRoiw.kZ gSA  

  ¼mijksDr½ ds U;k;n"̀Vkar esa ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; us ;g fof/k iz'u 

fufeZr fd;k fd] D;k 2005 ds la'kks/ku ds vuqlkj iqf=;ksa ds lgnkf;d gksus dk ykHk mu iqf=;ksa 

dks Hkh feysxk ftuds firk dh e`R;q 2005 ls igys gks pqdh Fkh\ ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; ds rhu 

U;k;k/kh'kx.k dh ihB us ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k fd lgnkf;dh dk vf/kdkj tUe ls feyrk gS] 

firk dh e`R;q ls ughaA 9 flracj 2005 ¼la'kks/ku ykxw gksus dh rkjh[k½ dks firk dk thfor gksuk 

t:jh ugha gSA vxj csVh 2005 ls igys iSnk gqbZ gS vkSj firk dh e`R;q 2005 ls igys gks xbZ gS] 

rks Hkh og iSr`d laifRr esa fgLlsnkj gksxhA blesa 

 ds iqjkus fu.kZ; dks iyV ¼vksoj :y½ dj fn;k vkSj Li"V fd;k fd csfV;ksa dks iSrd̀ laifRr esa 

csVksa ds leku gh vf/kdkj vkSj nkf;Ro izkIr gSA 

dk 

U;k;fu.kZ; mu laifRr;ksa ds ckjs esa gS tks firk us [kqn vftZr dh Fkh vkSj fcuk mudh èR;q 

fuoZLrh; gks xbZA ,d O;fDr ¼ejIik xkSaMj½ dh èR;q 1949 esa gks xbZ Fkh mudh viuh dksbZ larku 

¼csVk½ ugha Fkh] dsoy ,d csVh FkhA loky ;g Fkk fd mudh laifRr mudh csVh dks feysxh ;k 

muds HkkbZ ds csVs ¼Hkrhts½ dks\ ;gk¡ eq[; iz'u ;g Fkk fd D;k ,d csVh vius firk dh Lo&vftZr 

laifRr dk okfjl cu ldrh gS] Hkys gh firk dh e`R;q 1956 ds vf/kfu;e ls igys gqbZ gks\ 

ekuuh; U;k;ky; us dgk fd vxj fgUnw iq:"k fcuk olh;r ejrk gS vkSj mldk dksbZ iq= ugha gS] 
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rks mldh Lo&vftZr laifRr mldh csVh dks feysxh] u fd mlds HkkbZ ;k Hkrhts dksA U;k;ky; us 

iqjkus fgUnw dkuwuksa ¼ferk{kjk vkSj Le`fr;ksa½ dk gokyk nsrs gq, dgk fd csVh dk LFkku HkkbZ ds csVs 

ls Åij gSA ;g QSlyk 1956 ls igys ds ekeyksa ij Hkh ykxw gksrk gSA  

dk U;k;fu.kZ; 

*foHkktu ds nkos vkSj *le>kSrs* ij dsafnzr gSA bl ekeys esa ifjokj esa laifRr ds foHkktu dk 

eqdnek py jgk FkkA blh chp 2005 dk la'kks/ku vk x;kA ,d csVh ¼pk:yrk½ us vius fgLls dk 

okn fd;k] ysfdu ifjokj ds vU; lnL;ksa us ,d vkilh le>kSrk dj fy;k Fkk ftlesa csVh us 

gLrk{kj ugha fd, FksA ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us O;Dr fd;k fd le>kSrs voS/k gS D;ksafd ml 

ij csVh ¼tks vc ,d lgnkf;d Fkh½ ds gLrk{kj ugha FksA U;k;ky; us Li"V fd;k fd ;fn laifRr 

ds foHkktu dk dksbZ eqdnek dksVZ esa yafcr gS vkSj *vafre fMØh* vHkh ikfjr ugha gqbZ gS] rks 2005 

dk dkuwu ykxw gksxk vkSj csVh dks cjkcj fgLlk nsuk gh iMs+xkA iq=h dk vf/kdkj iq= ds cjkcj gS 

vkSj mls pkykdh ls fdlh le>kSrs ds tfj, ckgj ugha fd;k tk ldrkA 

;g ekeyk vkfnoklh efgykvksa ds vf/kdkjksa ls tqM+k gSA fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 

2¼2½ ds rgr vuqlwfpr tutkfr;ksa dks bl dkuuw ls ckgj j[kk x;k gSA ;kuh mu ij muds vius 

*jhfr&fjokt* ykxw gksrs gSa] tks vDlj efgykvksa dks laifRr dk vf/kdkj ugha nsrsA eq[; iz'u ;g 

fufeZr fd;k x;k fd D;k vkfnoklh efgykvksa dks iSrd̀ laifRr ls oafpr fd;k tk ldrk gS flQZ 

blfy, D;ksafd muds jhfr&fjokt bldh vuqefr ugha nsrs\ ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; us dgk fd 

dsoy **jhfr&fjokt** ds uke ij vkfnoklh efgykvksa dks mRrjkf/kdkj ls oafpr djuk lafo/kku ds 

vuqPNsn 14 ¼lekurk½ vkSj vuPNsn 21 ¼thou dk vf/kdkj½ dk mYya?ku gSA tc rd dksbZ fo’ks"k 

dkuwu ;k Bksl lcwr okyk fjfr&fjokt ¼tks efgykvksa dks Li"V :i ls euk djrk gks½ lkfcr ugha 

gksrk] rc rd vnkyrksa dks *U;k;lE; vkSj vPNs foosd* (Justice, Equity and Good Conscience) 

ds fl)kar dk ikyu djuk pkfg,A vkfnoklh efgykvksa dks Hkh vius firk@nknk dh laifRr esa 

fgLlk ikus dk vf/kdkj gSA 

 ds ekeys esa iqf=;ksa }kjk 

firk dh laifRr esa foHkktu dk okn izLrqr fd;k vkSj rdZ fn;k dh lHkh laifRr;kWa fgUnw la;qDr 

ifjokj dh vfoHkkftr laifRr;kWa gSA cpko esa ewy Lokeh cloarS;k ds iq= 'kf'k/kj vkSj vU; ifjokj 

ds O;fDr;ksa us O;Dr fd;k fd dqN laifÙk;ka firk dks mudh cgu us **nku@migkj** esa nh Fkha] 

blfy, os firk dh **Lo&vftZr@izFkd** laifÙk gSa] u fd iSrd̀A ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk 
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fu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k fd nku@migkj esa feyh laifRr **iSrd̀** ugha gksrhA U;k;ky; us Li"V fd;k 

fd tc fdlh fgUnw iq#"k dks fdlh fj'rsnkj ¼tSls cgu½ ls dksbZ laifÙk nku i= ds tfj, feyrh 

gS] rks og mldh **Lo&vftZr ;k izFkd laifÙk** ekuh tkrh gSA 

 pwafd fookfnr laifRr esa ls dqN laifRr nku@migkj esa feyh Fkh blfy, og  

**Lo&vftZr** laifÙk Fkh] blfy, firk ¼cloarS;k½ dks iwjk vf/kdkj Fkk fd os mls viuh ethZ ls 

fdlh dks Hkh olh;r ;k fx¶V }kjk varfjr dj nsaA mUgksaus bls viuh iRuh@csVs ds uke dj fn;k 

FkkA blfy,] csfV;ka ¼çfroknh½ bl fof'k"V laifÙk esa foHkktu  dk okn ugha dj ldrhaA 

 iqf=;ksa us ;g rdZ Hkh fn;k fd firk us bl migkj okyh laifÙk dks ifjokj dh ckdh 

laifÙk esa feyk fn;k FkkA U;k;ky; us bls [kkfjt dj fn;k vkSj dgk fd **dsoy la;qä ifjokj ds 

lkFk jgus ls** fdlh dh futh laifÙk ifjokj dh laifÙk ugha cu tkrh] tc rd fd mls feykus 

dk Li"V bjknk lkfcr u gksA 

  /kkjk 16 ds vuqlkj] Hkys gh ekrk&firk dk fookg 'kwU; ;k 'kwU;dj.kh; gks] rks Hkh ml 

fookg ls iSnk gqbZ larku dks oS?k larku ekuk tk,xkA fgUnw mRrjkf/kdkj vf/kfu;e dh /kkjk 16¼3½ 

Li"V djrh gS fd ,slh larku vius ekrk&firk dh laifRr esa fgLlk izkIr djus ds gdnkj gSA 

iz'u ;g mBrk gS fd **D;k ,sls cPpksa dks dsoy firk dh *Lo&vftZr* laifÙk esa fgLlk feysxk] ;k 

mUgsa *iSrd̀@la;qä ifjokj* dh laifÙk esa Hkh vf/kdkj gS\** 

    ds 

U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k fd 'kwU; ;k 'kwU;dj.kh; 

fookg ls iSnk gqbZ larku ds laifÙk esa vf/kdkjksa dSls l`ftr gksaxsA igys ds dqN U;k;fu.kZ;ksa esa dgk 

x;k Fkk fd ,sls cPps dsoy firk dh Lo&vftZr laifÙk esa fgLlk izkIr djus ds gdnkj gSa] iSrd̀ 

laifÙk ds ughaA blh Hkze dks nwj djus ds fy, ;g ekeyk cM+h csap dks Hkstk x;k FkkA ekuuh; 

U;k;ky; us dgk fd /kkjk 16¼3½ ds rgr ,sls cPpksa dks vius ekrk&firk dh laifÙk esa vf/kdkj gSA 

;gk¡ **ekrk&firk dh laifÙk** dk vFkZ dsoy Lo&vftZr laifÙk ugha gS] cfYd iSrd̀ laifÙk esa 

ekrk&firk dk tks fgLlk curk gS] og Hkh blesa 'kkfey gSA ;g Hkh Li"V fd;k fd ;s cPps 

lgnkf;d ugha gSaA ;kuh] bUgsa tUe ls gh la;qä ifjokj dh laifÙk esa vf/kdkj ugha feyrk ¼tSlk 

fd oS/k fookg okys cPpksa dks feyrk gS½A

 bl fu.kZ; us v/keZt larku dks leku vf/kdkj fn;s gSA vc os vius firk ds fgLls 

okyh iSrd̀ laifÙk ls oafpr ugha jgsaxsA gkykafd] os pkpk&rkÅ dh laifÙk ;k iwjs la;qä ifjokj dh 

laifÙk ij lh/kk okn ugha dj ldrs] mudk vf/kdkj dsoy firk ds fgLls rd lhfer jgsaxsA 

  foHkktu ds ekeys esa U;k;ky; ds le{k dbZ ckj ;g fof/kd ç'u mRiUu gksrk gS fd 

i{kdkj }kjk çLrqr nLrkost ikfjokfjd le>kSrk i=d gS ;k foHkktu foys[k gSA bls le>us ds 
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fy, ;s vko';d gS fd nLrkost dh varoZLrq ds vk/kkj ij nLrkost dh ç—fr ds ckjs esa fu"d"kZ 

fudkyk tk,A 

  ikfjokfjd le>kSrk] ifjokj ds lnL;ksa ds chp laifÙk ds cVokjs ;k fookn dks lqy>kus ds 

fy, fd;k x;k ,d vkilh le>kSrk gSA ;g ,d ,slk le>kSrk gS ftlesa ifjokj ds lnL; ¼lg&fgLlsnkj 

;k okfjl½ ,d lkFk cSBdj ;g r; djrs gSa fd la;qä ;k iSr̀d laifÙk dks fdlds uke ij vkSj fdruk 

ckVk tk,xkA ;g **ysu&nsu** ds fl)kar ij dke djrk gSA blesa t:jh ugha fd gj fdlh dks mldk 

dkuwuh fgLlk gh feysA ifjokj dh 'kkafr ds fy, dksbZ lnL; viuk dqN fgLlk NksM+ ldrk gS vkSj dksbZ 

lnL; FkksM+k T;knk fgLlk ys ldrk gS] c'krsZ lHkh lnL; bl ij LosPNk ls lger gksaA 

   ds 

U;k;fu.kZ; ds vuqlkj] Hkkjrh; dkuwu ikfjokfjd le>kSrksa dks cgqr c<+kok nsrk gSA ;fn ;g 

le>kSrk ln~Hkkouk vkSj fcuk fdlh /kks[ks ;k ncko ds fd;k x;k gS] rks dksVZ bls iwjh ekU;rk nsrk 

gSA vkerkSj ij bldh izfØ;k nks pj.kksa esa gksrh gSA  

igys ifjokj ds cqtqxZ vkSj lnL; cSBdj ekSf[kd :i ls r; djrs gSa fd fdldks D;k 

feysxkA 

 ekSf[kd le>kSrs ds ckn] mls ;kn j[kus ds fy, ,d Kkiu 

rS;kj fd;k tkrk gS fd **bl frfFk dks gekjs chp ;g le>kSrk gqvk Fkk vkSj le>kSrs ds vuqlkj 

lHkh i{kksa }kjk vius Hkkx ij dCtk izkIr dj fy;k x;k gSA lkFk gh ;g Hkh mYys[k fd;k tkrk gS 

fd fcuk fdlh ncko ds cVokjk fd;k x;k gSA Kkiu esa lHkh i{kksa ds gLrk{kj gksuk Hkh vko';d 

gSA bls gh rduhdh :i ls ikfjokfjd le>kSrk Kkiu dgrs gSaA bls jftLVj djkus dh Hkh 

vfuok;Zrk ugha gksrh gSA  

   ds U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa 

ekuuh; loksZPp U;k;ky; us iqu% ;g nksgjk;k fd ;fn dksbZ ikfjokfjd le>kSrk igys gq, ekSf[kd 

foHkktu  dks dsoy fjd‚MZ djus ds fy, cuk;k x;k gS] rks mls jftLVj djkus dh vko';drk 

ugha gS vkSj mls lk{; ds rkSj ij U;k;ky; esa is'k fd;k tk ldrk gSA 

 }kjk la;qä fgUnw ifjokj dh laifÙk ;k iSr`d laifRr ds lg&Lokeh 

}kjk viuh laifÙk dks vyx&vyx Hkkx esa ckVk tkrk gSA blds }kjk gj fgLlsnkj vius fu/kkZfjr 

fgLls dk Lokeh cu tkrk gSA cVokjs ds ckn] og vius fgLls dks foØ; djus] nku djus ;k 

olh;r djus ds fy, iwjh rjg Lora= gksrk gSA jftLVªs'ku vf/kfu;e] 1908 dh /kkjk 17 ds 

varxZr] ;fn laifÙk dk foHkktu fyf[kr :i esa fd;k tkrk gS rks] bldk iath;u djkuk vfuok;Z 

gSA fcuk iath;u ds U;k;ky; bls lk{; ugha ekurkA bl ij jkT; ljdkj ds fu;eksa ds vuqlkj 

LVkai MîwVh Hkh pqdkuh iM+rh gS] tks vkerkSj ij laifÙk ds cktkj ewY; dk ,d fuf'pr çfr'kr 

gksrh gS] tks le;&le; ij 'kklu }kjk fu/kkZfjr dh tkrh gSA 
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   ds U;k;ǹ"Vkar 

esa ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; ds rhu U;k;ewfrZx.k dh ihB us ;g vfHkfu/kkZfjr fd;k fd izLrqr 

nLrkost ikfjokfjd le>kSrk gS ;k foHkktu foys[k gS ;g bl ckr ls fuf'pr gksxk fd nLrkost 

laifRr ds miHkksx ds fy, rS;kj fd;k x;k Fkk] ;k nLrkost ls dksbZ u;s vf/kdkj l̀ftr gq, gSA 

 

  tgka foHkktu ds okn esa] U;k;ky; dks ;g izrhr gksrk gS fd laifRr dk foHkktu la;qDr 

:i esa ;k lqfo/kkiwoZd ugha fd;k tk ldrk vkSj laifRr dk foØ; vkSj vkxeksa dk fooj.k lHkh 

va'k/kkfj;ksa ds fy, vf/kd Qk;nkizn gksxk] rks U;k;ky; /kkjk 2 ds varxZr ;fn og Bhd le>rk 

gS rks] ,d Hkkx ;k ,dkf/kd Hkkx dh lhek rd O;fDrxr ;k ledsr% :i ls fgrc) ,sls 

va'k/kkfj;ksa dh izkFkZuk ij] laifRr dk foØ; dj izkIr /kujkf'k dks fgrc) va'k/kkfj;ksa esa ckVs tkus 

dk vkns'k ns ldrk gSA ;fn dksbZ fgr/kkjd foØ; dh tkus okyh laifRr dks cktk: ewY; esa 

[kjhnus dk izLrko nsrk gS rks /kkjk 3 ds varxZr U;k;ky; mls izkFkfedrk nsxkA lkFk gh /kkjk 4 

vfoHkDr dqVqEc ds fuoklx`g ds laca/k esa ;g fu;e cukrh gS fd ;fn fdlh ckgjh O;fDr us 

ifjokj ds ?kj dk fgLlk [kjhnk gS rks og foHkktu dh ekax dj ldrk gS vkSj rRle; gh ifjokj 

dk vU; lnL; ml ckgjh O;fDr ds fgLls dks cktk: ewY; ij [kjhnus dk vf/kdkj Hkh j[krk gS 

ftlls ckgjh O;fDr ds n[ky ls ifjokj dh futrk vkSj laifRr lqjf{kr jgsA jktLo nsus okyh 

d`f"k Hkwfe ds ekeys esa ;g vf/kfu;e ykxw ugha gksrk D;ksafd d`f"k Hkwfe dk foHkktu jktLo 

vf/kdkfj;ksa }kjk e/;izns'k Hkw&jktLo lafgrk] 1958 ds vuqlkj fd;k tkrk gSA lkFk gh foHkktu ds 

ckn esa izkjafHkd fMØh fufeZr gksus ds mijkar vafre fMØh dh dk;Zokgh ds le; fgLlsnkj laifRr 

ds fdlh fof'k"V Hkkx ds ewY; ,oa mi;ksfxrk ds laca/k esa lk{; izLrqr dj ldrs gSA  

    ds 

U;k;ǹ"Vkar esa ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk ns;rk&fl)kar ¼vksosYVh½ dks le>k;k x;kA ;fn 

la;qDr dqVqEc laifRr dk foHkktu djrs le; laifRr;ksa dk eki vkSj lhekadu }kjk foHkktu djuk 

laHko u gks] D;ksafd ,slk djus ls vfuok;Zrk la;qDr dqVqEc ds lnL;ksa esa vleku ewY; dh 

laifRr;ksa dk vkoaVu djuk iM+ ldrk gSA vkSj vf/kd ewY; dh laifRr ,d lnL; dks tk ldrh 

gS vkSj de ewY; dh nwljs lnL; dksA vr% iwoZdfFkr }kjk i'pkr~dfFkr dks mlds va'kksa ds 

lekfudj.k ds fy, lank; dk mica/k djds ewY;ksa dk lek;kstu djuk gksxk bls foHkktu dh 

ns;rk ;k lerk dk fl)kar dgrs gSA  

  ljy 'kCnksa esa ;fn ,slh laifRr dk foHkktu djuk gS ftldk foHkktu djus ij ,d 

i{k dks vf/kd vkSj nwljs i{k dks de va'k izkIr gksxk rks ,slh n'kk esa laifRr dk cktk: ewY; 

fudkydj vxzØ; ds fl)kar ij laifRr dk cVokjk U;k;ky; }kjk fd;k tk ldrk gSA  
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   izk;% ;g iz'u U;k;ky; ds le{k mRiUu gksrk gS fd lgLokeh }kjk ;k rks vfoHkkftr 

laifRr dk varj.k fdlh rhljs i{kdkj dks dj fn;k tkrk gS ;k vfoHkkftr laifRr ds fuf'pr 

Hkkx dk varj.k dj fn;k tkrk gS ,slh n'kk esa fof/kd fLFkfr D;k gksxhA  

  ( 

ds U;k;n"̀Vkarksa esa edku tks fd ,d 

vfoHkkftr iSrd̀ laifRr gS mlesa lgLokeh }kjk fdlh Hkkx dks foØ; fd;s tkus dh fof/kd fLFkfr 

dks le>k;k x;k gSA lekU; fu;e ;g gS fd tc rd laifRr dk cVokjk ugha gks tkrk] rc rd 

dksbZ Hkh lgLokeh fdlh fuf'pr Hkkx dk foØ; ugha dj ldrkA vfoHkkftr Hkkx dk foØ; 

lgLokeh dsoy ;g fy[krs gq, dj ldrk gS mlus laifRr esa vius vf/kdkj dk foØ; fd;k gS 

ijarq og laifRr ds fo'ks"k Hkkx dk foØ; ugha dj ldrkA foHkktu vf/kfu;e] 1893 fd /kkjk 4 ds 

vuqlkj ;fn fuoklx`g dk dksbZ lgLokeh fcuk laifRr dk cVokjk djk;s viuk fgLlk foØ; 

djrk gS rks Øsrk ds ikl ;g vf/kdkj jgrk gS fd og lgLokfe;ksa ds e/; foHkktu djkus ds fy, 

okn izLrqr dj ldrk gSA mls laifRr ij dCtk dsoy rc izkIr gksxk tc lgLokfe;ksa ds chp 

cVokjk gks tk;s vkSj vafre fMØh dh dk;Zokgh ds le; va'kksa dk foHkktu gks tk;sA ;fn laifRr 

,d lk>k fuokl LFkku gS rks rhljs i{kdkj dks ifjokj ds lkFk jgus dk vf/kdkj ugha feyrk mls 

dsoy vius fgLls ds ewY; ;k vyx fgLls ds fy, okn nk;j djus dk vf/kdkj izkIr gksrk gSaA 

/kkjk 4 ds varxZr ifjokj ds vU; lnL; U;k;ky; esa ;g izkFkZuk dj ldrs gS dh os rhljs i{kdkj 

dk fgLlk cktk: ewY; ij Ø; djus ds fy, rS;kj gSA  

  lekU; fu;e ds foijhr ;fn ifjokj dk drkZ dkuwuh vko';drk ds fy, tSls 

'kkldh; dj pqdkuk] cPpksa dh f'k{kk] 'kknh ;k vU; dtZ pqdkus ds fy, vkSj laifRr dks uqdlku 

ls cpkus ds fy, fcuk ifjokj ds vU; lnL; ds lgefr ds fdlh fuf'pr Hkkx dk foØ; dj 

ldrk gSA  

   ds U;k;n`"Vkar esa 

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk fu/kkZfjr fd;k x;k fd ;fn firk }kjk fdlh ukckfyd larku ds 

fgLls dh la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh laifRr dks fcuk fdlh fof/kd vko';drk ds foØ; fd;k rks 

iwjk foØ; laO;ogkj 'kwU; ugha gksxk cfYd firk ds Hkkx rd laO;ogkj oS/k ekuk tk;sxk vkSj firk 

iq= ds cVokjs ds i'pkr~ Øsrk laifRr esa dCtk izkIr dj ldrk gSA bl laca/k esa 

 dk U;k;n`"Vkar Hkh voyksduh; gSA 

   foHkktu ds okn esa ;g Hkh ns[kk tkrk gS fd ftl vfoHkkftr laifRr ds foHkktu gsrq 

nkok izLrqr fd;k x;k gS ml laifRr ds fdlh fgLlsnkj us viuk gd fdlh ,d fgLlsnkj dks 

varfjr fd;k ;k la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj ds fgr esa viuk gd R;kx fn;k gSA gdR;kx i= dsoy 
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mUgh ds i{k esa fu"ikfnr fd;k tk ldrk gS ftudk laifRr esa iwoZ ls vf/kdkj ;k fgLlk gksA 

viathdr̀ gdR;kx i= dk dksbZ fof/kd egRo ugha gSA iathdj.k vf/kfu;e] 1908 dh /kkjk 17 ds 

varxZr vpy laifRr ds gdR;kx i= dk iathd`r gksuk vfuok;Z gSA ;fn fdlh dqVqEc ds lnL; 

}kjk gdR;kx i= fu"ikfnr fd;k tkrk gS rks ml ij LVkai M~;wVh fdruh pLik dh tk;sxh bl 

laca/k esa Hkkjrh; LVkai vf/kfu;e] 1899 dh vuqlwph 1&d ds Øekad 57 ftlds vuqlkj O;oLFkkiu 

ds fy,] dqVqEc ds lnL;ksa dh n'kk esa ml 'kqYd dk vk/kk 'kqYd] tks O;oLFkkfir laifRr ds 

cktk: ewY; ds gLrkarj.k ij yxrk gS vnk fd;k tk;sxkA blds Li"Vhdj.k Øekad 1 ds vuqlkj 

fyf[kr ij U;wure 'kqYd 1000@& :i;s ls de ugha gksxhA blds vfrfjDr iath;u ds fy, 

iath;u 'kqYd Hkh ns; gksxkA  

   ds U;k;n`"Vkar esa 

ekuuh; mPpre U;k;ky; }kjk ;g fl)kar izfrikfnr fd;k x;k gS fd ;fn fdlh fgr/kkjd dks 

/kks[ks esa j[kdj] ncko Mkydj ;k vlR; tkudkjh nsdj gdR;kx i= fu"ikfnr djk;k x;k gS rks 

mls U;k;ky; esa pqukSrh nh tk ldrh gSA gdR;kx i= ds fy, ;g egRoiw.kZ 'krZ gS fd mls 

LoSfPNd gksuk pkfg,A lkFk gh ;g Hkh Li"V gksuk pkfg, fd fdlh ,d fgr/kkjd ds fgr esa 

gdR;kx fd;k x;k gS ;k la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh laifRr esa vius fgLls dk gd 'ks"k fgr/kkjdksa ds 

fgr esa R;kx fd;k x;k gSA  

   la;qDr fgUnw ifjokj dh vfoHkkftr laifRr ds foHkktu ds okn esa eq[;r% Åij of.kZr 

fcUnqvksa dk /;ku j[kuk vko';d gSA blds vfrfjDr Hkh foHkktu ds okn esa vU; fof/kd iz'u 

mRiUu gks ldrs gS] ftlds fy, ikBdksa ls vkxzg fd os bl lanHkZ esa ekuhu; mPpre U;k;ky; 

,oa ekuuh; mPp U;k;ky;ksa }kjk ikfjr U;k;n`"Vkarksa dk voyksdu djsaA    

 

  

 

 

 

 

  

  

Carefully watch your thoughts, for they become your words. Manage 

and watch your words, for they will become your actions. Consider and 

judge your actions, for they have become your habits. Acknowledge 

and watch your habits, for they shall become your values. Understand 

and embrace your values, for they become your destiny. 

 

& Mahatma Gandhi 

https://www.azquotes.com/author/5308-Mahatma_Gandhi
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ANNUAL REPORT OF MADHYA PRADESH  

STATE JUDICIAL ACADEMY, 2025 
 

 

Judicial training plays a pivotal role in maintaining the integrity, efficiency and 

adaptability of the judiciary. In a dynamic legal landscape characterized by rapid legislative 

changes, technological advancements and evolving societal expectations, continuous education 

equips judges and legal professionals with the tools to interpret and apply the law effectively.  

During the period under report, the Madhya Pradesh State Judicial Academy has 

attempted to encompass and ragogical methodologies in its training programmes to ensure 

participative, experiential and outcome oriented learning. 

The Academy has conducted a diverse array of training programmes in the year 2025. 

These initiatives catered to judicial officers, advocates and other stakeholders of the justice 

delivery system, focusing on enhancing their knowledge, skills and efficiency in the administration 

of justice. Under the Scheme for Judicial Education and Training, the Academy conducted 127 

programmes; 44 programmes benefitting 2773 Judicial Officers of the State consuming 216 

days, 21 programmes for other stakeholders benefitting 12080 and 27 days were consumed and 

62 programmes were conducted for the ministerial staff of the High Court and district Courts 

benefitting 4970 employees utilizing 164 days. 

 In addition to regular Institutional Training Programmes, the Academy also organized 

special Workshops on specific subjects including Family Laws & Gender Justice, Forest and 

Wild Life Laws, Protection of Women from Domestic Violence, Motor Accident Claim Cases, 

Land Acquisition Laws, NDPS Act, Electricity Act, Negotiable Instruments Act, Pocso Act and 

Sensitization programme on Sentencing Policy conducted in this year.  

 Apart that, the Academy under the e-Committee Special Drive Training and Outreach 

Programme through the State Judicial Academies is conducting ECT programmes for the Master 

Trainers, Court Staff, Advocates, Advocate Clerks, Technical Staff etc.   

 Acknowledging, the importance of the ministerial staff in the justice dispensation system, 

ministerial staff of the District Judiciary is being imparted training regularly.  

Key Programmes of the year 2025 

Some of the notable programmes are being mentioned herein: 

 Conference for Principal District & Sessions Judges 

  The Conference of the Principal District & Sessions Judges held on 18
th

 and 19
th

 January, 

2025 in the Academy. This prestigious two day Conference was inaugurated by Hon’ble 

Shri Justice Abhay S. Oka, Judge, Supreme Court of India. My Lord graced the 
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Conference and addressed the participants on the subject – Dynamic Role of District 

Judiciary as Custodian of Fundamental Rights.  This Conference was also presided over 

by Hon’ble the Chief Justice, High Court for Madhya Pradesh, Chairman of the Academy 

and other Hon’ble Judges of High Court of Madhya Pradesh. 

 West Zone Regional Conference of the National Judicial Academy 

The West Zone Regional Conference of the National Judicial Academy, hosted in 

Madhya Pradesh after almost a decade on 2
nd

 & 3
rd

 August, 2025 held at the Brilliant 

Convention Centre, Indore. The Conference was inaugurated by Hon’ble Shri Justice 

Jitendra Kumar Maheshwari, Judge, Supreme Court of India in the gracious presence of 

Hon’ble Shri Justice Satish Sharma, Judge, Supreme Court of India, Hon’ble Chief 

Justice Shri Sanjeev Sachdeva, High Court of Madhya Pradesh and other companion 

Judges. The subject of this Conference was “Court Dockets: Explosion and Exclusion” 

and witnessed some deep insights into the issue from leading resource persons who had 

travelled from across the country. The deliberations during the Conference underscored 

the importance of use of technology and delved into the issue of Artificial Intelligence on 

Judiciary.  

 Workshop on – Emerging Trends in Cyber Crimes 

Workshop on on – Emerging Trends in Cyber Crimes was held online on 28
th

 June, 2025. 

As technology changes, new types of crimes are also emerging. It is important that we, in 

the legal field, stay updated. This workshop focused on modern tools used to collect 

evidence in cybercrime cases and how the law looks at such evidence. 

 Symposium on Forest and Wildlife Laws 

A Symposium on Forest & Wild Life Laws was organized on 4
th

 & 5
th

 July, 2025. This 

time, the symposium was conducted in a new way as Academy had invited officers from 

Forest and Prosecution Departments as well, to participate and share their insights. This 

offered a chance for healthy interactions and understanding the problem areas from their 

perspectives.  

 “Shaurya” – Consultation for Safeguarding the Girl Child: Towards a Safer and 

Enabling Environment for her in Madhya Pradesh 

The Academy, in collaboration with High Court Juvenile Justice Committee, has 

organized the State Level Consultation on 30
th

 & 31
st
 August, 2025. This Consultation 

brought together judicial officers, Government Authorities, Secretaries of District Legal 

Services Authorities and subject experts to deliberate on issues of child rights, safety and 
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empowerment. This Consultation witnessed lot of stakeholders come together and 

brainstormed over their collective roles in providing a safer space for girls in particular.  

 International Colloquium on Evolving Horizons: Navigating Complexity & 

Innovation in Commercial & Arbitration Law in Digital World  

The Academy organized this International Colloquium in collaboration with the Danish 

Patent and Trade Mark Office (DKPTO) at Brilliant Convention Centre, Indore on 11
th

 & 

12
th

 October, 2025 in which 70 Judicial Officers, 47 Law Students and 70 Advocates 

participated.  The discussions ranging from intermediary liability and cross-border 

disputes to the interface between technology and intellectual property demonstrated how 

quickly the global legal landscape is transforming. Judicial Officers engaged deeply with 

questions of digital accountability, arbitration trends, platform regulation and the delicate 

equilibrium between innovation and public interest. These exchanges highlighted that 

while technology may drive the speed of transformation it is only an informed and 

learning-oriented judiciary that can guide this transformation with fairness, sensitivity 

and constitutional fidelity and was also equally beneficial for Advocates and students. 

This colloquium builds on an ongoing journey of international engagement that the 

Academy has consciously nurtured.  

 Conference on Advocacy and Professional Competence: Pursuit of Excellence  

The Academy conducted Special Conference for Advocates on 15.11.2025 at  IIITDM, 

Jabalpur. The object behind organizing the Conference is  Advocates being officers of the 

Court and one of the most important functionary of justice dispensation system, a need 

was felt to  impart quality judicial education to update them with the legal developments 

and to bring professionalism in Bar. It is said that a good Bar makes path for a better 

Bench.  Further, Hon’ble e-Committee of the Supreme Court of India has also 

emphasized upon the active role of the State Judicial Academies in providing suitable 

training to the advocates on e-Court services as advocates are having important and 

active participation under the e-Courts project.   

 The Academy also co-ordinated with the Member Secretary, MPSLSA in conduction of 

Conference on “Strategic Role of Para-Legal Volunteers & Panel Lawyers” at 

Khajuraho, Chhatarpur (M.P.). 
 

For ready reference, a tabular sheet containing the number of training programmes 

conducted in the year 2025 along with the number of participants and days consumed are shown 

below: 
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PROGRAMMES CONDUCTED IN THE YEAR 2025 

(January to December, 2025)  
S. 

No. 
Name of the Programme Target Group 

Date & 

Duration 

Venue/Mode 

of Training 

No. of 

Participants 

Induction Training Course for Civil Judges (Entry Level)    

1. Induction Training Course for Civil 

Judges (Entry Level)  

(Institutional Second Phase)   

 

 

 

Civil Judge (Entry Level) 

of  2023 Batch 

  

20.01.2025  

to  

14.02.2025 

(four weeks) 

 

 

 
 

MPSJA 

  

1 

2. Induction Training Course for Civil 

Judges (Entry Level)  

(Institutional Final Phase)                    

04.08.2025  

to  

12.09.2025 

 (six weeks) 

1 

Institutional Advance Training Course for District Judges (Entry Level) on Promotion 

3. Institutional Advance Training Course 

for District Judges (Entry Level)   

District Judges                    

(Entry Level) appointed  on 

promotion  from                    

Civil Judge Senior Divisionand 

Limited Competitive Exam of 

2024-25 

 03.03.2025  

to  

29.03.2025 

(four weeks)  

 

 

 

MPSJA 

39 

Refresher Course for District Judges (on completion of 1 year service) 

4. Refresher Course for District Judges  

  

  

District Judges                    

(Entry Level) appointed  on 

promotion  from                    

Civil Judge Senior Division  

and recruited directly from 

Bar in 2023 

21.04.2025  

to  

26.04.2025  

 (one week) 

 

 

 

MPSJA 

82 

Refresher Course for Civil Judges (on completion of 1 year service) 

5. Refresher Course for Civil Judges  

(on completion of 1 year service)     

Civil Judge Junior Division 

(Entry Level) of 2022 

Batch 

28.04.2025  

to  

03.05.2025 

 (one week) 

 
MPSJA 

112 

Refresher Course for Civil Judges (on completion of 5 years service) 

6. 

& 

7. 

Refresher Course for Civil Judges  

  

Civil Judges Senior 

Division  

(2019 Batch) 

10.02.2025 

to 

15.02.2025 

 (one week) 

(Group-I) 

 

 

 
 

MPSJA 

  

46 

17.02.2025 

to 

22.02.2025 

 (one week) 

(Group-II) 

48 

Refresher Course for the District Judges (Entry Level & Selection Grade) (on completion of 5 years service) 

8.  

&  

9. 

Refresher Course for District Judges  

  

  

 

District Judges   

(Entry Level & Selection 

Grade) 

  

27.01.2025  

to  

01.02.2025  

 (one week) 

(Group-I) 

 

 
 

MPSJA 

  

50 

   18.08.2025  

to  

23.08.2025  

 (one week) 

(Group-II) 

 47 
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S. 

No. 

Name of the Programme Target Group Date & 

Duration 

Venue/Mode 

of Training 

No. of 

Participants 

Orientation Programme for Newly appointed Civil Judge, Junior Division (Entry Level)    

10. Orientation Programme     Newly appointed Civil 

Judge, Junior Division 

(Entry Level) 

 20.11.2025  

to  

22.11.2025 

 (three days)  

 
MPSJA 

 

1 

In-Service/ Mid-Career Judicial Educational Programmes   

11. Conference for Principal District & 

Sessions Judges 

 

 

Principal District & 

Sessions Judges of the 

State & Senior District & 

Additional Sessions 

Judges 

18.01.2025  

&  

19.01.2025 

(two days)  

 

 

MPSJA  

62 

12. 

 

Interactive Session on – Key issues 

relating to cases under the Protection of 

Women from Domestic Violence Act, 

2005 and maintenance u/s 144 BNSS (S. 

125 CrPC) (online mode) 

Judges dealing with 

cases under  PWDVA 

Act  

08.02.2025  

(one day) 

 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

148 

13. Training Programme on –  Certain 

Identified Legal Issues  

Civil Judges Senior 

Division  

 

17.02.2025 

to 

19.02.2025 

(three days) 

 
MPSJA 

1 

14. Awareness programme on – Sentencing 

Policy, Presumption under different laws 

and importance of Accused Statement 

(online mode) 

Judges of  all  cadre   22.02.2025  

(one day) 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

87 

15. Awareness Programme on – Civil Appeals, 

Criminal Appeals and Criminal Revisions 

(online mode) 

Judges of HJS cadre   05.04.2025  

(one day) 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

95 

16. Sensitization Programme in compliance of 

the order of Hon’ble Supreme Court 

District & Additional 

Sessions Judge 

23.06.2025  

to 

28.06.2025 

 (one week) 

 
 

MPSJA 

1 

17. Workshop on – Emerging trends in Cyber 

Crimes: New tools & techniques of 

collection of evidence and its legal 

perspective (online mode) 

Judges of all cadre 28.06.2025  

(one day) 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

152 

18. Symposium on  –  Key issues relating to 

Forest & Wild Life Laws   

 

Judicial Magistrates 

dealing with cases under 

Forest & Wild Life 

Laws, Forest Officers & 

Prosecution Officers 

04.07.2025  

&  

05.07.2025 

(two days) 

 

 

MPSJA 

 

56 (J.O.) 

20 (F.O.) 

05(P.O.) 

19. Conference for Chief Judicial Magistrates Chief Judicial 

Magistrates of the State 

19.07.2025  

&  

20.07.2025 

(two days)  

  

MPSJA 

49 

20. Regional Conference (West Zone-II)  on – 

Court Dockets: Explosion and Exclusion  

(P-1458) 

Hon’ble High Court 

Justices & Judicial 

Officers of Madhya  

02.08.2025  

&  

03.08.2025 

Brilliance 

Convention 

Centre,  

95 

 (in collaboration with National Judicial 

Academy, Bhopal) 

Pradesh, Rajasthan, 

Gujarat and Bombay 

(two days) 
 

Indore 
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S. 

No. 

Name of the Programme Target Group Date & 

Duration 

Venue/Mode 

of Training 

No. of 

Participants 

21. “Shaurya” – The State Consultation for 

Safeguarding the Girl Child: Towards a 

Safer and Enabling Environment for her in 

Madhya Pradesh  

(in collaboration with High Court Juvenile 

Justice Committee and  UNICEF  M.P. )   

Principal Magistrates of 

Juvenile Justice Boards 

and other stakeholders of 

Juvenile Justice System 

30.08.2025 

& 

31.08.2025 

(two days) 

 
 

 

MPSJA 

20 Judicial 

Officers 

115 other 

stakeholders of 

Juvenile 

Justice System 

22. Workshop on – Key issues relating to the 

POCSO Act with special reference to 

amendment relating to sexual offences, 

trial and enquiry in Children’s Court 

Judges dealing with 

cases under POCSO Act 

06.09.2025  

&  

07.09.2025 

(two days) 

 

 

MPSJA 

59 

23. Specialised Educational Programme on – 

Motor Accident Claim cases (online mode) 

Judges dealing with Motor 

Accident Claim Cases 

20.09.2025  

(one day) 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

105 

24. Workshop on – Key issues relating to  

Labour Laws   

 

Presiding Judges of  

Labour Courts 

27.09.2025  

&  

28.09.2025 

(two days)   

 
MPSJA 

19 

25. International Colloquium on Evolving 

Horizons: Navigating Complexity & 

Innovation in Commercial & Arbitration 

Law in Digital World  

[in collaboration with the Danish Patent 

and Trade Mark Office (DKPTO)] 

Principal District Judges, 

Senior  District & 

Additional Sessions 

Judges, Presiding Judges 

of the Commercial 

Courts in the State, 

Senior Advocates of 

Indore Bench, Advocates 

practicing in Indore 

Region  and Law  

Students    

 11.10.2025  

&  

12.10.2025 

(two days) 

Brilliant 

Convention 

Centre, 

Indore 

70 Judges 

47 Law 

Students 

70 Advocates 

26. Interactive Session on – Key issues 

relating to cases of dishonour of cheque 

under the Negotiable Instruments Act, 

1881. (online mode) 

Judicial Magistrates 01.11.2025  

(one day) 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

239 

27. Specialized Training District & Additional 

Sessions Judge 

25.09.2025  

&  

26.09.2025 

(two days)   

 
MPSJA 

1 

28. Conference on – Family Laws and Gender 

Justice 

Principal and Additional 

Principal Judges of Family 

Courts and Judges dealing 

with matrimonial cases 

 08.11.2025  

&  

09.11.2025 

(two days)   

 
 

MPSJA 

65 

29. Specialised Educational Programme on – 

Land Acquisition Laws (online mode) 

Judges dealing  with cases  

under Land Acquisition 

Laws 

22.11.2025  

(one day) 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

99 

30. Interactive Session on – Trial of offences 

arising under Narcotic Drugs & 

Psychotropic Substances Act, 1985 

Special Judges dealing 

with cases under NDPS 

Act 

20.12.2025  

(one day) 

 

 

MPSJA 

49  

31. Conference on – Issues and Challenges 

relating to cases under the Electricity Act 

Special Judges dealing 

with cases under  the 

Electricity  Act 

20.12.2025  

(one day) 

 

 

MPSJA 
113 
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S. 

No. 

Name of the Programme Target Group Date & 

Duration 

Venue/Mode 

of Training 

No. of 

Participants 

Specialized Educational Programme at other Institutes 

32.  

&  

33. 

Specialized Educational Programme at 

State Medico Legal Institute, Bhopal 

Newly appointed/ 

promoted Judges of HJS 

cadre 

 22.04.2025  

to  

24.04.2025 

(three days) 

 

 
 

 

Bhopal 

30 

14.11.2025  

to  

16.11.2025 

 (three days) 

30 

34.  

&  

35. 

Specialized Educational Programme at 

Regional Forensic Science Laboratory, 

Bhopal 

Newly appointed/ 

promoted Judges of HJS 

cadre 

01.11.2025  

to  

03.11.2025 

(three days) 

 

 

 

Bhopal 

38 

14.11.2025  

to  

16.11.2025 

 (three days) 

39 

e-Committee Special Drive Training and Outreach Programme through State Judicial Academies (for Judges) 

36.  ICT & e-Courts Induction Programme for 

the newly recruited Civil Judges 

(ECT_17_2024) (online mode) 

Newly recruited Civil 

Judges Junior Division 

11.01.2025 

(one day) 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

140 

37.  

&  

38. 

Computer Skill Enhancement Programme 

Level I & II (ECT_13_2024)  

(online mode) 

Judicial Officers of  all 

cadre 

25.01.2025 

(one day) 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

81 

27.09.2025 

(one day) 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

90 

39. ICT & e-Courts Induction Programme for 

the newly recruited Direct District Judges 

(ECT_18_2024) (online mode) 

Newly recruited direct 

District Judges   

23.03.2025 

(one day) 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

65 

40. Training Programme on Cyber Laws & 

Appreciation & Handling of Digital 

Evidence for Judicial Officers 

(ECT_14_2024) 

Judges of  all  cadre   23.03.2025  

(one day) 

 

 
 

MPSJA 

58 

41.  

&  

42. 

Refresher Programme on - Cyber laws, 

Appreciation & Handling of Digital 

Evidence (ECT_14_2025) 

Judicial Officers 22.11.2025 

(one day) 

 

MPSJA 
59 

06.12.2025 

(one day) 

 

MPSJA 
49 

43* 

& 

44*. 

Programme for Technical staff of District 

Courts including OIC and Junior OIC of 

Computer Sections of the District 

(ECT_11_2025) 

  

Technical 

Staff/District System 

Administrator/ System 

Officers of all the 

Districts including OIC 

and Junior OIC of 

Computer Sections of 

the District  

  

   

01.11.2025 

(one day) 

MPSJA  

Jabalpur 

Zone   
(Annupur, 

Balaghat, 

Chhindwara, 

Damoh, 

Dindori, 

Jabalpur, 

Katni, 

Mandla 

Narsinghpur, 

Panna, 

Raisen, 
Sagar,  

28 
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S. 

No. 

Name of the Programme Target Group Date & 

Duration 

Venue/Mode 

of Training 

No. of 

Participants 

    Seoni, 

Shahdol, 

Sidhi, 

Singrauli & 

Umaria) 

 

21.12.2025 

(one day) 

 

Hotel 

Tansen, 

Gwalior  
 

Gwalior 

Zone   
(Ashoknagar, 

Bhind, 

Chhatarpur, 

Datia, Guna, 

Gwalior, 

Morena, 

Sheopur, 

Shivpuri and 

Tikamgarh) 

54 

Judicial Educational Programmes for other stakeholders 

45.  

to  

47.  

Special Workshop for Advocates 

(having 0-5 years practice) 

Advocates practicing at  

High Court of M.P., 

Bench Indore 

 25.01.2025 

(one day) 

Indore 85 

 05.04.2025 

(one day) 

Indore 63 

 23.08.2025 

(one day) 

(merged with 

29.11.2025) 

 
 

 

Indore 

31 

29.11.2025       

(one day) 

48.  

to  

51. 

 

Special Workshop for Advocates 

(having 0-5 years practice) 

Advocates practicing at  

High Court of M.P., 

Jabalpur 

 22.02.2025 

(one day) 

 

MPSJA 
62 

 05.04.2025 

(one day) 

 

MPSJA 
68 

 05.07.2025 

(one day) 

 

MPSJA 
53 

 27.09.2025  

(one day) 

 

MPSJA 
84 

52. Special Workshop for Advocates 

(having 0-5 years practice) 

  

  

Advocates practicing at  

High Court of M.P., 

Bench Gwalior 

  

 29.03.2025 

(one day) 

(merged with 

06.12.2025) 

 

 

 

 

Gwalior 

 

 

 

 

110   
 28.06.2025 

(one day) 

(merged with 

06.12.2025) 

    06.09.2025 

(one day) 

(merged with 

06.12.2025) 

  

06.12.2025 

(one day) 
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S. 

No. 

Name of the Programme Target Group Date & 

Duration 

Venue/Mode 

of Training 

No. of 

Participants 

53.  

to  

55. 

Regional Workshop for Advocates 

(online mode) 

Advocates practicing in 

districts Jabalpur, Katni, 

Satna, Rewa, Sidhi, 

Singrauli, Umaria, Dhar 

Shahdol, Anuppur, Dindori, 

Mandla, Seoni, Balaghat, 

Indore, Dewas and Jhabua 

 02.05.2025  

&  

03.05.2025 

 (two days) 

 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

98 

(information 

awaited from 

Jabalpur, 

Singrauli & 

Dindori) 

Advocates practicing in  

districts Bhopal, 

Narmadapuram, Betul, 

Vidisha, Raisen, Sagar, 

Damoh, Harda, Chhatarpur, 

Panna, Ratlam Tikamgarh, 

Khandwa, Chhindwara, 

Mandleshwar, Alirajpur & 

Mandsaur 

 04.07.2025  

&  

05.07.2025 

(two days) 

 

 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

112 

(information 

awaited from 

Betul, Ratlam 

& Alirajpur) 

Advocates from the districts 

Gwalior, Datia, Bhind, 

Morena, Sheopur, Shivpuri, 

Guna, Ashoknagar, Rajgarh, 

Sehore, Shajapur, Agar-

Malwa, Ujjain, Narsinghpur, 

Neemuch, Barwani and 

Burhanpur 

22.08.2025  

&  

23.08.2025 

(two days) 

 

 

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters 

109 

(information 

awaited from 

Sehore) 

56. Symposium on  –  Key issues relating to 

Forest & Wild Life Laws   

 

Judicial Magistrates 

dealing with cases under 

Forest & Wild Life Laws, 

Forest Officers & 

Prosecution Officers 

04.07.2025  

&  

05.07.2025 

(two days) 

 

 

MPSJA 

 

 20 (Forest 

Officers) 

05(Prosecutio

n Officers) 

57. “Shaurya” – The State Consultation for 

Safeguarding the Girl Child: Towards a 

Safer and Enabling Environment for her in 

Madhya Pradesh  

(in collaboration with High Court Juvenile 

Justice Committee and  UNICEF  M.P.)   

Principal Magistrates of 

Juvenile Justice Boards 

and other stakeholders of 

Juvenile Justice System 

30.08.2025 

& 

31.08.2025 

(two days) 

 
 

 

MPSJA 

115 other 

stakeholders 

of Juvenile 

Justice 

System 

58. Conference on Advocacy and Professional 

Competence: Pursuit of Excellence for 

Advocates   

Advocates enrolled with 

the State Bar Council of 

MP practicing in the 

High Court of M.P, 

Principal Seat, Jabalpur 

and District Court Bar 

Associations of adjoining 

districts 

15.11.2025 

(one day) 

 

Indian Institute 

of Information 

Technology, 

Design and 

Manufacturing 

(IIITDM), 

Jabalpur 

571 

e-Committee Special Drive Training and Outreach Programme through State Judicial Academies  (for Advocates) 

59. 

to 

62. 

 

Advocate/Advocate Clerk e-Courts 

Programme at Taluka/ Village  

(ECT_7_2024) (once in 3 months) 

(online mode)  

Advocates/ 

Advocate Clerks at 

Taluka/Village locations 

(Through YouTube) 

  

25.01.2025 

(one day) 

 

 

 

MPSJA/ 

Tehsil  

Locations  

1638  

viewers 

22.03.2025 

(one day) 

2700 

viewers 

30.08.2025 

(one day) 

2285 

viewers 

01.11.2025 

(one day) 

1900 viewers 
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S. 

No. 

Name of the Programme Target Group Date & 

Duration 

Venue/Mode of 

Training 

No. of 

Participants 

63.   Advocates/Advocate Clerks e-Courts 

Programme at District HQ 

(ECT_4_2025) (online mode) 

Advocates/ 

Advocate Clerks at 

District HQ 

 

21.06.2025 

(one day)   

 

MPSJA/ 

District Headquarters  

1500 

viewers  

64. Advocates/Advocate Clerks e-Courts 

Programme at Taluk/Village(ECT_7_2025) 

(online mode) 

Advocates/ Advocate 

Clerks at Taluka/ 

Village locations 

   

65. Computer Skill enhancement 

Programme Level I & II 

(ECT_12_2025) (online mode) 

All Advocates/ 

Advocate clerks 

29.11.2025 

(one day) 

 

MPSJA/ District 

Headquarters 

354 

viewers 

e-Committee Special Drive Training and Outreach Programme through State Judicial Academies (for Ministerial Staff) 

66. Refresher Programme for Registry Staff of 

High Court (ECT_15_2024)(online mode) 

High Court staff   01.02.2025 

(one day) 

 

MPSJA 
50 

67. 

to 

70. 

Programme for Technical staff of District 

Courts  Hardware & software 

maintenance, Data Replication, Data 

monitoring, VC equipment, LAN 

connections etc. (ECT_11_2024)    

Technical Staff/ 

District System 

Administrators/ 

System Officers of all 

the districts 

(Zone wise) 

16.02.2025 

(one day) 

 

Gwalior 
74 

23.02.2025 

(one day) 

 

Jabalpur  
85 

01.03.2025 

(one day) 

Brilliant Convention 

Centre, Indore 

71 

09.03.2025 

(one day) 

 

Bhopal 
74 

71. Programme for Court Managers & 

Administrative Head Staff of District 

Judiciary ( ECT_5_2025) (online mode) 

Administrative 

Head staff & Court 

Managers from 

every District 

26.07.2025 

(one day) 

  

 

MPSJA/ 

District 

Headquarters  

153 

72. Training Programme on Digitization at 

High Court Level (ECT_6_2025)  

(online mode) 

High Court 

Digitization 

officials/Staff 

  217 

73. Programme for Technical staff & NIC 

Coordinators at High Court 

(ECT_10_2025)(online mode) 

Technical Staff & 

NIC Coordinators at 

High court 

23.08.2025 

(one day) 

 

at Principal Seat and 

Bench through MPSJA 

51 

74. 

& 

75. 

Programme for Technical staff of District 

Courts including OIC and Junior OIC of 

Computer Sections of the District 

(ECT_11_2025) 

  

Technical 

Staff/District System 

Administrator/ 

System Officers of 

all the Districts 

including OIC and 

Junior OIC of 

Computer Sections 

of the District  

  

   

01.11.2025 

(one day) 

MPSJA  

Jabalpur Zone   
(Annupur, Balaghat, 

Chhindwara, Damoh, 

Dindori, Jabalpur, 

Katni, Mandla 

Narsinghpur, Panna, 

Raisen, Sagar, Seoni, 

Shahdol, Sidhi, 

Singrauli & Umaria) 

7 

21.12.2025 

(one day) 

 

Hotel Tansen, 

Gwalior  

Gwalior Zone   

(Ashoknagar, Bhind, 

Chhatarpur, Datia, 

Guna, Gwalior, 

Morena, Sheopur, 

Shivpuri and 

Tikamgarh) 

8  

  
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Part – II 

(NOTES ON IMPORTANT JUDGMENTS) 
 

243. ARBITRATION AND CONCILIATION ACT, 1996 – Sections 11(6) 

and 12(5) 

Arbitration – Appointment of arbitrator – Limitation – Arbitration clause naming 

Managing Director of respondent or his nominee as arbitrator rendered inoperative 

by virtue of subsequent amendment in the 1996 Act – Ineligibility of named 

arbitrator does not nullify the arbitration agreement itself – Core intention to 

resolve disputes through arbitration matters – Arbitration clause to be interpreted 

purposively and not literally – Court empowered to appoint an independent 

arbitrator u/s 11(6) of the Act when agreed procedure becomes invalid due to 

statutory amendments.  

Offshore Infrastructures Limited v. M/s. Bharat Petroleum Corporation 

Limited 

Judgment dated 07.10.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 12529 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4774 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

The very existence of the arbitration clause in the GCC referring to all disputes to 

arbitrator is the core part of contract. Merely because the procedure to appoint an arbitrator 

provided in the clause has become inoperative due to subsequent changes in statutory provisions, 

would not mean that the core of the contract referring the dispute for adjudication to arbitrator 

would be rendered nugatory. The amendment in the statute has been enacted with the legislative 

intent to enforce neutrality of the arbitrator and bring impartiality in arbitration proceedings by 

virtue of Section 12(5) of the 1996 Act. It cannot be justified to literally interpret the clause in 
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the contract in a manner or at the cost of the entire arbitration mechanism itself being abandoned. 

The arbitration agreement must be interpreted in a purposive manner, but not literally so as to 

enable the parties to pursue the intended dispute redressal mechanism of contract. Therefore, it 

cannot be said that non-operation of arbitration clause in GCC will result into forgoing of entire 

arbitration mechanism and rendering the Appellant disentitled for seeking appointment of 

arbitrator. The Appellant is, therefore, entitled to file application under section 11(6) of the 1996 

Act for appointment of arbitrator and thereby the power is vested with the court to appoint an 

arbitrator upon filing of such application. 

  

244. BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 62, 103, 138 and 189(2)  

EVIDENCE ACT, 1872 – Sections 27 and 65-B 

BHARATIYA SAKSHYA ADHINIYAM, 2023 – Sections 23 (2) proviso 

and 63 

Murder – Criminal conspiracy – Prosecution had mainly relied on call records to 

connect the accused with the crime – They were not proved in accordance with 

Section 65-B of the Evidence Act as no certificate was produced – “Last seen” 

theory based on testimonies of witnesses was not relied upon as the same was found 

unnatural due to unexplained – Telephonic evidence relied upon by prosecution – 

Call detail records and hotel registers not establishing nexus between accused and 

alleged hired killers – Recovery of blood-stained chunni and vehicle not supported 

by forensic evidence linking them to deceased – Chain of circumstances incomplete 

and not forming an unbroken link pointing only to guilt of accused – High Court 

justified in extending benefit of doubt – Supreme Court, while re-appreciating 

evidence, finding no perversity in acquittal – Appeals dismissed. 
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State of Rajasthan v. Bhanwar Singh Etc. Etc. 

Judgment dated 26.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 1954 of 

2013, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4750 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

We are of the firm opinion that the said finding of the High Court is unassailable. Taken 

together, both the circumstances, i.e., non-production of the certificate under Section 65-B of the 

Evidence Act, and the call detail records being presented through a handwritten note without 

examining the scribe thereof would lead to an inescapable conclusion that the call details were 

not proved as per law. 

We give our full imprimatur to the conclusion drawn by the High Court in the impugned 

judgment that the recovery of chunni was concocted and planted. The other recoveries effected 

by the investigating officer were insignificant. The theory of motive and last seen was nothing 

but a conjectural story. Thus, there is no evidence worth the name on the record of the case so as 

to connect respondents-Hemlata and Narpat Choudhary with the murder of the deceased-Shri 

Suresh. None of the three alleged incriminating circumstances i.e., motive, last seen theory and 

recoveries were proved by leading an admissible or reliable evidence. 

This Court in Babu Sahebagouda Rudragoudar v. State of Karnataka, AIR 2024 SC 

2252, reiterated following principles governing interference by the appellate Court with a 

judgment of acquittal:  

“Thus, it is beyond the pale of doubt that the scope of interference by an appellate 

court for reversing the judgment of acquittal recorded by the trial court in favour 

of the accused has to be exercised within the four corners of the following 

principles: 

That the judgment of acquittal suffers from patent perversity; 

That the same is based on a misreading/omission to consider material 

evidence on record; and 

That no two reasonable views are possible and only the view consistent with 

the guilt of the accused is possible from the evidence available on record. 

The appellate court, in order to interfere with the judgment of acquittal 

would have to record pertinent findings on the above factors if it is inclined 

to reverse the judgment of acquittal rendered by the trial court.” 
 

 

  
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245. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Section 100 

SUCCESSION ACT, 1925 – Section 67 

Second appeal – Power  to frame additional issue – High Court in second appeal 

framed an additional substantial question of law regarding the validity of will in 

light of section 67 of the Indian Succession Act – Question was framed without any 

pleadings, issues or foundational facts – A finding was already on record that the 

will was void as one of the attesting witnesses was wife of the appellants – Held, 

power under proviso to Section 100 CPC is exceptional and must be exercised with 

recorded reasons – New case cannot be made out at second appeal stage – Appeal 

was allowed – Power of court with regards to framing of additional issues 

summarized.  

C. P. Francis v. C.P. Joseph and ors. 

Judgment dated 03.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 11369 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4061 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Before we examine the procedure followed by the High Court, a few precedents on the 

point are noted. The principles emanating from precedents on Section 100(5) of the CPC can be 

summed up as follows: 

(i) A substantial question of law must be grounded in the parties' pleadings and the 

findings of lower courts. Thus, it must be exercised if it is so fundamental that it 

goes to the very root of the matter. 

(ii) The jurisdiction to frame a new question of law is exceptional and should not be 

exercised routinely unless there is a strong and convincing reason to do so. 
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(iii) The proviso allows the court to hear an appeal on “any other substantial question of 

law,” which implies that at least one substantial question of law must have been 

formulated at the admission stage. The power to reformulate or add a question arises 

only if a substantial question of law has already been framed. 

(iv) The High Court must be “satisfied” that the new question is a substantial question of 

law and not a mere legal plea. 

(v) The court is mandatorily required to record its reasons for framing an additional 

substantial question of law. 

(vi) The opposite party (the respondent) must be given a fair and proper opportunity to 

contest the new question. Parties must be put on notice and be allowed to present 

their arguments on the newly framed question. Framing a question while dictating 

the judgment without hearing the parties would be improper. 

We have perused the evidence of DW1, the propounder of Exhibit B-3, and DW5, an 

attesting witness to Exhibit B-3. The evidence is bereft of at least a suggestion that would be 

expected in a matter as serious as the present. The Court has power and jurisdiction to suit or 

non-suit a party on the adduced pleadings, issues and evidence, but not on a totally new and 

unexpected case, more particularly at the stage of Section 100. The root of the matter is not an 

abstract legal issue floating freely, but it is fundamentally anchored to the specific cause of 

action and the factual matrix pleaded by the parties. From the beginning, the plaintiffs' case was 

built on a factual challenge; wherein, they contend that (i) the testators lacked a sound disposing 

state of mind, and (ii) the will was a product of forgery, misrepresentation, and undue influence. 

These two aspects have been successfully established by the Appellant, and the findings favour 

the Appellant. 

Therefore, in fine, we record that in the circumstances of this case, the High Court fell in 

error by not recording reasons for framing the additional substantial question of law. The 

additional substantial question of law may be an abstract application of Section 67 without 

verifying the foundational facts and circumstances. The admission of a party must be in the 

manner known to law. An admission in pleading and evidence is certainly an admission. By 

appreciating an admission, the Court is entitled to apply the consequence of law. In the analysis, 

we notice that the relationship of DW5 with DW1 is either assumed by the Court or not 

contested by the parties on any of the grounds available, namely, want of pleadings, etc., before 

the High Court. The above consideration leads to the irrefutable conclusion that an additional 

substantial question of law is framed without pleadings, issues and reasons and a finding is 

recorded. The Court is now confronted with a will duly executed and proved, and not given 

effect to by applying Section 67 of the Act. It is axiomatic, but still referred to in often quoted 

decisions, that the wish of a testator as expressed through a duly proved will is upheld by the 
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Court, but not open up succession contrary to the arrangement made by the testator. Thus, the 

point is answered in favour of the Appellant and consequently, the impugned judgment is set 

aside. For the above reasons, point No. 2 is not, in the peculiar facts and circumstances of the 

case, examined and answered. 

  

246. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Section 151 and Order 21       

Rules 105 & 106 

LIMITATION ACT, 1963 – Section 151 and Article 65 

(i) Execution – Execution was not fixed for „hearing‟ and it was merely fixed for 

awaiting outcome of second appeal – Dismissal of execution petition cannot be 

said to be in exercise of power under Order 21 rule 105 – Provisions of Order 

21 rule 106 will not apply. 

(ii) Limitation – Execution proceeding dismissed for want of prosecution – 

Reasonable period for filing an application for restoration is 12 years – 

Restoration application was filed after 27 years of dismissal – It is not a 

reasonable period – Application dismissed.  

 

i

ii

Ramratan and ors. v. Lakhan Singh and ors. 

Order dated 08.09.2025 passed by the High Court of Madhya Pradesh (Gwalior Bench) in 

Civil Revision No. 684 of 2018, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 169  

Relevant extracts from the order: 

The Coordinate Bench of this Court in the case of Khoobchand and anr. v. Kashi Prasad 

and ors., 1986 MPLJ 52 has held that where the provisions of Order 21 Rule 105(2) of CPC are 

not attracted, then such dismissal can be set aside in exercise of power under Section 151 of 

CPC, and therefore, no period of limitation would apply for invoking inherent powers of the 



JOTI JOURNAL – DECEMBER, 2025 – PART II                          592 

 

Court. As already pointed out, in the present case, execution case was not fixed for “hearing” and 

it was merely fixed for awaiting the outcome of the second appeal. Therefore, dismissal of the 

execution proceedings by the Court below cannot be said to be in exercise of power under Order 

21 Rule 105(2) of CPC. Therefore, provisions of Order 21 Rule 106 of CPC would not apply, 

and thus, the Court in exercise of power under Section 151 of CPC can restore the execution 

proceedings. 

  It is clear that when no limitation is prescribed, it would be inappropriate for a court to 

supplant the legislature‟s wisdom by its own and provide a limitation more so in accordance with 

what it believe to be the appropriate period. Where a party to a dispute raises a plea of delay 

despite no specific period being prescribed in the statute, then such a party also bears the burden 

of demonstrating how the delay in itself would cause the party additional prejudice or loss so 

oppose to, the claim subject matter of dispute, being raised at an earlier point of time.  

Under these circumstances, it is held that when a statute does not provide a period of 

limitation, then rights must be exercised within a reasonable period.  

Now the question for consideration is what should be the reasonable period for filing an 

application for restoration of the execution proceedings?  

In the present case, a decree for possession was passed. Article 65 of the Limitation Act 

provides for a limitation of 12 years from the day when possession became adverse.  

Under these circumstances, this Court is of considered opinion that where execution 

proceedings were dismissed for want of prosecution, then the reasonable period for filing an 

application for restoration of execution proceedings should be 12 years. In the present case, 

application for restoration of execution proceedings was filed after 27 long years. By no stretch 

of imagination this long period of 27 years can be said to be a reasonable period.  

Accordingly, this Court is of considered opinion that the application filed by applicants 

for restoration of execution proceedings after 27 long years of dismissal of execution 

proceedings for want of prosecution cannot be said to be within reasonable period. 

(Para 16, 22 It is clear that…..to 27) 

  

247. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 7 Rule 11 

COURT FEES ACT, 1870 – Sections 7(v) and 7(vi) 

Registered Will – Proof – Attestation – Non-cross-examination – Effect – Plaintiffs 

sought declaration of title based on Will dated 28.10.1987 and challenge to 

settlement-deed executed by defendant No.1 –  Trial Court dismissed suit holding 

Will not proved – Held, evidence of PW-1 identifying signatures of testator and both 

attesting witnesses remained unchallenged – No suggestion in cross-examination 
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that the Will was fabricated or not executed – PW-2 proved his father's signature,  

PW-3 affirmed execution and attestation through affidavit – No cross-examination 

sought – As per Section 63, a Will duly signed by testator and attested by two 

witnesses stands proved when attesting witnesses‟ testimony is unrebutted – Non-

cross-examination amounts to acceptance of their statements – Trial Court erred in 

discarding the Will despite complete compliance with statutory requirements, 

finding held perverse and contrary to law – Appeal allowed.  

v vi

Swami Datt Pyasi and ors. v. Vidya Bai and ors. 

Order dated 17.06.2025 passed by the High Court of Madhya Pradesh in First Appeal No. 

468 of 2014, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 114 

Relevant extracts from the order: 

Pramod Kumar Shukla has given an affidavit under Order 18 Rule 16 of CPC in which he 

has stated that the Will dated 28.10.1987 was prepared before him and Chhedilal Pyasi signed 

the same in his presence. He was one of the witnesses of Exhibit P/1 and that Will was handed 

over to his nephew Rudra Datt Pyasi. It is also stated in the affidavit that at the time of execution 

of the Will, Chhedial Pyasi was physically and mentally sound. He has also stated that on 
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31.12.1991 the said Will got registered in the office of Sub-Registrar, Jabalpur after verifying his 

signature and also the signature of Shiv Kumar Choubey.  

It is clear that the trial Court has given an erroneous finding in respect of execution of 

Will (Exhibit P/1) dated 28.10.1987 and the said finding is not only contrary to law but also 

perverse. Therefore, the said finding is set aside. Accordingly, the other claim of the plaintiffs 

which is based upon the document (Exhibit P/1) are also sustained and as such, the suit deserves 

to be decreed accordingly. From the recital of Exhibit P/1, it is clear that Chhedilal Pyasi has 

clarified the-then status of the property and also clarified that the property after the death of his 

father Bhaiyalal Pyasi has been devolved in three brothers but Ram Datt Pyasi has taken his 

share and separated himself and, therefore, share of Chhedilal Pyasi and Sarmanlal Pyasi, who 

were residing together, after the death of issueless Chhedilal Pyasi, the Will executed by him in 

his lifetime shall be inherited by the son of Sarmanlal Pyasi in whose favour the Will was 

executed.   

  

248. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 7 Rule 11 and Order 30 Rule 10 

Suit against sole-proprietor – Suit for eviction – Rejection of plaint – Lease was 

executed by sole proprietor of a proprietorship – Amendment of plaint substituting 

proprietor in place of trade name – Application for rejection of plaint on ground 

that lease stood in name of proprietorship concern – Held, concerning 

proprietorship is not a juristic person – It is only a trade name of the proprietor – 

Suit against proprietor is in substance a suit against the proprietorship – Order 30 

Rule 10 CPC is an enabling provision and does not bar institution of suit directly 

against proprietor – Cause of action against proprietor who signed lease deed 

subsists – Rejection of plaint was  improper – High Court adopting hyper-technical 

approach set aside – Order of Trial Court rejecting application under Order 7 Rule 

11 restored. 

30
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7 

Dogiparthi Venkata Satish and anr. v. Pilla Durga Prasad and ors. 

Judgment dated 26.08.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 11104 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4007 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

A proprietorship concern is nothing, but a trade name given by an individual for carrying 

on his business. A proprietorship concern is not a juristic person. It cannot sue, however, in view 

of Order 30 Rule 10 CPC, it can be sued. In order to analyse the said provision, it would be 

appropriate to reproduce the same. It reads as follows: 

“Suit against person carrying on business in name other than his own. – Any 

person carrying on business in a name or style other than his own name, or a Hindu 

undivided family carrying on business under any name, may be sued in such name 

or style as if it were a firm name, and, in so far as the nature of such case permits, 

all rules under this Order shall apply accordingly.” 
 
 

The use of the word can in Order 30 Rule 10 CPC only indicates that proprietorship 

concern may be made a party. However, it does not necessarily mean that the proprietor itself if 

made a party would not be enough, inasmuch as, the proprietorship is to be defended by the 

proprietor only and not by anybody else. Once the proprietor has been impleaded as a party 

representing the proprietorship, no prejudice is caused to rather its interest is well protected and 

taken care of by the only and only person, who owns the proprietorship. Order 30 Rule 

10 CPC does not in any manner debar a suit being filed against the proprietor. 

It is well settled by series of judgments that proprietorship concern cannot be equated 

either with a company or with a partnership firm. Order 30 deals with partnership basically, 

however, Rule 10 thereof refers to proprietorship. It makes very clear that proprietorship concern 

cannot sue but it can be sued. Whether proprietorship concern is sued in its name or through its 

proprietor representing the concerned is one of the same thing. 

  

249. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 8 Rules 1 & 10  

COMMERCIAL COURTS ACT, 2015 – Section 12  

(i) Written statement in commercial suit – Mandatory timeline of 120 days – In a 

commercial suit, filing of written statement beyond 120 days is ordinarily 

impermissible – However, where the entire statutory period for filing the 

written statement fell within the period extending limitation during the 
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COVID-19 pandemic, rejection of the written statement is unsustainable – 

Period from 15.03.2020 to 28.02.2022 stands excluded for computing limitation 

and courts must give effect to such exclusion even in commercial disputes. 

(ii) Cross-examination – Defendant was denied the right to cross-examine on the 

ground of non-filing of a written statement does not automatically extinguish 

the defendant‟s right to cross-examine the plaintiff‟s witnesses – Even in the 

absence of a written statement, a defendant is entitled to cross-examine to test 

the veracity of the plaintiff‟s case – Procedural law being a handmaid of justice, 

rigid adherence to procedure cannot result in denial of substantive defence, 

particularly when the defendant had taken steps to seek extension within the 

excluded limitation period. 

8

i

ii

M/s. Anvita Auto Tech Works Pvt. Ltd. v. M/s. Aroush Motors and anr. 

Judgment dated 08.10.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 12539 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4815 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

The statutory period of 120 days commenced from date of service of summons on 

17.07.2021 and as per section 9 of the General Clauses Act, 1897, the date of service had to be 

excluded therefore, from 18.07.2021, the 120 days' period commenced and it ended on 

14.11.2021. In the light of aforesaid discussion, it can be very well said that both the dates fell 
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within the sweep of period between 15.02.2020 to 28.02.2022. In fact, during this period itself, to 

be precise on 24.11.2021 itself defendant No. 1 had filed I.A. No. 5 seeking enlargement of time 

to file written submission and subsequently on 07.01.2022 had filed IA No. VI/6A seeking 

permission to file written submission enclosing the written submission also. Therefore, the High 

Court ought to have excluded the aforesaid period for the purpose of filing the written statement 

and ought to have permitted the defendant No. 1 to file written statement on record and contest 

the suit on merits rather than dismissing the appeal. 

There is another consideration why the present appeal deserves to be allowed. The 

perusal of the records particularly, the order sheet of the trial court dated 19.08.2022 (Annexure 

P-17) clearly reveal that after the examination-in-chief of PW1 was closed, the cross-

examination of Defendant No. 1 was taken as “Nil” on the ground that defendant had failed to 

file their written statement within stipulated time. The said reason is absolutely perverse and is 

contrary to the right of defence available to the defendant. The purpose of cross-examination is 

to elicit the truth from the witness and impeach its credibility. When the WS was not allowed to 

be taken on record, the denial of the right to cross-examine cannot be taken away by leaving the 

defendant in lurch and this has acted as final nail in the coffin to defendant's right of defence. 

This court not long back in Ranjit Singh v. State of Uttarakhand, 2024 INSC 724 had held that 

even when the defendant has not filed the Written statement, his right to cross-examine the 

plaintiff witnesses is not foreclosed.  

  

250. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 37 Rule 3 

Summary Suit – Leave to Defend – Defendant filed an application u/s 12A in 

response to “Summons for Judgment” without first filing an application for leave to 

defend – In a summary suit under Order 37 CPC, a defendant cannot file a 

reply/defence unless leave to defend is sought and granted – Procedural steps under 

Order 37 must be strictly followed a reply cannot be entertained without leave – 

Held, application of defendant cannot be taken on record. 
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Executive Trading Company Private Limited v. Grow Well Mercantile 

Private Limited 

Judgment dated 25.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 12235 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4537  

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

After perusing the record and also the step taken by the High Court in bypassing the 

requirement of sub-Rules (4) and (5) of Rule 3 of Order 37 of the CPC; without much 

deliberation, we are of the view that the order impugned needs to be interfered with in as much 

as if a reply or defence is allowed to come on record in a summary suit without the Leave of the 

Court then the distinction sought to be maintained between a Suit normally instituted and 

Summary Suit under Order 37 of the CPC stands effaced. The procedural deviation goes to the 

root of the matter. Hence, the order impugned is set aside. The setting aside of the order 

impugned shall not be understood as foreclosing the options available to the Defendant in the 

Judgment Summons already issued, or the observations made in the present order shall not 

prejudice the case of either party. 

  

251. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 39 Rules 1 and 2 

Injunction – Redevelopment – Family settlement – Partnership claim – Respondent 

No. 1 claimed tenancy rights over 550 sq.ft. portion on basis of Family settlement 

agreement – Alleged partnership in tenant-firm – Small Causes Court granted 

interim injunction restraining dispossession – High Court  maintained it – Held, 

respondent failed to establish prima facie tenancy rights – Issues of partnership and 

effect of family settlement require trial – High Court erred in treating statements 

during settlement negotiations as admissions – Injunction unsustainable – Law 

relating to injunction explained. 
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Tushar Himatlal Jani v. Jasbir Singh Vijan and ors. 

Judgment dated 13.05.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 6636         

of 2025, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 1  

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

The law governing the grant of interim injunction is well-settled. This Court, through a 

catena of decisions, has consistently held that before granting an interim injunction, the Court 

must satisfy itself of three essential prerequisites: firstly, the existence of a prima facie case in 

favour of the applicant evincing a reasonable probability of success at trial; secondly, that the 

balance of convenience lies in favour of granting the injunctive relief; and thirdly, that the 

applicant would suffer irreparable injury or harm not adequately compensable in damages if the 

injunction is refused. It is only when these three conditions are cumulatively fulfilled that an 

interim injunction ought to be granted. 

Applying the principles delineated above to the facts at hand, we are of the considered 

view that the High Court erred in granting the injunction in favour of Respondent   No. 1. We 

say so for the reason that the Appellant is incontrovertibly the absolute owner of the property, 

with the disputed area constituting merely a fraction of the entire premises. The Appellant has 

already entered into an agreement to redevelop the property. In these circumstances, the restraint 

imposed by the impugned injunction significantly circumscribes the Appellant's legal right to 

derive commercial benefit from his property. 

It further seems to us that Respondent No. 1 has failed to establish a prima facie case in 

his favour as the question of tenancy rights claimed by him is pending adjudication before the 

Small Causes Court, and at this stage, material ambiguities persist regarding the validity of his 

claim. Even though Respondent No. 1 claims rights and partnership in the Respondent No. 2 firm 

through a Family Settlement Agreement, such contention requires deeper scrutiny, which can 

only be undertaken during the course of trial of his civil suit. Concerning the balance of 

convenience, it decidedly tilts in favour of the Appellant, considering that the disputed area is 

merely 550 square feet out of the total area of 22,000 square feet, and the Appellant has already 

entered into a leave and license agreement dated 11.04.2023 with M/s. KMG Global covering a 

built-up area of 2,200 square feet. The injunction has thus inordinately impeded the entire 

redevelopment project for a relatively small disputed portion. Moreover, the Appellant would 

suffer irreparable injury if the injunction is allowed to operate, given that the protracted delay is 

not only causing substantial financial losses but also affecting the Appellant's contractual 

obligations, which cannot be adequately compensated at a belated stage. 

Conversely, Respondent No. 1 would not suffer any irremediable loss as his alleged 

tenancy rights over an area measuring 550 square feet can be adequately safeguarded. 

  
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252. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 47 Rule 1  

Review – Delay – Compensation was awarded in a motor accident case and was 

deposited – Claimants jointly applied for its disbursement –  Mother of the deceased 

accepted a cheque for Rs. 1,00,000/- signed the order sheet and encashed the amount 

without any objection – Several months later, she filed a review application 

challenging the manner of disbursement – Application was not supported by any 

medical proof for condonation of delay –  Held, once a claimant has consciously and 

voluntarily accepted the disbursed amount and acknowledged the order by signing 

it, she cannot later challenge the same – A person cannot accept the benefit of an 

order and thereafter question it – Review application was rightly rejected as time-

barred and without merit – Appeal was dismissed. 

₹

Urmila Chand v. Sonu Chand and ors. 

Judgment dated 03.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 1352                

of 2023, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4104 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Having gone through the facts and the order passed by the High Court, it has to be 

observed that the claimants approached the Tribunal for disbursement of the amount by filing a 

joint petition No. 223 of 2015 which was filed on 21.04.2015. The order was passed on the said 

joint application. The said joint application was admittedly signed by the appellant herein as well 

as daughter in law - respondent No. 1. It contained a prayer to allow the claimants to withdraw 

the amount awarded towards compensation. Nothing more was indicated much less the share of 

the respective parties. 
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The appellant received the cheque for Rs. 1,00,000/- which she encashed also. She has 

accepted the cheque without any protest and demur. It was upon a joint application and with 

open eyes. Not only that appellant voluntarily received the said amount, but she also put her 

signature on the order sheet confirming the receipt of the amount. The High Court has rightly 

observed that she knew the contents of the order. It was only the subsequent change of mind on 

the delay of the appeal. 

The appellant could not be permitted to resile from her own conduct. She cannot be 

accounted to approbate and reprobate. The question of occurrence of fraud against her does not 

arise in the facts of the case. She acted with open eyes, overtly and consciously. The appellant 

now cannot reopen or dispute the factums of her own act by showing disagreement to the 

disbursement raising all after-thought contentions. 

Looking to the facts and the conduct of the appellant in jointly applying and thereafter 

accepting the compensation and encashing the cheque, no error could be booked in the order 

passed by the Tribunal as well as by the High Court. The operative facts do not permit this Court 

to take any different view. 

The High Court while agreeing with the findings of the Tribunal that there was no 

satisfactory explanation of delay in filing and the facts to justify the delay, also adverted the 

factual aspect on the merits regarding the conduct of the appellant as highlighted above. The 

High Court consequently rightly dismissed the review application. 

  

253. CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 47 Rule 1 

Review – Daughter sought amendment of a preliminary decree passed in a partition 

suit to claim an equal share in ancestral property on the basis of the Hindu 

Succession (Amendment) Act, 2005 – Her application was rejected by the Trial 

Court – High Court initially allowed her revision, but later, in review, reversed its 

own order and remanded the matter for fresh consideration – Held, the power of 

review is very limited – A court hearing a review petition cannot re-hear the case, 

reassess evidence or substitute its earlier view as if it were an appeal – Review is 

permissible only to correct an error apparent on the face of the record and not to 

record fresh findings or reconsider disputed issues – Grounds for review were 

summarized. 



JOTI JOURNAL – DECEMBER, 2025 – PART II                          602 

 

Malleeswari v. K. Sugun and anr. 

Judgment dated 08.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 11437             

of 2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4143 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Having noticed the distinction between the power of review and appellate power, we 

restate the power and scope of review jurisdiction. Review grounds are summed up as follows: 
 

(i) The ground of discovery of new and important matter or evidence is a ground 

available if it is demonstrated that, despite the exercise of due diligence, this 

evidence was not within their knowledge or could not be produced by the party at 

the time, the original decree or order was passed. 

(ii) Mistake or error apparent on the face of the record may be invoked if there is 

something more than a mere error, and it must be the one which is manifest on the 

face of the record. Such an error is a patent error and not a mere wrong decision. An 

error which has to be established by a long-drawn process of reasoning on points 

where there may conceivably be two opinions can hardly be said to be an error 

apparent on the face of the record. 

(iii) Lastly, the phrase „for any other sufficient reason‟ means a reason that is sufficient 

on grounds at least analogous to those specified in the other two categories. 
 

Courts ought not mix up or overlap one jurisdiction with another jurisdiction. Having 

noted the appellate and review jurisdiction of the Court, we will apply these principles to the 

impugned order to determine whether the High Court was within its power of review jurisdiction 

or had exceeded it by reversing the findings, as if the High Court were sitting in appeal against 

the order dated 23.09.2022. We appreciate the above tabulated summary of the view taken in the 

impugned order while doing so. 
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The impugned order has not adverted to an error apparent on the face of the record, but 

has taken up an error on reappreciation of the case and counter case of the parties. The review 

order records a few findings extending far beyond the actual working out of prayers in a suit for 

partition. The order impugned has exceeded the jurisdiction of review by a court. 

  

254. CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973 – Sections 88, 437 and 438  

BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKSHA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 91, 

480 and 482 

INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Section 420 r/w/s 34 

BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 318 (4) r/w/s 3(5) 

Bail – Grant of bail – Economic offences – Cheating involving huge monetary loss – 

Accused securing long interim protection on undertakings to repay money and 

resiling therefrom – Rejection of anticipatory bail by High Court on merits after 

recording adverse conduct – Subsequent grant of regular bail by Magistrate merely 

on filing of chargesheet – Filing of chargesheet by itself not a ground for grant of 

bail – Past conduct of accused, undertakings given to court and antecedents are 

relevant factors – Held, bail granted mechanically without consideration of material 

collected during investigation – Post-bail conduct irrelevant for testing legality of 

order granting bail – Bail orders quashed – Accused directed to surrender. 
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M/s. Netsity Systems Pvt. Ltd. v. State Govt. of NCT of Delhi and anr. 

Judgment dated 25.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 4283          

of 2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4661 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

 The manner in which bail was granted also reveals certain procedural irregularities at the 

grassroots level of the judiciary, which we should not ignore. Cognizance was taken by the 

ACMM vide Order dated 28.03.2023 (12.20 pm) and summons were issued to the accused. On 

09.08.2023, the accused sought, and were granted time to file bail applications. Accused duo, it 

is stated, appeared before the ACMM on 18.10.2023 with pleas for grant of bail. Thus, 

technically, once the bail applications were taken up for hearing and the accused had appeared 

before the Court, they were deemed to be in the custody of the Court concerned, unless a specific 

order was passed directing their release - either on regular basis or in the interim. In the present 

circumstances, it is not disputed that no such interim release order was passed, yet the private 

respondents were not taken into custody. Orders were subsequently passed by the ACMM on 

18.10.2023, 30.10.2023, 01.11.2023, 04.11.2023, 06.11.2023 and 09.11.2023. Bail was 

eventually granted only vide the ACMM's Order dated 10.11.2023. 

 This fact is evident from the very Order dated 10.11.2023, which itself records that bail 

was to be granted upon the furnishing of bail bonds for a sum of Rs. 3,00,000/- (Rupees Three 

Lakhs) with one surety of like amount, subject to conditions mentioned therein. Clearly, Order 

dated 10.11.2023 was the first occasion on which bail was actually granted to the accused. There 

is no indication forthcoming from the record that, upon their appearance before the Court, the 

couple were granted liberty till the final Order came to be passed/pronounced. We are unable to 

comprehend how, having formally surrendered before the Court, the accused were permitted to 

leave the Court without any formal order of release. On perusal of Orders passed by the ACMM 

between 18.10.2023 to 10.11.2023 (enumerated supra), we do not see any order of release or of 

even a bond having been taken under Section 88 of the Criminal Procedure Code, 1973. 

 We further observe that a prayer was made before the learned Single Judge by the 

appellant for the matters to be referred to the same learned Judge who had earlier rejected the 

anticipatory bail applications. The Court was well within its rights to reject such prayer, and 

none could have questioned such rejection, as it lay squarely within the discretion of the Court to 

proceed with the matter, if otherwise, there were no genuine and compelling reasons warranting 

a different course of action. However, the rejection of such a plea on the ground that the said 
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learned Judge's roster had changed and, on that date, was sitting in a Division Bench appears 

misplaced.  

 Accordingly, in view of the discussions made and on an overall conspectus, the ACMM's 

Order dated 10.11.2023, the Sessions Judge's Order dated 16.08.2024, as well as the Impugned 

Order dated 18.11.2024 passed by the High Court, are hereby quashed and set aside. We are not 

inclined to go down the route in Rahul Gupta v. State of Rajasthan, (2023) 7 SCC 781 and do 

not propose to remit the matters for being decided afresh. As such, the private respondents are 

directed to surrender before the ACMM within two weeks from today positively. 

  

*255. CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973 – Section 388 

BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKHA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 349 

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA – Article 20(3) 

Voice sample – Whether a Judicial Magistrate has the power to direct a person to 

furnish a voice sample during investigation? Held, Yes – Judicial Magistrate is 

empowered to direct any person, including a witness, to furnish a voice sample for 

the purposes of investigation – Person includes accused as well – Section 349 of 

BNSS specifically incorporates voice sample – Such a direction does not violate 

Article 20(3) of the Constitution – Order of Magistrate directing collection of voice 

sample restored. 

Rahul Agarwal v. State of West Bengal and anr.  

Judgment dated 13.10.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 4456 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4928 

  
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256. CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973 – Section 438  

BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKSHA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 482 

Anticipatory bail – Allegations of forgery and cheating in relation to execution of 

powers of attorney and sale deed and certification of mutation entries – Appellants 

allegedly facilitated illegal transfer of property in official capacity – Grounds of long 

delay in lodging FIR and cancellation of mutation entries were raised – Held, 

gravity of allegations, abuse of official position and need for custodial interrogation 

cannot be diluted merely on ground of delay – Whether appellants shared criminal 

intent is matter for trial – No case made out for grant of anticipatory bail – 

Rejection of anticipatory bail by High Court upheld – Supreme Court deprecated 

delay in disposal of bail applications and issued directions for expeditious disposal 

of bail and anticipatory bail matters.  

Anna Waman Bhalerao v. State of Maharashtra 

Judgment dated 12.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 4004 of 2025, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4678 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

 Although there has been a long delay in the initiation of proceedings, the gravity of the 

allegations, the alleged abuse of official position, and the prima facie findings of the High Court 

that custodial interrogation is necessary, cannot be diluted merely on the ground of delay. Even 

in a case based largely on documentary evidence, custodial interrogation may be essential to 
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trace the chain of transactions, ascertain complicity, and prevent further suppression or 

tampering of records. Moreover, the appellants, despite enjoying interim protection for nearly six 

years, did not extend due cooperation to the investigation. In these circumstances, we see no 

reason to interfere with the judgment under challenge. 

 In light of the foregoing discussion and the precedents cited, certain clear principles 

emerge. Applications concerning personal liberty cannot be kept pending for years while the 

applicants remain under a cloud of uncertainty. The consistent line of authority of this Court 

makes it abundantly clear that bail and anticipatory applications must be decided expeditiously 

on their own merits, without relegating the parties to a state of indefinite pendency. Prolonged 

delay in disposal not only frustrates the object of Code of Criminal Procedure, but also amounts 

to a denial of justice, contrary to the constitutional ethos reflected in Articles 14 and 21. 

 We accordingly issue the following directions: 

a)  High Courts shall ensure that applications for bail and anticipatory bail pending 

before them or before the subordinate courts under their jurisdiction are disposed of 

expeditiously, preferably within a period of two months from the date of filing, 

except in cases where delay is attributable to the parties themselves. 

b)  High Courts shall issue necessary administrative directions to subordinate courts to 

prioritise matters involving personal liberty and to avoid indefinite adjournments. 

c)  Investigating agencies are expected to conclude investigations in long-pending cases 

with promptitude so that neither the complainant nor the accused suffers prejudice 

on account of undue delay. 

d)  Being the highest constitutional fora in the States, High Courts must devise suitable 

mechanisms and procedures to avoid accumulation of pending bail/anticipatory bail 

applications and ensure that the liberty of citizens is not left in abeyance. In 

particular, bail and anticipatory bail applications shall not be kept pending for long 

durations without passing orders either way, as such pendency directly impinges 

upon the fundamental right to liberty. 

  

257. EVIDENCE ACT, 1872 – Sections 106, 118 and 134 

BHARATIYA SAKSHYA ADHINIYAM, 2023 – Sections 109, 124 and 139  

INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 201 and 302  

BHARTIYA NYAY SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 103 and 238 

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973 – Section 161 

BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKSHA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 180 

(i) Child witness – Appreciation of evidence – Scope of interference in appeal 

against acquittal – Conviction of accused for murder and causing 
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disappearance of evidence – Deceased wife found dead and cremated secretly 

during night – Prosecution case primarily based on testimony of minor 

daughter – Trial Court convicting accused on basis of child‟s testimony and 

surrounding circumstances – High Court acquitting accused on ground of delay 

in recording statement of child witness, possibility of tutoring and 

inconsistencies – Held, testimony of a child witness is admissible if the witness is 

competent and capable of giving rational answers – Principles pertaining to 

child witness explained.  

(ii) Statement –  Mere delay in recording statement under Section 161 CrPC does 

not ipso facto render evidence unreliable unless prejudice or tutoring is 

established – Child witness‟s evidence corroborated by conduct of accused, 

clandestine cremation, prior cruelty and surrounding circumstances – Order of 

acquittal set aside – Conviction restored. 

(iii) Burden of proof – Explanation on part of accused – Guiding principles 

reiterated. 

i

ii



JOTI JOURNAL – DECEMBER, 2025 – PART II                          609 

 

iii

State of Madhya Pradesh v. Balveer Singh 

Judgment dated 24.02.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 1669 of 

2012, reported in (2025) 8 SCC 545 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

 This Court took note of the provisions of Section 106 of the Evidence Act, and laid down 

the following principles in paras 31 to 34 of the report: 

“The pristine rule that the burden of proof is on the prosecution to prove 

the guilt of the accused should not be taken as a recognized doctrine as though 

it admits no process of intelligent reasoning. The doctrine of presumption is not 

alien to the above rule, nor would it impair the temper of the rule. On the other 

hand, if the traditional rule relating to burden of proof of the prosecution is 

allowed to be wrapped in pedantic coverage, the offenders in serious offences 

would be the major beneficiaries and the society would be the casualty. 

In this case, when the prosecution succeeded in establishing the afore-

narrated circumstances, the court has to presume the existence of certain facts. 

Presumption is a course recognized by the law for the court to rely on in 

conditions such as this. 

Presumption of fact is an inference as to the existence of one fact from 

the existence of some other facts, unless the truth of such inference is 

disproved. Presumption of fact is a rule in law of evidence that a fact otherwise 

doubtful may be inferred from certain other proved facts. When inferring the 

existence of a fact from other set of proved facts, the court exercises a process 

of reasoning and reaches a logical conclusion as the most probable position. 

The above principle has gained legislative recognition in India when Section 

114 is incorporated in the Evidence Act. It empowers the court to presume the 

existence of any fact which it thinks likely to have happened. In that process 

the court shall have regard to the common course of natural events, human 

conduct etc. in relation to the facts of the case. 

When it is proved to the satisfaction of the Court that Mahesh was 

abducted by the accused and they took him out of that area, the accused alone 

knew what happened to him until he was with them. If he was found murdered 

within a short time after the abduction the permitted reasoning process would 

enable the Court to draw the presumption that the accused have murdered him. 

Such inference can be disrupted if the accused would tell the Court what else 

happened to Mahesh at least until he was in their custody.” 
 

  
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258. HINDU MINORITY AND GUARDIANSHIP ACT, 1956 – Section 8  

Transfer of immovable property – Minor‟s immovable property was sold by natural 

guardian without prior permission of Court – Minors on attaining majority 

executed a subsequent sale in favor of a third party – Minors had executed a 

subsequent sale in favor of a third party – Admittedly, the name of minors 

continued to appear in the revenue documents and the subsequent purchasers did 

not acquire title – Sale of minor‟s immovable property by natural guardian without 

permission of Court is voidable and not void – Such voidable transaction need not 

necessarily be set aside by filing a suit – Minor on attaining majority can repudiate 

the transaction either by instituting a suit within limitation or by unequivocal 

conduct – Repudiation by conduct is legally valid – Once avoided, the transaction 

relates back and becomes void ab initio – Purchaser through guardian acquires no 

right or title. 

K.S. Shivappa v. Smt. K. Neelamma 

Judgment dated 07.10.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 11342             

of 2013, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4792 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

A simple reading of the aforesaid provisions makes it abundantly clear that a natural 

guardian of a minor has no authority in law to mortgage, sell, gift or otherwise transfer any part 

of the immovable property of the minor or even to lease out any part of such property for a term 

exceeding five years or for a term extending more than one year beyond the date on which the 
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minor will attain majority without the prior permission of the court. Therefore, prior permission 

of the court is a sine qua non for a guardian of a minor to transfer the property of the minor in 

any of the manners provided under sub-Section (2) of Section 8 of the Act. 

Sub-Section (3) of Section 8 of the Act in unequivocal terms provides that the disposal of 

any immovable property by the natural guardian in contravention of sub-Section (1) or sub-

Section (2) is voidable at the instance of the minor or any person claiming under him. In other 

words, if the natural guardian or a minor disposes of the immovable property of a minor in 

contravention of sub-Section (1) and sub-Section (2) particularly without the permission of the 

court, such a transaction would be voidable at the instance of the minor. 

The aforesaid provision, however, nowhere categorically provide the manner in which 

such a transaction of disposal of the property of a minor by a guardian without the permission of 

the court would be a voidable. Such a transaction can be avoided or repudiated by the minor 

expressly by filing a suit for the cancellation of such a transaction or impliedly by his conduct 

namely by transferring the property himself on attaining the majority within the time prescribed. 

The avoidance of such a transaction by conduct appears to be permissible for two reasons. First, 

at times the minor may not be aware of such a transaction and as such may not be in a position to 

institute any suit; secondly, the transaction of such a nature, if any, may not have been given 

effect to and the party acquiring right in the property may not be having possession of the 

property giving an impression that the property is intact in the hands of the minor, in which case 

also the minor on attaining majority may not deem it proper to institute a suit. 

In view of the discussion, it can safely be concluded that a voidable transaction executed 

by the guardian of the minor can be repudiated and ignored by the minor within time on attaining 

majority either by instituting a suit for setting aside the voidable transaction or by repudiating the 

same by his unequivocal conduct. 

  

259. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 34 and 302  

BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 3(5) and 103(1) 

EVIDENCE ACT, 1872 – Sections 25, 26 and 27 

BHARATIYA SAKSHYA ADHINIYAM, 2023 – Sections 23(1), 23(2) and 23(2) 

(i) Criminal trial – Murder – Identification of accused – Prosecution alleged 

murder by three accused based on ocular evidence and recovery of weapons – 

Sole independent eyewitness did mention that three accused murdered the 

deceased but she did not know their names and no test identification parade 

conducted – Material contradictions between testimonies of eyewitnesses – 

Failure to examine independent witnesses from locality despite availability – 

Recovery of weapons was done from open places which was not verified by the 
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forensic report –Statement of the appellants that they themselves took police to 

the place where they hid their weapon by which they committed the offence was 

found inadmissible on the ground that it was made to police  – Recovery, by 

itself, insufficient to establish identity of assailants – High Court erred in 

reversing acquittal without finding perversity in Trial Court‟s judgment – 

Benefit of doubt to accused – Conviction set aside and appellants acquitted. 

(ii) Chance witness – Evidence of father of deceased and another witness found to 

be of chance witnesses – His presence at place of occurrence doubtful and not 

satisfactorily explained. 

i

ii

Rajendra Singh and ors. v. State of Uttaranchal Etc. 

Judgment dated 07.10.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 476 of 2013, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4764 
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Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

This Court, in several decisions, while considering the evidentiary value of a chance 

witness, has held that the deposition of a chance witness whose presence at the place of incident 

is doubtful should be discarded, or at least be treated with great caution and close scrutiny. Such 

a chance witness must adequately explain his presence at the place of incident, which has not 

been satisfactorily done in the instant case. 

Now, what remains before us is the recovery of the weapons of crime to establish the 

identity of the appellants as the persons involved in the crime. On the basis of the recovery of the 

said weapons, we have to determine if the said recoveries are good enough to connect the 

appellants with the crime. 

Undoubtedly, the recovery of one of the swords was made from a garage, and the 

recovery of another sword and the Kanta was made from bushes in sugarcane field, which was 

an open space. The weapons were no doubt recovered allegedly on the pointing out of the 

appellants. However, no effort was made to match the blood on the said weapons with that of the 

deceased. The weapons were sent for forensic examination but no report of the forensic 

laboratory was produced to establish that the weapons so recovered were smeared with the blood 

of the deceased to prove that they were actually used in the murder of the deceased. 

We are afraid that the submission of the State counsel, that as the appellants themselves 

stated that they took the police to the place where they hid the weapons, by which they 

committed the offence indicates that the appellants admitted to have committed the offence with 

the above weapons, cannot be accepted. The statement of the appellants that the weapons 

recovered were the weapons of crime cannot be read against them in view of 

Sections 25 and 26 read with Section 27 of the Evidence Act, 1872. Only that part of the 

statement which leads the police to the recovery of the weapons is admissible, and not the part 

which alleges that the weapons recovered were actually the weapons of crime. 

A simple reading of all the three provisions conjointly reveals that the first two provisions 

are substantive, whereas Section 27 is in the nature of an exception. Sections 25 and 26, at one 

hand, provide that no confession made to a police officer or to any person while in custody of the 

police, shall be admissible against a person accused of any offence, on the other hand, Section 27 

provides an exception to the above provisions. It states that so much of the information, received 

from an accused person in custody of the police, whether in the nature of confession or 

otherwise, as related distinctly to the fact thereby discovered, may be admissible. This means 

that not all information disclosed by a person in police custody is required to be proved as 

against the accused person; only that part which distinctly relates to the discovery of a fact is 

admissible and can be proved. 
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In view of the facts and circumstances, the identity of the appellants as the persons 

involved in the offence has not been established either by any ocular evidence or from the 

recovery of the weapons of crime. 

It is important to note that the order of acquittal passed by the Trial Court was not open to 

interference by the First Appellate Court until and unless the findings recorded by the Trial Court 

were per se perverse or erroneous. It is safer and more appropriate to rely upon the findings of 

the Trial Court which has seen the demeanor of the witnesses rather than to rely upon the 

findings of the First Appellate Court. In our opinion, the High Court erred in reversing the 

finding of the Trial Court without coming to the conclusion that the findings of the Trial Court 

were perverse. 

Thus, in the facts and circumstances of the case, we are of the view that High Court 

manifestly erred in interfering with the findings of acquittal recorded by the Trial Court and 

reversing the judgment so as to convict the appellants. It is doubtful whether the offence has 

been committed by the appellants. The conviction of the appellants is accordingly set aside. The 

appeals are allowed, and the appellants are acquitted of the alleged offence by granting them the 

benefit of doubt. 

  

260. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 34, 302 and 304 Part I  

 BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 3(5), 103 and 105  

Murder – Common Intention – Conversion of Conviction – Homicide arising out of 

a land-measurement dispute –  Accused were allegedly armed with pike, spear and 

sticks – Witness‟s evidence showed that only the blunt side of sharp weapons was 

used  –  Medical evidence revealed only lacerated and contused wounds – No incised 

wounds – Held, though the accused had knowledge that the injuries inflicted could 

cause death, the evidence does not establish intention to kill –  Conviction under 

Section 302 IPC unsustainable – Conviction converted to conviction u/s 304 Part I 

IPC. 

I
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I

Raghav Prasad and ors. v. State of Uttar Pradesh 

Judgment dated 26.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 596 of 2014, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4547  

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

The prosecution case basically rests on the testimony of PW-1, who is the son of 

deceased Ram Avtar and nephew of deceased Namo Shankar and deceased Girija Shankar. PW-1 

in his statement has deposed that there was a dispute over the measurement of agricultural fields 

between deceased Ram Avtar and accused No. 1 - Raghav Prashad. PW-1 stated that when he 

along with all three deceased and two other persons went to the agricultural field in Baruahaar 

Ghat, they saw that the four accused persons were hiding there and on seeing them, they came 

out. It is further stated that the accused persons Raghav Prashad and Dayanidhi were carrying 

sticks whereas Prem Shankar had a pike and his father-in-law had a spear.  

The perusal of the evidence of PW-1 would reveal that even though the accused 

appellants were having sharp weapons (pike, spear, etc.), they had only used the blunt side of the 

said weapons. 

Moreover, the medical evidence would also show that all the three deceased persons had 

lacerated and contused wounds only and there were no incised wounds. 

We find that though the accused persons could be said to have the knowledge that the 

injuries would cause death of the deceased, there is no material on record to show that they had 

the intention to kill them. It is further to be noted that PW-1 had himself deposed that there was 

prior enmity between the Appellant No. 1- Raghav Prashad and deceased Ram Avtar over the 

measurement of agricultural fields. 

  

261. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 120-B, 406 and 420  

BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 61, 316 and 318 (4) 

Delay in lodging complaint – Absence of dishonest intention at inception – 

Allegations relating to non-execution of an agreement for sale and non-refund of 

advance amount, after eight years, do not constitute cheating or criminal breach of 

trust in the absence of any averment showing dishonest or fraudulent intention at 

the inception of the transaction – Mere failure to honor a promise or complete a 

contract gives rise to civil liability, not criminal prosecution – No material was 

placed to establish entrustment or misappropriation necessary for an offence u/s 406 
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IPC – Criminal law cannot be used as a tool for settlement of civil disputes or to 

pressurize the accused – Held, the eight-year delay in filing the complaint, vague 

and inconsistent allegations and the complainant‟s failure to pursue civil remedies 

indicate malicious intention – Complaint set aside.   

˗  

 

Arshad Neyaz Khan v. State of Jharkhand and anr. 

Judgment dated 24.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 4281 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4620  

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

In light of the facts and circumstances of the present case, we find that the 

complainant/respondent No. 2 has failed to make out a case that satisfies the basic ingredients of 

the offence under Section 420 IPC. We fail to understand as to how the allegations against the 

appellant herein could be brought within the scope and ambit of the aforesaid section. On a bare 

perusal of the FIR as well as the complaint, we do not find that the offence of cheating as defined 

under Section 420 IPC is made out and we do not find that there is any cheating and dishonest 

inducement to deliver any property or a valuable security involved in the instant case. 

It is settled law that for establishing the offence of cheating, the complainant/respondent 

No. 2 was required to show that the appellant had a fraudulent or dishonest intention at the time 

of making a promise or representation of not fulfilling the agreement for sale of the said 

property. Such a culpable intention right at the beginning when the promise was made cannot be 

presumed but has to be made out with cogent facts. In the facts of the present case, there is a 

clear absence of dishonest and fraudulent intention on the part of the appellant during the 

agreement for sale. We must hasten to add that there is no allegation in the FIR or the complaint 
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indicating either expressly or impliedly any intentional deception or fraudulent/dishonest 

intention on the part of the appellant right from the time of making the promise or 

misrepresentation. Nothing has been said on what the misrepresentations were and how the 

appellant intentionally deceived the complainant/respondent No. 2. Mere allegations by the 

complainant/respondent No. 2 that the appellant failed to execute the agreement for sale and 

failed to refund the money paid by the complainant/respondent No. 2 does not satisfy the test of 

dishonest inducement to deliver a property or part with a valuable security as enshrined under 

Section 420 IPC. 

On perusal of the allegations contained in the complaint, in light of the ingredients of 

Section 406 IPC, read in the context of Section 405 IPC, do not find that any offence of criminal 

breach of trust has been made out. It is trite law that every act of breach of trust may not result in 

a penal offence unless there is evidence of a manipulating act of fraudulent misappropriation of 

property entrusted to him. In the case of criminal breach of trust, if a person comes into 

possession of the property and receives it legally, but illegally retains it or converts it to its own 

use against the terms of contract, then the question whether such retention is with dishonest 

intention or not and whether such retention involves criminal breach of trust or only a civil 

liability would depend upon the facts and circumstances of the case. In the present case, the 

complainant/respondent No. 2 has failed to establish the ingredients essential to constitute an 

offence under Section 406 IPC. The complainant/ respondent No. 2 has failed to place any 

material on record to show us as to how he had entrusted property to the appellant. Furthermore, 

the complaint also omits to aver as to how the property, so entrusted to the appellant, was 

dishonestly misappropriated or converted for his own use, thereby committing a breach of trust. 

(Para 18 to 20)  

  

262. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 201, 212, 302, 363 and 376A  

 BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 238, 249, 103, 137(2) 

and 66 

PROTECTION OF CHILDREN FROM SEXUAL OFFENCES ACT, 

2012 – Sections 4, 5 and 6 

Criminal trial – Circumstantial evidence – Accused allegedly raped and murdered a 

minor girl – Failure to establish complete chain – Last seen theory – Cousin of 

victim had informed the police via phone call that the body of the victim was 

discovered – He was not examined – DNA and forensic evidence suffering from 

inconsistencies, breaks in chain of custody and unexplained anomalies – Possibility 

of tampering and planting of evidence not ruled out – Prosecution failed to establish 
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an unbroken chain of circumstances excluding every hypothesis except guilt – 

Conviction and death sentence unsustainable – Accused acquitted of all charges. 

Akhtar Ali @ Ali Akhtar @ Shamim @ Raja Ustad v. State of Uttarakhand 

Judgment dated 10.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 3955 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4717 (3- Judge Bench) 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

There is yet another reason to discard the DNA report. The credentials and qualifications 

of Dr. Manoj Kumar Agarwal (PW-34), who conducted the DNA examination and issued the 

DNA Report ibid, are highly doubtful to place him in the category of a DNA expert. The said 

witness admitted in his cross-examination that his qualifications are M.Sc. in Botany and Ph.D., 

which apparently do not equip him with expertise in the field of human DNA profiling, which is 

neither a core subject nor an ancillary subject in Botany. The witness (PW-34) denied the 

suggestion of the defence that human DNA is not part of the subject of Botany. 

As per the dictionary meaning, „botany‟ subject deals with the scientific study of the 

physiology, structure, genetics, ecology, distribution, classification, and economic importance of 

“plants”. It has nothing to do with DNA profiling, particularly that of human beings. Upon 

examining the curriculum structure of the Chaudhary Charan Singh University, Meerut, (as 

available on its website) from where the witness obtained his degrees in M.Sc. (Botany) and 

Ph.D., it can be discerned that the available curriculum does not provide any specific focus on 

human DNA profiling. The witness (PW-34) did not claim to have undertaken any other 

specialised course in DNA profiling. Thus, the very qualifications of a witness as a DNA expert 
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are under grave doubt. However, we are not discarding the DNA report solely on this ground, as 

there are several other factors, discussed above, which convince us that the same is unreliable. 

Having considered the evidence in its entirety and bearing in mind the principles 

governing cases resting purely on circumstantial evidence, we are of the opinion that the 

prosecution has failed to establish the complete and unbroken chain of circumstances necessary 

to bring home the guilt of the accused-appellants. 

Firstly, as regards „motive‟, the prosecution has merely alleged that the accused-

appellants were driven by lust. However, no independent or credible evidence has been adduced 

to substantiate such a motive. A bald assertion without corroboration cannot by itself form a safe 

basis for conviction. Secondly, the „last seen theory‟ relied upon by the prosecution suffers from 

serious infirmities. The prosecution has failed to prove the proximity of time and place so as to 

shift the burden onto the accused. Thirdly, the scientific evidence is itself riddled with 

deficiencies. The alleged theory of DNA found on the body of the victim girl matching with the 

DNA of accused-appellant No. 1-Akhtar Ali, is ex facie doubtful and unworthy of credence. The 

prosecution's claim that the accused-appellant No. 1-Akhtar Ali's location was traced through 

mobile surveillance is falsified by its own record, as the call detail records were procured much 

later and no evidence exists to link the accused-appellant No. 1-Ahktar Ali, with the sim 

numbers in question. Likewise, the omission to examine crucial witnesses, including the 

subscribers of the relevant mobile numbers and most importantly Nikhil Chand, who first 

informed the police about the location of the dead body of the victim girl, further weakens the 

case of the prosecution. 

It must be borne in mind that the present case involves the imposition of the ultimate 

punishment of death. The law is well settled that in cases resting on circumstantial evidence, 

every link in the chain must be firmly and conclusively established, leaving no room for doubt. 

Where two views are possible, the one favourable to the accused must be adopted. In the instant 

case, the prosecution has failed to prove motive, the last seen theory stands contradicted, and the 

alleged scientific evidence is marred by inconsistencies and serious loopholes. In such 

circumstances, it would be wholly unsafe to uphold a conviction, much less the extreme penalty 

of death. 

Trial Courts, as well as High Courts, are required to exercise the highest degree of 

circumspection before awarding the death penalty. The irreversible nature of capital punishment 

demands that it be imposed only in the “rarest of rare” cases, as held by this Court in Bachan 

Singh v. State of Punjab AIR 1980 SC 898 and Machhi Singh v. State of Punjab, AIR 1983   

SC 957, and only when the prosecution has led unimpeachable, cogent, and convincing evidence 

that excludes every hypothesis of innocence. Even the slightest doubt or infirmity in the 

prosecution's case must weigh against the imposition of such a sentence. Any hasty or 
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mechanical application of the death penalty, without ensuring the highest standards of proof and 

procedural fairness, not only undermines the rule of law but risks the gravest miscarriage of 

justice by extinguishing a human life irretrievably. In Manoj and ors. v. State of Madhya 

Pradesh, AIR OnLine 2022 SC 767 this Court emphasised the duty of courts to consider 

mitigating circumstances and conduct a detailed sentence hearing before awarding the death 

penalty. Therefore, unless the prosecution's evidence forms an unbroken and reliable chain of 

circumstances pointing only to the guilt of the accused, the extreme penalty cannot be justified. 

  

263. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Section 302  

BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 103 

Murder – Circumstantial evidence – The Appellants-accused were convicted for the 

offence of murder of a 10-year-old boy – Prosecution's case was based on 

the testimony of witnesses who claimed to have last seen the accused with the 

deceased – No Test Identification Parade (TIP) was conducted to test the reliability 

of the witnesses' identification of the accused – accused were strangers to the 

witnesses, having no prior familiarity or acquaintance – Trial court convicted the 

Appellants based solely on the witnesses' dock identification during trial – Trial 

court ignored the fact that the Appellants were strangers to the witnesses, and no 

TIP had taken place – Before a conviction can be sustained on circumstantial 

evidence, five conditions must be fulfilled: (i) the circumstances from which the 

conclusion of guilt is drawn should be fully established; (ii) the facts so established 

should be consistent only with the hypothesis of guilt; (iii) they should be of a 

conclusive nature; (iv) they should exclude every possible hypothesis except that of 

guilt; and (v) there must be a chain of evidence so complete that it leaves no 

reasonable ground for a conclusion consistent with innocence – Chain of 

circumstantial evidence incomplete. 
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i

ii

iii

iv

v

Nazim and ors. v. State of Uttarakhand 

Judgment dated 06.10.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 715 of 2018, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4801 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Both PW-3 and PW-4 thus identified the Appellants for the first time in court. No TIP 

was conducted, even though PW-3 admitted he had never known the accused earlier. It is well 

settled that dock identification without a prior TIP has little evidentiary value where the witness 

had no prior familiarity with the accused. In P. Sasikumar v. State, AIR 2024 SC 5507, this 

Court acquitted the accused on precisely this ground, holding: 

“The admitted position in this case is that the test identification parade was not 

conducted. All the prosecution witnesses who identified the accused in the Court 

[…] were not known to the present Appellant. They had not seen the present 

Appellant prior to the said incident. He was a stranger to both of them…. 

[…] Under these circumstances, TIP had become necessary particularly when both 

the accused, who are alleged to have committed this murder were arrested within 

two days. 

[…] No explanation whatsoever has been given by the prosecution as to why TIP 

was not conducted in this case before a Magistrate as it ought to have been done.” 
 

The Court further explained that TIP is only part of the investigative process and that the 

substantive evidence is dock identification; however, where the accused is a stranger to the 

witness and no TIP is held, courts must exercise extreme caution in accepting such identification. 

The following paragraph of P. Sasikumar (supra) is indicative of the same: 

“It is well settled that TIP is only a part of police investigation. The identification in 

TIP of an accused is not a substantive piece of evidence. The substantive piece of 

evidence, is only dock identification that is identification made by witness in court 

during trial. 
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[…] In cases where an accused is a stranger to a witness and there has been no TIP, 

the trial court should be very cautious while accepting dock identification by such a 

witness. 

[…] We are of the opinion that not conducting a TIP in this case was a fatal flaw in 

the police investigation and in the absence of TIP the dock identification of the 

present appellant will always remain doubtful. Doubt always belongs to the 

accused.” 
 

In the present case, it is clear that the identification of the appellants by PW-3 and PW-4 

cannot be accepted with confidence. PW-3 himself admitted he had never known Nazim or Aftab 

previously, yet no TIP was conducted. His alleged sighting was from a considerable distance 

while engaged in harvesting work, with his line of sight obstructed, and the natural witnesses 

present with him were not examined. PW-4, though a co-villager, failed to mention his alleged 

sighting either in the FIR or during the search for the missing child, and could not even recall the 

timing of him informing PW-1 about it. Both witnesses identified the Appellants for the first 

time in court, which, in the absence of a TIP, renders their dock identification less credible. Their 

testimonies, therefore, cannot constitute reliable evidence of identification. 

Even apart from the deficiencies in identification, the „last-seen‟ theory is itself a weak 

link unless the prosecution establishes a narrow time gap between when the accused and the 

deceased were seen together and the recovery of the body, such that the possibility of 

intervention by a third person is excluded. 

  

264. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Section 302 r/w/s 34 

 BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 103(1) r/w/s 3(5) 

EVIDENCE ACT, 1872 – Sections 25, 26, 27 and 106 

BHARATIYA SAKSHYA ADHINIYAM, 2023 – Sections 23(1), 23(2), 23(2) 

and 109 

Murder – Circumstantial evidence – Murder allegedly took place owing to a loan 

dispute – Eyewitnesses turned hostile – Key witnesses, including wife, mother and 

brother of deceased were discredited – Motive not proved by cogent and reliable 

evidence – Mere presence of dead body in house of accused not sufficient to sustain 

conviction in absence of complete chain of circumstances – Extra-judicial 

confessions were made inside police station hence were inadmissible – Recovery u/s 

27 based on vague and sketchy disclosure, recovery witnesses hostile and no forensic 

link established – Although one accused was acquitted on ground of alibi but it does 

not automatically entitle co-accused to benefit of parity but conviction must 

independently stand on evidence – Held, chain of circumstances not proved beyond 

reasonable doubt – Conviction u/s 302 r/w/s 34 IPC set aside – Accused acquitted. 
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Nagamma @ Nagarathna and ors. v. State of Karnataka 

Judgment dated 22.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 425 of 2014, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4695 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

As we noticed at the outset, PW-20 and PW-22 eyewitnesses turned completely hostile. 

We are at a loss to understand how the High Court and the trial court made an observation that 

though they were declared hostile, there was credible material in their evidence pointing to the 

culpability of the accused, which could be relied upon. We find no such material in the chief 

examination or the cross examination. PW-20 and PW-22, who as per the prosecution were 

brothers staying in the house of A1 and A2 on rent. The witnesses admitted that they were 

bothers but they denied that they were tenants of A1 and A2. After PW-20 was declared hostile, 

the prosecutor had put forth P-12 to P-20 contradictions in the alleged statements under Section 

161 recorded by the police, which were all denied by the said witness. Likewise, PW-22 also did 

not subscribe to the prosecution case and there was nothing in his evidence to find culpability of 

the accused. 

The prosecution case itself was that the deceased was summoned to the house of A-1&2, 

for which there is no evidence adduced nor does PW-18, the wife speaks of the deceased having 

left the house on receiving such a call. Further it is the case of the prosecution that the deceased 
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reached the house of the accused at around 10 pm while the death was confirmed as having 

occurred at 2 pm. What happened in the interregnum is not clear and together with what we 

noticed above, there is a suspicion as to the genesis and origin of the crime which compounds the 

reasonable doubt regarding the prosecution case. 

Undisputably, the case is one of circumstantial evidence which is treated as proved only 

when there is a complete chain of circumstances, comprising cogent and reliable material, 

providing an unbreakable link, leading only to the culpability of the accused and bringing forth 

the hypothesis only of guilt and not leading to any reasonable doubt as to the guilt or otherwise 

of the accused. The motive projected and the crime itself has not at all been proved and there is 

no circumstance leading to the culpability of the accused. The presence of the dead body in the 

house of the accused is also under a cloud and in any event, that, with the absence of a proper 

explanation cannot by itself bring home a conviction. 

Considering the totality of the circumstances and the evidence led in the trial, we are of 

the considered opinion that the conviction cannot be sustained; which we set aside and acquit the 

accused. If the accused are in custody, they shall be released forthwith, if they are not wanted in 

any other case. However, if they are on bail, their bail bonds shall stand cancelled and revoked. 

  

*265. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Section 306 

 BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 108 

Abetment of suicide – Neighbourhood quarrel – Requirement of mens rea – 

Deceased committed suicide after prolonged neighbourhood disputes involving 

verbal abuse and altercations – Allegation that appellant‟s conduct amounted to 

abetment – Trial Court and High Court sustaining conviction u/s 306 IPC – Held, to 

attract Section 306, prosecution must prove clear mens rea and active instigation, 

aid or intentional conduct leaving the deceased with no option except to commit 

suicide – Ordinary neighbourhood quarrels, verbal exchanges or abuses, even if 

unpleasant, do not by themselves constitute abetment – Words uttered in anger or 

heat of moment without intention that suicide should follow cannot amount to 

instigation – Evidence showing discord between neighbours but not deliberate or 

calculated conduct to push deceased to suicide – Conviction was set aside and appeal 

was allowed.   
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Geeta v. State of Karnataka 

Judgment dated 09.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 1044 of 

2018, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4213 

  

266. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 323 and 498A  

BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 115 and 85  

DOWRY PROHIBITION ACT, 1961 – Sections 3 and 4  

Matrimonial dispute – FIR alleging cruelty, dowry demand and causing hurt 

against husband, mother-in-law and brother-in-law – Allegations against brother-

in-law found to be vague and lacking specific particulars – No specific role, time, 

place or manner of alleged cruelty or hurt attributed – Ingredients of Sections 323 

and 498A IPC not made out – Mere general allegations of mental harassment 

insufficient to constitute “cruelty” – Courts must exercise caution to prevent abuse 

of criminal process in matrimonial disputes – Continuation of prosecution held to be 

abuse of process – FIR and consequent proceedings quashed qua appellant. 
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Shobhit Kumar Mittal v. State of Uttar Pradesh and anr. 

Judgment dated 08.10.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 12539              

of 2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4653 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

In this regard, it would be apposite to rely on the judgment of this Court in the case 

of State of Haryana v. Bhajan Lal, 1992 Supp (1) SCC 335 (“Bhajan Lal”) with particular 

reference to paragraph 102 therein, wherein this Court observed as hereunder: 

“In the backdrop of the interpretation of the various relevant provisions of the 

Code under Chapter XIV and of the principles of law enunciated by this Court in a 

series of decisions relating to the exercise of the extraordinary power Under Article 

226 or the inherent powers under Section 482 of the Code which we have extracted 

and reproduced above, we give the following categories of cases by way of 

illustration wherein such power could be exercised either to prevent abuse of the 

process of any court or otherwise to secure the ends of justice, though it may not be 

possible to lay down any precise, clearly defined and sufficiently channelised and 

inflexible guidelines or rigid formulae and to give an exhaustive list of myriad kinds 

of cases wherein such power should be exercised. 

(1) Where the allegations made in the first information report or the complaint, 

even if they are taken at their face value and accepted in their entirety do not prima 

facie constitute any offence or make out a case against the Accused. 

(2) Where the allegations in the first information report and other materials, if 

any, accompanying the FIR do not disclose a cognizable offence, justifying an 

investigation by police officers Under Section 156(1) of the Code except under an 

order of a Magistrate within the purview of Section 155(2) of the Code. 

(3) Where the uncontroverted allegations made in the FIR or complaint and the 

evidence collected in support of the same do not disclose the commission of any 

offence and make out a case against the Accused. 

(4) Where, the allegations in the FIR do not constitute a cognizable offence but 

constitute only a non-cognizable offence, no investigation is permitted by a police 

officer without an order of a Magistrate as contemplated Under Section 155(2) of 

the Code. 

(5) Where the allegations made in the FIR or complaint are so absurd and 

inherently improbable on the basis of which no prudent person can ever reach a just 

conclusion that there is sufficient ground for proceeding against the Accused. 

(6) Where there is an express legal bar engrafted in any of the provisions of the 

Code or the concerned Act (under which a criminal proceeding is instituted) to the 

institution and continuance of the proceedings and/or where there is a specific 
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provision in the Code or the concerned Act, providing efficacious redress for the 

grievance of the aggrieved party. 

(7) Where a criminal proceeding is manifestly attended with mala fide and/or 

where the proceeding is maliciously instituted with an ulterior motive for wreaking 

vengeance on the Accused and with a view to spite him due to private and personal 

grudge.” 
 

On a careful consideration of the aforementioned judicial tests, we find that none of the 

offences alleged against the accused/appellant herein is made out. In fact, we find that the 

allegations of cruelty, mental harassment and voluntarily causing hurt against the 

accused/appellant herein are vague and general in nature and therefore, the judgment of this 

Court in the case of Bhajan Lal squarely applies to the facts of this case. It is neither expedient 

nor in the interest of justice to permit the present prosecution emanating from the FIR to 

continue. 

  

267. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 377, 498-A and 506 r/w/s 34  

 BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 85 and 351 

Cruelty – Quashing of FIR – Vague allegations against in-laws – Essential 

ingredients of offence not disclosed – Where allegations in the FIR against the in-

laws were general, vague and lacking particulars and the complaint did not disclose 

cruelty of the nature contemplated u/s 498-A IPC – Continuation of proceedings 

would amount to abuse of process of law – Held, even taking FIR allegations at face 

value, no prima facie case was made out to proceed against the appellants – FIR was 

quashed against the appellants. (State of Haryana and ors. v. Bhajan Lal and ors., 

AIR 1992 SC 604 relied upon) 
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Sanjay D. Jain and ors. v. State of Maharashtra and ors. 

Judgment dated 26.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 4292 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4580 (3 – Judge Bench) 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Before examining the FIR along with the complaint of the complainant, we may refer to 

the parameters that are to be borne in mind while entertaining the prayer for quashing of the FIR. 

If the allegations made in the FIR or the complaint, even when taken at their face value and 

accepted in their entirety do not prima facie constitute any offence or make out any case against 

the accused, quashing of the proceedings would be justified. Vague and general allegations 

cannot lead to forming of a prima facie case. As regards the ingredients for making out an 

offence punishable under Section 498-A of the Penal Code is concerned, the requirement is that 

there has to be cruelty inflicted against the victim which either drives her to commit suicide or 

cause grave injury to herself or lead to such conduct that would cause grave injury or danger to 

life, limb or health. The latter part of the provision refers to harassment with a view to satisfy an 

unlawful demand for any property or valuable security raised by the husband or his relatives. 

These aspects have been considered in detail in a recent decision in Digambar and anr. v. The 

State of Maharashtra and anr., AIR 2024 SC  (supp) 1668) (to which one of us, B.R. Gavai, J, 

as he then was, was a party). 

A perusal of the FIR and its consideration in entirety indicates that statements of a 

general nature have been made therein as against the present appellants. The complainant states 

that on 07.08.2021 when she had gone to her parental house, she had received a call from her 

mother-in-law raising a demand for clothes and jewellery. When she returned to her matrimonial 

house on 30.08.2021, she had taken few clothes for the family members. Except this statement, 

all other statements are of a general nature as well as vague without any particulars. There are 

other omnibus statements made in the complaint without any particulars whatsoever. It is also to 

be noted that for the purpose of constituting an offence punishable under Section 498-A of the 

Penal Code, cruelty as indicated in the Explanation to the said provision must be stated to be 

inflicted. The cruelty caused by the husband and his family members should be of such nature 

that it is inflicted with the intention to cause grave injury or drive the victim to commit suicide or 

inflict grave injury to herself. Such allegations are absent in the present case. We do not find that 

on a complete reading of the complaint, a prima facie case for proceeding under Section 498-A 

of the Penal Code has been made out against the appellants.  

As regards the offence punishable under Sections 377 and 506 read with Section 34 of 

the Penal Code is concerned, it is seen that the allegations in this regard have been made only 

against the complainant‟s husband and not against the present appellants. The entire tenor of the 
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complaint in that regard seeks to implicate the complainant‟s husband and all incidents stated 

therein relate to him. There is no allegation whatsoever in that context against the appellants that 

would require them to face trial on that count. The proceedings insofar as the present appellants 

are concerned, thus, deserve to be quashed in their entirety. In our view, the High Court failed to 

notice this aspect of the matter while declining to quash the proceedings against the appellants.  

For the aforesaid reasons, we are satisfied that on the touchstone of the law laid down in 

State of Haryana and ors. v. Bhajan Lal and ors., AIR 1992 SC 604 a case has been made out 

by the appellants for quashing of the criminal proceedings lodged against them under Sections 

498-A, 377 and 506 read with Section 34 of the Penal Code. Continuation of these proceedings 

would amount to an abuse of the process of law and, hence, the appellants are entitled to relief. 

  

268. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 406, 420 and 506 

 BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 316, 318 and 351 

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973 – Section 482  

BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKSHA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 528 

Criminal dispute – Agreement to sale was executed in respect of a plot owned by 

complainant – Cheques issued by complainant were dishonoured – Proceedings 

under Negotiable Instruments Act was initiated against the complainant in which 

the complainant was convicted –  Thereafter, FIRs were lodged against the 

appellant – FIR was found retaliatory, malicious and an abuse of criminal process – 

Held, continuation of proceedings would amount to harassment – Essential 

ingredients of cheating and forgery were missing – Dispute was found to be purely 

civil in nature – FIR and charge-sheet quashed – Appeal allowed. 
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Anukul Singh v. State of Uttar Pradesh and anr. 

Judgment dated 24.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 4250 of 

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4567  

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Despite this background, the police proceeded to file a charge sheet dated 16.04.2003 

against the appellant for offences under sections 420, 467, and 468 IPC. Even if the allegations 

are assumed to be true, they unmistakably arise out of a commercial/contractual transaction 

relating to loan and repayment, which has been given a criminal colour. The case thus falls 

squarely within categories (1) and (7) of State of Haryana v. Bhajan Lal, AIR 1992 SC 604 

namely, where the allegations do not disclose the commission of an offence, and where the 

proceedings are maliciously instituted with an ulterior motive. Continuation of such prosecution 

would amount to an abuse of process of law and consequently, warrant quashing under 

Section 482 CrPC. 

This Court has, in a long line of decisions, deprecated the tendency to convert civil 

disputes into criminal proceedings. In Indian Oil Corporation v. NEPC India Ltd. AIR 2006 SC 

2780, it was held that criminal law cannot be used as a tool to settle scores in commercial or 

contractual matters, and that such misuse amounts to abuse of process.  

The following paragraphs from the decision are apposite: 
 

“The principles, relevant to our purpose are: 

(i)  A complaint can be quashed where the allegations made in the complaint, even 

if they are taken at their face value and accepted in their entirety, do not prima 

facie constitute any offence or make out the case alleged against the accused. 

For this purpose, the complaint has to be examined as a whole, but without 

examining the merits of the allegations. Neither a detailed inquiry nor a 

meticulous analysis of the material nor an assessment of the reliability or 

genuineness of the allegations in the complaint, is warranted while examining 

prayer for quashing of a complaint. 

(ii)  A complaint may also be quashed where it is a clear abuse of the process of the 

court, as when the criminal proceeding is found to have been initiated with 

malafides/malice for wreaking vengeance or to cause harm, or where the 

allegations are absurd and inherently improbable. 

(iii)  The power to quash shall not, however, be used to stifle or scuttle a legitimate 

prosecution. The power should be used sparingly and with abundant caution. 

(iv)  The complaint is not required to verbatim reproduce the legal ingredients of the 

offence alleged. If the necessary factual foundation is laid in the complaint, 

merely on the ground that a few ingredients have not been stated in detail, the 

proceedings should not be quashed. Quashing of the complaint is warranted 
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only where the complaint is so bereft of even the basic facts which are 

absolutely necessary for making out the offence. 

(v)  A given set of facts may make out: (a) purely a civil wrong; or (b) purely a 

criminal offence; or (c) a civil wrong as also a criminal offence. A commercial 

transaction or a contractual dispute, apart from furnishing a cause of action for 

seeking remedy in civil law, may also involve a criminal offence. As the nature 

and scope of a civil proceedings are different from a criminal proceeding, the 

mere fact that the complaint relates to a commercial transaction or breach of 

contract, for which a civil remedy is available or has been availed, is not by 

itself a ground to quash the criminal proceedings. The test is whether the 

allegations in the complaint disclose a criminal offence or not. 

While on this issue, it is necessary to take notice of a growing tendency 

in business circles to convert purely civil disputes into criminal cases. 

This is obviously on account of a prevalent impression that civil law 

remedies are time consuming and do not adequately protect the 

interests of lenders/creditors. Such a tendency is seen in several family 

disputes also, leading to irretrievable break down of marriages/families. 

There is also an impression that if a person could somehow be 

entangled in a criminal prosecution, there is a likelihood of imminent 

settlement. Any effort to settle civil disputes and claims, which do not 

involve any criminal offence, by applying pressure though criminal 

prosecution should be deprecated and discouraged.” 
 

Applying the above principles to the facts of the present case, it is manifest that the 

dispute – concerning repayment of loan money and the alleged coercion in execution of 

documents – is purely civil in character. The essential ingredients of cheating or forgery are 

not prima facie made out. The institution of multiple FIRs in quick succession, particularly 

after the appellant had already initiated lawful proceedings, reinforces the inference of mala 

fides. 

  

269. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Sections 420, 468, 471 and 511 

BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Sections 318(4), 336(3), 

340(2) and 62 

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973 – Section 313 

BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKSHA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 358 

(i)  Forgery – Standard of proof – Accused had allegedly tampered with her 

marksheet and attempted to secure admission in a course of tampering with 

marksheet and revaluation notification to secure admission – Documents passed 

through several hands and were not in exclusive custody of accused, authorship 

cannot be presumed – Conviction based primarily on visible overwriting – 
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Absence of handwriting/forensic expert opinion, though not always mandatory, 

assumes significance in such cases where authorship is questioned – Held, 

prosecution must prove authorship of forgery and mens rea beyond reasonable 

doubt – Visual inference alone insufficient – Conviction set aside – Benefit of 

doubt extended – Accused acquitted. 

(ii)  Accused statement – Compound and omnibus questions were put forth to 

accused – Possibility of accused not able to answer the questions properly cannot 

be ruled out – Section 313 of Crpc is not an empty formality.  

i

ii

Vandana v. State of Maharashtra 

Judgment dated 11.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 3977 of  

2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4193 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

While expert opinion is not mandatory, nevertheless when authorship is central to 

establish the guilt of the accused and by direct evidence it is not demonstrated to show that the 

alleged writing has been made in the presence of a witness, non-examination of an expert or any 

other cogent proof of authorship to corroborate the alleged forgery beyond reasonable doubt 

weighs heavily against the prosecution. Therefore, the courts below treated “apparent 
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overwriting” as conclusive which approach is alien to the standard proof beyond reasonable 

doubt. 

Thirdly, even assuming the prosecution theory to be true namely, that documents were 

deployed to secure admission to BSW-III course, record do not establish the mens rea which is 

pre-requisite for Section 471 IPC (knowledge/reason to believe) or for attempt to cheat under 

Section 420 read with Section 511 IPC being present. The documents were stamped by college 

authorities and passed through administrative scrutiny. In the absence of evidence that the 

appellant had dishonest intention to either make the false document or knew of its falsity while 

submitting it, the mental status or mens rea remains unproved. 

Fourthly, we also found observations of non-compliance with Section 313 CrPC. It is 

found that several incriminating circumstances were put to the appellant in compound and 

omnibus questions as recorded by the appellate court. This court has constantly held and we 

reiterate that Section 313 is not an empty formality. Where there is failure to put material 

circumstances fairly and distinctly, it causes prejudice and vitiates reliance placed on such 

circumstances. The said defect strikes at a valuable statutory right of defence of the accused. In 

the present case, it is on record that the accused was not possibly able to understand the 

incriminating circumstances put against her and was not able to answer properly because of the 

compound questions. Nevertheless, the courts have relied upon the statement which in our 

considered view causes prejudice to the accused. 

Hence, in the light of aforesaid discussion, we find the conviction to be unsustainable. 

We say so because after meticulously examining aforesaid provisions and the judgements of the 

court below it is clearly discernible that all the courts while appreciating the evidence on record 

have confined themselves to the issue of establishing the alleged tampering. However, the 

prosecution has not discharged its burden on authorship of the alleged forgery. 

The settled principles are well known: 

(i)   That the benefit of doubt follows when two views are reasonably possible; 

(ii)  That the Suspicion however grave cannot substitute standard of legal proof; and 

(iii)  That the exclusive control of the alleged forged document must be proved when 

there is lack of direct evidence to connect the alleged forgery to the accused 

especially in a case where the alleged document has passed through the hands of 

several persons before forgery is detected. If the same is not proved, at best, the 

evidence on record may arouse suspicion but they do not establish beyond 

reasonable doubt that the accused had forged, or knowingly used, or attempted to 

cheat by use of such forged documents. 

  
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270. INDIAN PENAL CODE, 1860 – Section 498-A 

BHARATIYA NYAYA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 85 

Cruelty – Proof – Dowry demand –  Complaint and testimony of complainant father 

silent on dowry demand – Evidence of mother and brother of deceased inconsistent 

and not inspiring confidence – Independent neighbor witness negating dowry 

demand ignored erroneously – Held, mere allegations of dowry-related harassment 

without specific, consistent and cogent evidence do not constitute “cruelty” within 

the meaning of Section 498-A – Demand for dowry must be proved by reliable 

evidence showing continuous harassment which was sufficient to drive the woman to 

commit suicide – Defense witnesses was  an independent witness who deposed that 

the deceased had said she was not keeping well – Evidence of defence witness was 

ignored –  Conviction of mother-in-law was set aside.  

Bhagwati Devi v. State of Uttarakhand 

Judgment dated 29.08.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 2616 of 

2014, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4002 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

The trial court has based the conviction on the strength of the evidence of the mother of 

the deceased PW-3. She has deposed that her in-laws used to state that the dowry given was less 

and she used to weep. In the cross-examination she admits that her daughter had come with her 

younger brother-in-law and had not made any complaint about the members of the matrimonial 

home. She also admits that during Shiv Ratri her daughter had come alongwith son-in-law and 
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she did not make any complaint. She further admits that when PW-1 went to drop her to her 

matrimonial home she did not make any complaint to her father about any demand for dowry 

being made. She further admits that the alleged demands made by father-in-law, mother-in-law 

and younger brother-in-law was for the first time disclosed in the court when she tendered her 

examination-in-chief. She also admits that the married life of her daughter was happy and cordial 

and at the time of marriage there was no demand for dowry. She infact admits at the time of 

marriage her son-in-law had told that he has no demand of dowry. A holistic look at the 

deposition of PW-3 that is the mother of the deceased would not inspire any confidence to any 

person of common prudence to arrive at a conclusion that on account of either harassment for 

dowry or on account of demand for dowry made by the appellant she had been perforced to 

commit suicide. Even the evidence of PW-2 that is the brother of the deceased is in line with the 

evidence tendered by his mother PW-3. Infact he also admits that there was no demand for 

dowry made before marriage and the marriage was solemnised happily and properly and only on 

the basis of doubt he was expressing that his sister might have been murdered. The doctor (PW-

4) who conducted the post-mortem and submitted the report (Ex. Ka-2) of the deceased PW-4 

has opined the cause of death appears to be asphyxia on account of strangulation. He admits if 

there is strangulation then possibility of injuries being suffered to other parts of the body is 

possible and when there is resistance to the strangulation there is likelihood of urination and 

faecal matter can also be excreted which was not found on the body of the deceased. 

Thus, the cumulative effect of the evidence of these witnesses would drive us to the 

irresistible conclusion that the deceased had not committed suicide on account of either demand 

for dowry being made or cruelty being inflicted on her. Our view also gets fortified by the fact 

that the neighbour of the appellant who was examined as DW-1 has deposed that appellant had 

never made any demand for dowry. She also deposed that the deceased had informed her of not 

keeping well. She being neither the relative of the appellant nor belonging to the same 

community to which the appellant belongs would indicate that there was no interest in her to 

depose against the factual matrix or in favour of the appellant. Her evidence having been brushed 

aside by the trial court and also High Court on the premise that she could not have deposed any 

fact with regard to the demand of dowry as it happens within the four walls is an erroneous 

finding particularly in such matters the word spreads faster than the wind about a daughter-in-

law being harassed for the dowry by the parents in law. Such facts being conspicuously absent in 

the instant case, we have no hesitation in arriving at a conclusion that the conviction of the 

appellant for the offence punishable under Section 498-A and the sentence imposed on her 

cannot be sustained. 

For the reasons aforestated above, we allow this Appeal, set aside the judgment of the 

High Court of Uttarakhand at Nainital in Criminal Appeal No. 174 of 2003 dated 10.04.2014 and 
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acquit the accused for the offence under Section 498-A of IPC. Her bail bonds stand discharged. 

No order as to costs. 

  

271. LAND ACQUISITION ACT, 1894 – Section 23 

Land acquisition – Enhancement of compensation – Persual of the sale deed 

produced by the respondent suggested that  it was executed at time of issuance of 

Notification under section 4 of Act – Appellant did not produce any sale deed in 

contradiction – Calculation of compensation by Land Acquisition Officer was based 

on conversion of rent values to arrive at a market rate which is inherently violative 

of principles laid down under section 23 of Act – Appellant had failed to lead any 

evidence before Reference Court to justify compensation awarded under original 

award – No documents produced to demonstrate that average rent-to-value ratio 

used by Divisional Purchase Committee was rational or in accordance with actual 

market conditions –  Enhancement is not only lawful but necessary to ensure that 

land owner is compensated fairly. 

Land Acquisition and Rehabilitation Officer and ors. v. Ramjiwan and 

ors. 

Order dated 16.06.2025 passed by the High Court of Madhya Pradesh (Indore Bench) in             

First Appeal No. 226 of 2017, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 283 
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Relevant extracts from the order: 

 In this matter learned Reference Court has examined the sale deed produced by the 

respondent and found that it was executed at the time of issuance of Notification under Section 4 

of the LA Act and in rebuttal the appellant did not produce any sale deed therefore, the Court 

rightly took into consideration. The land acquisition officer wrongly assessed the compensation 

on the basis of guidelines whereas as held by the Supreme Court of India the sale deeds should 

be taken into consideration hence no interference is liable to be made with the impugned order 

passed by the learned Additional District Judge which is based on the sale deed produced by the 

respondent.  

 The calculation of the compensation by the Land Acquisition Officer was based on the 

conversion of rent values to arrive at a market rate which is inherently flawed, outdated and 

violative of the principles laid down under Section 23 of the Land Acquisition Act, 1894 and 

alien to the law laid down by the Apex Court. The land under acquisition was not remote or 

underdeveloped and the valuation based merely on average rent classification did not reflect the 

potential or real market value of the property. The most proximate, genuine and comparable sale 

deed was made available to the court by the respondents against which no rebuttal evidence was 

brought by the appellants and thus was rightly relied upon by the Reference Court.  

 The acquiring body i.e. appellant had failed to lead any evidence before the Reference 

Court to justify the compensation awarded under the original award. No documents were 

produced to demonstrate that the average rent-to-value ratio used by the Divisional Purchase 

Committee was rational or in accordance with actual market conditions. In the absence of such 

evidence, the Reference Court was right in accepting the only cogent material placed by the 

claimant.  

 The enhancement is thus not only lawful but necessary to ensure that the landowner who 

is a poor farmer/ agriculturist is compensated fairly and equitably in terms of the constitutional 

guarantee under Article 300-A of the Constitution of India. 

  

272. LAND REVENUE CODE, 1959 (M.P.) – Section 131 

CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 39 Rule 1 and 2 

Suit for permanent injunction – Petitioner sought injunction restraining 

respondents from using a pathway over his agricultural land, alleging absence of 

any customary right of way – Revenue authorities, on inquiry under Section 131 of 

MPLRC, found existence of a customary route used by respondents and permitted 

access – Civil Court and Appellate Court refused temporary injunction holding that 

petitioner failed to establish prima facie case, balance of convenience or irreparable 
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injury – Held, proceedings under Section 131 of MPLRC are meant to decide 

disputes relating to customary routes and access, independent of easementary rights 

under general law – Once revenue authorities, after due inquiry, have recognized 

such customary route, Civil Court cannot, at the interlocutory stage, re-appreciate 

evidence or restrain its use. 

Oran Singh v. Bhoopat Singh and ors. 

Order dated 08.10.2025 passed by the High Court of Madhya Pradesh in Miscellaneous 

Petition No. 327 of 2025, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 365 

Relevant extracts from the Order: 

On the basis of enunciation of law in Ramkanya Bai v. Jagdish, (2011) 7 SCC 452, 

Rukmani Bai v. Chunnilal, 2011 (4) MPLJ and Nathuram Arjun v. Siyasharan Harprasad, 

AIR 1970 MP 79, it is ample clear that the Tehsildar and the revenue authorities have a 

jurisdiction to allow a person to access their fields through a customary route after due inquiry 

under Section 131 of MPLRC. The authorities have rightly exercised their jurisdiction and 

granted the access to the route to the respondents after going through the record as well as the 

evidence made available to the authorities. The Civil Court at the stage of Order 39 Rule 1 and 

2 of CPC cannot dissect the orders of the revenue authorities which are primarily based on the 

collected evidence. As per the principle laid down by the Hon'ble Apex Court, such customary 

way is not required to be registered under any record or wajib-ul-arz. So the argument advance 
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by learned counsel for the petitioner is not in consonance with the law laid down by the Hon'ble 

Apex Court. 

As such, this Court, in exercise of powers under Article 227 of the Constitution, cannot 

interfere with the concurrent findings of facts leading to non grant of injunction, unless the 

findings arrived at are perverse in nature (See: Skyline Education Institute (India) Pvt. Ltd. v. 

S.L.Vaswani, (2010)2 SCC 142). The findings recorded by the Civil NEUTRAL CITATION 

NO. 2025: MPHC-JBP: 50525 Court, as well as, the first appellate Court, by no stretch of 

imagination, can be said to be perverse. 

  

273. MOTOR VEHICLES ACT, 1988 – Sections 15 and 149(2)(a)(ii)  

Driver without valid licence – Liability of insurer – “Pay and Recover” doctrine –

Driver of the offending truck did not hold a valid and effective driving licence on the 

date of the accident – Insurer was therefore, legally entitled to avoid liability u/s 

149(2)(a)(ii) – Applying the “pay and recover” principle, it is appropriate to direct 

the insurer to first satisfy the awarded compensation and thereafter recover the 

amount from the insured – Appeal allowed – Insurer directed to pay the 

compensation to the claimant and entitled to recover the same from the owner of the 

vehicle. 

ii

ii

Rama Bai v. M/s. Amit Minerals  

Judgment dated 24.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 9669 of 2024, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4650  

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

In the present case as stated above, on the date of accident, the driver had no valid license 

and the licence was not renewed. The insurance company was entitled to take a valid defence in 

that regard under Section 149 (2)(a)(ii) as the driver of the offending vehicle was not duly 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/14430771/
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licensed, to avoid its liability to pay the compensation. The conditions in law are satisfied to 

absolve the insurance company from the payment of compensation.  

The High Court in the impugned judgment relied upon the decision in Ram Babu Tiwari 

v. United India Insurance Company Limited and ors., AIR 2009 SC (Supp) 1264 to find that as 

per the specific provisions of the Motor Vehicles Act, if the driver does not possess a valid and 

effective driving licence, it results in a breach of conditions of the insurance policy, exonerating 

the insurer from its liability. But while affirming the order of the High Court, absolving the 

liability for breach of conditions in the policy, this Court refused to interfere with orders of „pay 

and recover‟ as directed by the High Court. 

In the above circumstances, going by the series of decisions of this Court, it is only 

proper that the insurer be directed to satisfy the award, which however can be recovered by the 

insurer from the insured-owner of the vehicle. The appeal stands allowed. 

  

274. MOTOR VEHICLES ACT, 1988 – Section 166  

Compensation – Election of remedy – Claimant had opted for compensation under 

the Motor Vehicles Act – Tribunal assessed income and awarded compensation 

accordingly – High Court erred in applying parameters of the Workmen‟s 

Compensation Act, 1923 to reduce income – Once remedy under the Motor Vehicles 

Act is elected, recourse to the Workmen‟s Compensation Act is impermissible – 

Principle of option u/s 167 M.V. Act reiterated – Reduction of compensation by 

High Court unsustainable – Award of the Tribunal restored – Claim for addition of 

future prospects not entertained in absence of appeal by claimant against Tribunal‟s 

award. 

https://indiankanoon.org/doc/785258/
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Mohammed Masood v. New India Assurance Co. Ltd. and anr. 

Judgment dated 26.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 12567              

of 2024, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4658 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

The first limb of submission has substance. The appellant chose to file a claim petition for 

compensation in respect of injuries he suffered in the accident. After consent by the parties, the 

Tribunal adjudicated the same and assessed the income to be Rs. 9,000/- per month to calculate the 

amount of compensation accordingly. The Tribunal having determined the compensation on that 

basis, the High Court misdirected itself in applying the criteria under the provisions of the 

Workmen's Compensation Act, 1923 to take the view that the income of the appellant-claimant was 

liable to be considered at Rs. 8,000/-. The High Court consequently reduced the compensation. 

It was not permissible in law for the High Court to apply the parameters under Workmen's 

Compensation Act, 1923 regarding fixing of income when the compensation was assessed and fixed 

by the Tribunal in a claim petition under Section 166 of the M.V. Act by applying principles under 

the said Act. 

In National Insurance Company Limited v. Mastan and anr.,  AIR 2006 SC 577 this Court 

observed, 

“Section 167 of the 1988 Act statutorily provides for an option to the claimant stating 

that where the death of or bodily injury to any person gives rise to a claim for 

compensation under the 1988 Act as also the 1923 Act, the person entitled to 

compensation may without prejudice to the provisions of Chapter X claim such 

compensation under either of those Acts but not under both. Section 167 contains a 

non obstante clause providing for such an option notwithstanding anything contained 

in the 1923 Act.” 
 

The issue stand answered by this Court in Mastan (supra), which held that once the remedy 

under the Motor Vehicles Act, 1988 was elected to be pursued by the claimant and the Tribunal 

adjudicated the compensation by applying the criteria and fixing the income, falling back upon the 

parameters under the Workmen's Compensation Act, was not permissible. The insurer could not have 

raised such a defence seeking to apply the provisions of Workmen's Compensation Act. Both the 

remedies are different. 

In the aforesaid view, the reasons supplied by the High Court in paragraph 10 and 

consequential reduction in the compensation could not be permitted to stand. The compensation 

awarded by the Tribunal on the basis of income of Rs. 9,000/- has to be restored. 

  



JOTI JOURNAL – DECEMBER, 2025 – PART II                          642 

 

275. MOTOR VEHICLES ACT, 1988 – Section 166 

Compensation – Hit-and-run allegation – In motor accident claims the standard is 

preponderance of probabilities, yet this cannot sustain a claim where the 

foundational evidence itself is doubtful – High Court rightly rejected the claim upon 

finding that (i) the FIR was lodged in a police station having no jurisdiction, with no 

explanation and no police witness examined, (ii) transfer of FIR after 117 days cast 

serious suspicion, (iii) eyewitness was a chance witness with contradictions, her 

narrative that both the offending vehicle and victim had disappeared by the time 

she returned contradicted her claim of having noted the number of the vehicle; 

further, the victim‟s daughter, allegedly present, was not examined, and (iv) in the 

parallel criminal case the driver stood acquitted and eyewitness had failed to 

identify him – Held, in view of the serious inconsistencies and lack of credible 

evidence, the Tribunal erred in accepting the testimony of eyewitness and awarding 

compensation – High Court correctly found the accident and vehicle involvement 

not proved – Appeal dismissed.  

i

ii

iii

iv

Rajamma and ors. v. M/s. Reliance General Insurance Co. Ltd. and anr. 

Judgment dated 26.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 5172 of 2025, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4618  
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Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

As has been rightly found by the High Court, the testimony of PW2 is unbelievable. PW2 

deposed that she was running a wayside fruit shop near the scene of occurrence; which has not 

been established by any document, like the licence issued from the local authority, in which 

event she is deemed to be a chance witness, subject to strict scrutiny. Further, her testimony is 

that, having witnessed the accident, she came running and saw that her neighbour was the victim. 

She immediately realised that the victim's daughter was studying in a nearby school, to which 

school she proceeded, to bring the daughter who was studying in the 7
th

 standard to the spot. By 

the time she came back with the daughter, she deposed in her chief examination, the vehicle had 

disappeared and so had the victim. However, she also stated in chief examination that the 

number of the vehicle was noted by herself and the daughter of the victim. The said statement is 

quite contrary to the assertion that by the time PW2 came back with the daughter, the offending 

vehicle and the victim had disappeared. The daughter of the victim was also not examined. 

The High Court had listed out the reasons to reject the application from (a) to (f) in 

paragraph 8 of its judgment. We find ourselves to be in full agreement with the said reasoning 

except the defect in the FIR regarding the time, which we have already observed, could as well 

be a typographical error. We are also informed that in the criminal case the driver of the vehicle 

stood acquitted, as evidenced by the certified copy of the judgment produced by the Insurance 

Company before this Court. PW2 who was examined as PW4 did not identify the driver. We 

have already found that the testimony of PW4 is not trustworthy. 

  

276. MOTOR VEHICLES ACT, 1988 – Section 166 

Compensation – Permanent disability – Assessment of income – Functional 

disability – Injury in motor accident resulted in amputation – Medical disability 

certificate showed 90% disability – Held, for purposes of compensation, functional 

disability affecting earning capacity is relevant and not the percentage of medical 

disability – Claimant was running a business and fitted with prosthetic limb – 

Assessment of functional disability at 50% was upheld. 

%

%
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Anoop Maheshwari v. Oriental Insurance Company Ltd. and ors. 

Judgment dated 04.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 12098             

of 2024, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4099 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Insofar as the disability is concerned, we have no doubt that the medical board's 

certificate can be accepted, even without a witness being examined. The disability certificate also 

indicates that the amputation suffered by the petitioner is of hemipelvectomy; which is the 

amputation of one leg and a portion of the pelvic bone on the same side. The disability to be 

assessed for the purpose of awarding compensation arising from a motor accident is the 

functional disability which reduces the earning capacity of the claimant and not strictly the 

medical disability. In the present case, admittedly the claimant was running a business, and the 

claimant has already been fitted with a prosthetic limb to ensure his mobility. In the above 

circumstances, the order of the High Court holding the disability to be 50% for the purpose of 

computing loss of income as relatable to the loss of earning capacity is correct and within the 

parameters to be considered for assessing the loss of income arising from a motor accident which 

led to disability of the victim. The disability assessed at 50% is the functional disability and it is 

quite reasonable. 

As far as the income is concerned, we agree with the High Court that the Tribunal had 

entered into mere surmises and conjectures to decline adoption of the income as per the income 

tax returns. In this context, we have to notice that the registration of the firm of the claimant took 

place on 06.03.2006 and the income tax returns produced are also for the assessment years 2005-

2006 and 2006-2007 relatable to the financial years 2004-2005 and 2005-2006 which are prior to 

the accident which occurred on 09.04.2007. It cannot be said that the claimant apprehended an 

accident and got registration of a firm and filed his income tax returns two years prior to the 

accident. Further, the claimant had also produced sales tax returns which was also rejected by the 

Tribunal on the ground that there was no taxable profits in the said year. Insofar as the levy of 

sales tax is concerned, the levy is on the sales and not on the profits. The finding of the Tribunal 

also is that in the first year, there was no tax payable and hence there was no profits or income. 

The exemption from tax is only because the purchase and sales did not exceed the taxable value. 

The sale proceeds being not within the taxable limit is not an indication of the profit accrued, or 

the income received from the business which is reflected in the income tax returns. On the above 

reasoning, we have to accept the income tax returns for the financial year 2007-2008 in which 

the total gross income is seen as Rs. 1,96,000/- out of which the tax of Rs. 4,641/- has to be 

deducted. The income, hence, has to be assessed at Rs. 1,91,000/-. In assessing the loss of 

income, the multiplier of 18 is perfectly in order and the disability is 50% as determined by the 

High Court. 

However, since just compensation is granted, we do not find any reason to award 

compensation for loss of future prospectus. It is clear that the claimant though has suffered a 
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disability, which has been determined to be 50%, there is no difficulty in continuing with the 

business and the claimant has also been fitted with a prosthetic leg which ensures his mobility 

and continuance of the business. The 40% enhancement in the annual income for taking into 

account the future prospects is found to be improper, especially in the context of 50% disability 

having been reckoned for the purpose of loss of earning capacity and the claimant enabled to 

continue his business. 

  

277. MUSLIM LAW:  

CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 41 Rule 22 

EVIDENCE ACT, 1872 – Sections 50 and 73 

BHARATIYA SAKSHYA ADHINIYAM, 2023 – Sections 44 and 72 

(i) Mohammedan Law – Hiba – For a valid oral gift, declaration by donor, 

acceptance by donee and delivery are mandatory – Essentials of a valid oral 

gift explained. 

(ii) Modification of a decree by the appellate decree – Trial court had granted the 

plaintiff 3/4rth ownership in her mother‟s property – In appeal, Appellate 

court enhanced the plaintiff‟s share in the property by including 10 acres 

allegedly gifted by her mother through hiba – In absence of an appeal or cross-

objection by the plaintiff, the appellate court cannot enlarge or modify the 

decree to the plaintiff‟s advantage by reversing adverse findings. 

(iii) Proof of relationship – Opinion evidence – Scope  – Held, evidence u/s 50 is 

only an intermediate fact enabling the Court to form its own opinion regarding 

relationship –  Mere oral assertions of interested witnesses, without credible 

conduct or corroboration, cannot conclusively establish lineage – Court must 

independently assess credibility and surrounding circumstances – Exercise of 

power u/s 73 to compare signatures is discretionary and to be used sparingly – 

Disputed signatures cannot be compared with other disputed documents, nor 

can the court assume the role of a handwriting expert. 

i
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ii

iii

Dharmrao Sharanappa Shabadi and ors. v. Syeda Arifa Parveen 

Judgment dated 07.10.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 12512              

of 2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4898 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

We notice that the impugned judgment has not considered whether a ground is made out for 

modifying a decree or not. The High Court has disturbed a finding of fact, leading to modifying the 

decree of the Trial Court in OS No. 212 of 2013 without there being an appeal/cross-appeal. To this 

extent, the findings of the High Court are not tenable in the facts and circumstances of this case. The 

other reasons assigned by the High Court are independently examined while considering the plea of 

Hiba and the Plaintiff as the daughter of Khadijabee. The finding on this point, noted as an illegality, 

may not conclude the consideration of other issues. 

To appreciate, yet another illegality in the approach of the Trial Court, we notice the 

discretionary power of courts under Section 73 of the Evidence Act. Section 73 of the Evidence Act 

empowers a court to compare disputed signatures, writings, or seals with others that have been 

admitted or proven to be authentic. It also grants the court the power to direct any person present in 

the court to write any words or figures for the purpose of comparison. 

Comparison with Admitted or Proven Documents: The primary function of Section 73 is to 

allow the court to compare a disputed signature or handwriting with a standard document that is 

either admitted by the parties or has been proven to the satisfaction of the court to be genuine. The 
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comparison can be made by the court itself. In Fakhruddin v. State of Madhya Pradesh, AIR 1967 

SC 326  this Court emphasised that a court should not assume the role of a handwriting expert. The 

Court held that while the court can compare a disputed signature with an admitted one under Section 

73, it would be hazardous to rely solely on this comparison without the assistance of an expert. The 

Court underscored the importance of corroboration, stating that the court's own comparison can be 

used as corroborative evidence to support the testimony of an expert witness, or vice versa. 

The oral gift confines to 10 acres of the total extent of 24 acres 28 guntas. The oral gift is 

stated to be on 05.12.1988, and Ex. P-8 was said to have been executed on 05.01.1989. The first 

circumstance, which remains unexplained by the Plaintiff, is that Khadijabee herself requested the 

mutation of her name for the entire Suit Property, i.e., 24 acres and 28 guntas. Ex. P-2, marked on 

behalf of Plaintiff, refers to the court decree and mutation of the ROR from Haji Mohammed Yusuf 

to Khadijabee. The oral gift, as said to have been stated by the Plaintiff, was anterior in point of time, 

and if the same is valid, the donor ceased to be an owner to the extent of 10 acres. The probability or 

conduct of the donor and donee would be in consonance with the alleged oral gift that the name of 

the Plaintiff had to be mutated for an extent of 10 acres. The mutation of right, title and possession to 

the entire extent of the Suit Property in favour of Khadijabee would cast a serious doubt on the Oral 

Gift. The second circumstance is that Khadijabee died on 29.11.1990, and Late Khadijabee's 

husband, Abdul Basit, got his name entered for the total extent of the suit schedule. If the twin 

narratives stated by her for claiming the Suit Property are established, then the Plaintiff, both as 

donee and successor-in-interest, must have got mutation in her favour but not in favour of Abdul 

Basit. The Defendants, through Exs. D-3 to D-7, assert that they have purchased the Suit Property 

from Abdul Bas (Abdul Basit). As evidenced by Exs. D-9 to D-43, the names of Defendants are 

entered in the ROR. Abdul Basit died on 09.09.2001. The Plaintiff, either in her capacity as donee, or 

as at least now the sole heir to the Suit Property, has not taken steps to get her name entered in the 

ROR. It is axiomatic that hiba is operative with immediate effect and deprives the transferor of his 

control and ownership over the property.  

The Privy Council, giving due recognition to transfer through Hiba, laid down that evidence 

of possession is an important consideration. Rasheeda Khatoon (supra) is a case closer to the 

circumstances of the issue at hand. 

In Rasheeda Khatoon (supra) the Plaintiff's plea of collecting rent was not accepted because 

no rent receipts were filed. The fact that the donor continued to issue rent receipts after the alleged 

gift was used as evidence against the donee's claim of possession. The absence of proof that the land 

was mutated in the donee's favour by revenue authorities was considered a point against the donee's 

claim of possession. The donee not being in possession of the title deeds was another factor 

considered by the court. Hence, the court concluded that the Plaintiff could not prove either actual or 

constructive possession, thereby making the oral gift incomplete. 
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Therefore, the evidence of acting under the gift (e.g., collecting rent, holding title, mutation) 

is essential to substantiate the claim of possession. While Mohammedan Law allows for a gift to be 

made orally without a written document, the validity of such a gift is contingent on the demonstration 

of all three essential elements, particularly the delivery of possession. The courts will scrutinise 

“contemporaneous” and “continuous” evidence of the donee's actions and control over the property 

to determine if possession was indeed transferred. The lack of evidence (e.g., failure to collect rent, 

donor's continued control, lack of mutation) will lead to proving that a gift was never completed, 

regardless of any written declaration. 

The precedents are that to constitute a valid conveyance through an oral gift, the three 

contemporaneous conditions of declaration by donor, acceptance by donee, possession by donee and 

to continue to establish possession through contemporaneous evidence to show that Hiba is acted 

upon. The Hiba is not used as a surprise instrument and cannot sprout into a transfer of property as 

per the convenience of a party. Moreover, to keep in line with the sanctity of Hiba, it is in the interest 

of the donor, donee and a third person interested in the subject matter that Hiba is acted upon by 

completing all three essential requirements in public knowledge rather than in secrecy. The Courts 

appreciate fulfilment of contemporaneous requirements and possession through evidence while 

recognising conveyance through an oral gift. Possession is one of the important conditions to 

constitute a valid oral gift. The courts presume possession of a party from the circumstances pleaded 

and proved. In the case at hand, there is a consistent revenue record, Ex. P-2, Ex. P-3, Ex. P-4, Ex. P-

5 and Exs. D-9 to D-43 showing in the revenue records that the names of Defendants are entered in 

ROR and their predecessors in interest, both in the title and possession columns. The Plaintiff places 

oral evidence, and the circumstances summed up above do not inspire confidence for accepting that 

there has been a valid oral gift in any capacity, i.e., as a daughter or otherwise, in favour of Plaintiff. 

The impugned judgments presume possession in favour of Plaintiff on ipse dixit statements, and the 

courts below fell in grave error in not appreciating the long lapse of years and continued silence of 

Plaintiff vis-à-vis the Suit Property. The next limb is whether Ex. P-8 satisfies as a Memorandum 

recording the past transaction and would come to the aid of the Plaintiff, at least to the extent of 10 

acres said to have been given. Ex. P-8 bears L T I of Khadijabee. The plaint in OS No. 68 of 1971 is 

marked as D-44. Khadijabee has signed the plaint in Urdu, and during cross-examination, PW2 

specifically stated that Khadijabee was signing, not affixing her L T I. This inconsistency remained 

unexplained. Further, under Ex. P-8, in clause 5, which reads that the donee shall hereafter peacefully 

hold and possess and enjoy the land property with all its inclusions without any interference, claim or 

demand whatsoever from the donor. Ex. P-8 belies the possession and transfer said to have been 

made on 05.12.1988. From the above, except the self-serving and oral evidence from interested 

witnesses of Plaintiff, there is no evidence on possession, whether actual or constructive, having been 

delivered to Plaintiff. On the other hand, the Exhibits relied on by the Plaintiff, coupled with D-8 to 
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D-43, do not enable, presuming that the Plaintiff continued to be in possession of 10 acres of the suit 

schedule. The High Court was liberal in explaining away the minor variations, if any, in Ex. P-8 do 

not adversely affect the Plaintiff's claim. With respect, we are unable to subscribe to the said view. 

Consequently, the claim of the Plaintiff under Hiba and Ex. P-8, for want of evidence on possession, 

fails, and the point is answered in favour of the Defendants. 

  

278. NAGARPALIKA NIRVACHAN NIYAM, 1994 (M.P.) – Rule 24-A 

CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Order 7 Rule 11  

Election Petition – Non-disclosure of criminal antecedents – Election to municipal 

council – Challenge to return candidate‟s election – Non-disclosure of conviction u/s 

138 NI Act – Whether sufficient to declare election void? Respondent filed election 

petition alleging that the returned candidate failed to disclose her conviction u/s 138 

NI Act in the nomination form and affidavit as mandated by Rule 24-A(1) – District 

Judge declared the election void – Held, election petitioner had proved non-

disclosure of conviction, suppressing this materially affected election outcome – 

District Judge rightly declared election void – Revision dismissed. 

Poonam v. Dule Singh and ors. 

Order dated 25.03.2025 passed by the High Court of Madhya Pradesh (Indore Bench) in 

Civil Revision No. 213 of 2025, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 53  

Relevant extracts from the orde: 

So far as the first contention of the petitioner that respondent No.1/election petitioner was 

not the voter of Ward No.5 at the time of filing of election petition is concerned, the same has no 
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substance because in the written statement, the petitioner did not plead specifically that 

respondent No.1 has no locus to file the election petition as he was not a voter of Ward No.5. 

The petitioner has simply denied the averment made by respondent No.1 that he is the voter of 

Ward No.5. In M.P. No.1536 of 2023 decided on 18.07.2023, the Co-ordinate Bench of this 

Court has clearly observed that respondent No.1 filed a voter list and his voter ID, therefore, no 

illegality has been committed by the learned Tribunal to come to a conclusion that it is a matter 

of evidence.  

 Even otherwise, had the petitioner seriously disputed the election petition about the locus 

of the election petitioner, then the trial Court could have framed the issue on this point. Since the 

petitioner did not dispute the above locus in the written statement, therefore, no issue was framed 

whether respondent No.1 being a voter can file an election petition or not? Now this issue cannot 

be raised first time in this civil revision. Even otherwise, the petitioner herein did not enter into 

the witness box to support this allegation that the election petitioner is not the voter of Ward No.5.  

 It is also not in dispute that at the time of filling out nomination form the petitioner was 

already convicted under Section 138 of the Negotiable Instrument Act vide judgment dated 

07.08.2018 passed by the JMFC, Burhanpur and a criminal appeal was pending. Admittedly, she 

did not disclose this fact in the nomination paper as well as in the affidavit.  

 Rule 24A of the Rules of 1994 mandates that each candidate shall furnish information 

relating to the declaration of antecedents, especially any pending criminal case in which he is 

charged and any disposed criminal case in which he has been convicted. This provision in 

mandatory in nature. No valid explanation has been offered by the petitioner in the written 

statement about the nondisclosure of his criminal case. Even she didn't enter into the witness box 

to state the reasons for non-disclosure of a criminal case. The non-compliance with the 

provisions of Rule 24A of the Rules of 1994 comes under the category of non-compliance with 

the provisions of the Act or any of the Rules as contemplated under Section 22(d)(iii) of the M.P. 

Municipalities Act.  

 The only contention of learned council for the petitioner which has some substance is 

that, even if there was non-compliance of the provision of Rule 24A of the Rules of 1994, the 

election petitioner has failed to prove that the election of the returned candidate has materially 

been affected. The Apex Court in the case of Krishnamoorthy v. Shiva Kumar, (2015) 3 SCC 

467 has observed that such non-disclosure amounts to undue influence.  

 In view of the above, the voter has the right to know the enticements of a person who is 

going to represent him in future upon election. As held above, the petitioner did not enter into the 
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witness box to establish that by non-disclosure of her conviction, the election was not materially 

affected or did not influence the election.  

 So far as the contention of Ms. Ravindran that even if the election petitioner was a voter, 

but in evidence, he admitted that he did not disclose that he cast the vote is concerned, it makes 

no difference whether the election petitioner cast the vote or not, but being a voter of the Ward 

No.5, from where the petitioner was elected he has a locus to file an election petition.  

So far as the last contention of Ms. Mini Ravindran that instead of Rs.100/-, the election 

petitioner has deposited Rs.200/- along with the election petition is concerned, even if the 

election petitioner has deposited the excess amount, it cannot be said that election was not liable 

to be admitted. 

So for as the contention of the learned counsel for the petitioner that the petitioner has 

been declared eligible to contest the election, therefore, the election has wrongly been declared 

void is concerned, disqualification of a candidate for election as a President or election or 

nomination as a Councillor is provided under Section 35 of the M.P. Municipalities Act. The 

petitioner is not falling under subsection (h), (hh) & (hhh) of Section 35, therefore, she has 

rightly been declared qualified to contest the election. Hence, she submitted the nomination form 

and under Rule 24A(iii) of the Rules of 1994, the Returning Officer was not authorized to check 

the contents of the nomination form, therefore, the nomination form of this petitioner was 

accepted and she was permitted to contest the election. At the time of acceptance of the form, no 

one raised any objection about the qualification and disqualification of the petitioner, but election 

of the returned candidate is liable to be declared void on the ground as mentioned in Section 22 

of the M.P. Municipalities Act. Section 22(1) (a) gives a ground for declaring the election as 

void if it is proved that the returned candidate was not qualified or was disqualified to be chosen 

as President or Councillor. However, the election petitioner challenged the election on the 

grounds of Section 22(d)(iii) of the M.P. Municipalities Act. The election of the returned 

candidate can be declared void on any of the grounds mentioned in (a) to (d) of subsection (1) of 

Section 22.  

Admittedly, the petitioner did not disclose about the criminal antecedent in the 

nomination form, therefore, the same gave ground to the election petitioner to challenge her 

election as Councillor. The learned District Judge has rightly declared her disqualified and 

further declared the election void. Hence, no case for interference is made out. 

  
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279. NARCOTIC DRUGS AND PSYCHOTROPIC SUBSTANCES ACT, 1985 

– Sections 8(c) and 18(b) 

Illegal possession of contraband– Acquittal of co-accused – Two accused were 

jointly tried on common evidence alleging possession of commercial quantity of 

opium – They were convicted and minimum sentence of ten years‟ rigorous 

imprisonment was imposed by Trial Court and affirmed by High Court against one 

accused – Co-accused subsequently acquitted by High Court on ground that 

prosecution failed to establish possession of contraband and identity of person 

actually carrying handbag containing opium – Prosecution accepted acquittal of co-

accused and did not challenge the same – Held, when complaint, trial and evidence 

against both accused are identical, benefit of acquittal must extend to co-accused – 

Re-appreciation of evidence unnecessary – Conviction and sentence set aside – 

Appellant acquitted. 

Vaddi Ratnam v. State of Andhra Pradesh 

Judgment dated 17.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 811 of 2016, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4771 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Since the aforesaid judgment passedin Criminal Appeal No. 1775, 2005 AIR OnLine 

2014 HYD 78 has not been assailed by the State, we think it is just and necessary to apply the 

principle of parity because the complaint as against both the accused is one and same and a joint 

trial was conducted in respect of both the accused, common evidence was let in and on the basis 

of appreciation of the said evidence, the High Court has set aside the judgment of conviction and 
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acquitted accused No. 1. In the circumstances, we find that justice would be served in the case if 

the appellant herein/accused No. 2 is also acquitted. Hence, it is unnecessary to reappreciate the 

evidence on record insofar as this appellant is concerned. Consequently, the impugned judgment 

passed by the High Court in Criminal Appeal No. 1870/2005 as well as in NDPS SC No. 14 of 

2002 dated 14.10.2005 are set aside insofar as the appellant herein is concerned. 

This Appeal is allowed in the aforesaid terms by acquitting the appellant herein/accused 

No. 2 of all offences charged under Section 8(c) read with 18 (b) of the N.D.P.S. Act vide Crime 

No. 466 of 2001-02. 

  

280. NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ACT, 1881 – Sections 118, 138 and 139 

(i) Dishonopur of cheque – Service of summons continues to be a major reason 

behind the huge backlog of cases – Directions issued to expedite the trial of such 

cases – To encourage parties to enter into a compromise, pre-existing guidelines 

regarding compounding as laid down in Damodar S. Prabhu v. Sayed Babalal 

H., (2010) 5 SCC 663 modified. 

(ii) Dishonour of cheque – Compromise between the parties – In such matters, 

accused is entitled to the benefit of Probation of offender‟s Act.  

i

ii

Sanjabij Tari v. Kishore S. Borcar and anr. 

Judgment dated 25.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 1755        

of 2010, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 197 (SC)  

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Keeping in view the massive backlog of cheque bouncing cases and the fact that service 

of summons on the accused in a complaint filed under section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments 

Act, continues to be one of the main reasons for the delay in disposal of the complaints as well as 

the fact that punishment under the Negotiable Instruments Act, is not a means of seeking 

retribution but is more a means to ensure payment of money and to promote credibility of 

cheques as a trustworthy substitute for cash payment, this court issues the following directions: 

A. In all cases filed under section 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act, service of 

summons shall not be confined through prescribed usual modes but shall also be 
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issued dasti, i.e., summons shall be served upon the accused by the complainant in 

addition. This direction is necessary as a large number of section 138 cases under the 

Negotiable Instruments Act, are filed in the metropolitan cities by the financial 

institutions, by virtue of section 142(2) of the Negotiable Instruments Act, against 

accused who may not be necessarily residing within the territorial jurisdiction of the 

court where the complaint has been filed. The trial courts shall further resort to 

service of summons by electronic means in terms of the applicable 

Notifications/Rules, if any, framed under sub-sections (1) and (2) of section 64 and 

under clause (i) of section 530 and other provisions of the Bhartiya Nagarik Suraksha 

Sanhita, 2023 (for short “BNSS, 2023”) like Delhi BNSS (Service of Summons and 

Warrants) Rules, 2025. For this purpose, the complainant shall, at the time of filing 

the complaint, provide the requisite particulars including e-mail address, mobile 

number and/or whatsapp number/messaging application details of the accused, duly 

supported by an affidavit verifying that the said particulars pertain to the 

accused/respondent. 

B.  The complainant shall file an affidavit of service before the court. In the event such 

affidavit is found to be false, the court shall be at liberty to take appropriate action 

against the complainant in accordance with law. 

C.  In order to facilitate expeditious settlement of cases under section 138 of the 

Negotiable Instruments Act, the Principal District and Sessions judge of each district 

court shall create and operationalise dedicated online payment facilities through 

secure QR codes or UPI links. The summons shall expressly mention that the 

respondent/accused has the option to make payment of the cheque amount at the 

initial stage itself, directly through the said online link. The complainant shall also be 

informed of such payment and upon confirmation of receipt, appropriate orders 

regarding release of such money and compounding/closure of proceedings under 

section 147 of the Negotiable Instruments Act and/or section 255 of the Code of 

Criminal Procedure/278 of the Bhartiya Nagarik Suraksha Sanhita, 2023 may be 

passed by the court in accordance with law. This measure shall promote settlement at 

the threshold stage and/or ensure speedy disposal of cases. 

  

281. NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ACT, 1881 – Section 138 

Dishonour of cheque – Difference in amount mentioned in notice and cheque – Effect – 

It is mandatory that notice issued under Proviso (b) to Section 138 of the Act must 

mention the same amount for which the cheque was issued – Notice is invalid – Order 

quashing the complaint was proper.  
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Kaveri Plastics v. Mahdoom Bawa Bahrudeen Noorul 

Judgment dated 19.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 4142            

of 2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4446 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

When the proviso (b) to section 138 stipulates the service of notice as one of the 

conditions for constituting the offence, and when the words “said amount” is incorporated in the 

language of the provision, it is the amount which is specifically referable to the amount 

recoverable under the cheque in question. Reading section 138 of the Act in a composite manner, 

the word “said amount” occurring in the proviso (b) is connectible with and operates in 

conjunction with language in the parent part of the section “where any cheque drawn by a person 

of any amount of money”. 
 

The words “said amount” and the phrase “any amount of money” have the same 

purport signifying the cheque amount. They operate hand-in-hand for the purpose of 

applicability of the section. The nexus or linkage between the two is enacted by the 

Legislature with a purpose of making the two to be the same and inseparable components, 

the former describing the offence and the latter denoting the condition to be fulfilled for 

constituting the offence. 

  

282. NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ACT, 1881 – Sections 138, 141 and 142 

SICK INDUSTRIAL COMPANIES (SPECIAL PROVISIONS) ACT, 

1985 – Sections 22 and 22-A 

Dishonour of cheque – Accused company declared sick under SICA – Restraint 

order of Board of Industrial and Financial Reconstruction u/s 22-A – Effect – Held, 

declaration of company as sick and restraint on disposal of assets does not create an 

absolute bar to prosecution u/s 138 of the Negotiable Instruments Act – Question 

whether cheque was issued for day-to-day operations is a matter of evidence to be 
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examined at trial – Proceedings u/s 138 cannot be terminated at preliminary stage – 

Appeal was allowed and poceedings were restored before magistrate for trial.  

Appeal, allowed. 

˗

SICA

Shree Nagani Silk Mills Pvt. Ltd. v. L.D. Industries Ltd. and ors. 

Judgment dated 02.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 3821           

of 2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4074 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

Legal principles deducible from the decisions above, inter alia, are, (a) there is no 

embargo on filing a complaint under Section 138 of N.I. Act against a „SICK‟ company; (b) even 

if there is a restraint order under Section 22A of SICA, the nature of the restraint order and the 

facts of that case would have to be considered before taking a decision whether the proceeding 

under Section 138 could continue or not; and, (c) the appropriate stage for taking such a decision 

would, ordinarily, be after parties have led their evidence. 

In the instant case, the restraint order under Section 22A of SICA did not restrain the 

accused-company to draw on its assets to meet its day-to-day operations and, according to the 

complaint allegations, the cheques in question were issued to discharge the liability of the 

accused-company against supplies made by the complainant company. In such circumstances, 

the revisional court fell in error by recalling the processes and discharging the accused at the 

threshold of the proceeding and the High Court erred in not correcting the error so committed by 

wrongly relying on M/s. Kusum Ingots & Alloys Ltd. v. M/s. Pennar Peterson Securities Ltd. 

and ors., AIR 2000 SC 954. 

  
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283. SCHEDULED CASTES AND SCHEDULED TRIBES (PREVENTION 

OF ATROCITIES) ACT, 1989 – Sections 3(1)(o), 3(1)(r), 3(1)(s), 

3(1)(w)(i), 18 and 18A 

CRIMINAL PROCEDURE CODE, 1973 – Section 438 

BHARATIYA NAGARIK SURAKSHA SANHITA, 2023 – Section 482 

(i) Anticipatory bail – Bar under special statute – Allegations of caste-based abuse, 

humiliation and intimidation in public view – Assault and threats on account of 

victim belonging to Scheduled Caste and for voting against accused – FIR 

disclosed specific casteist slur and intentional insult to the victim – Prima facie 

commission of offences u/s 3 of SC/ST Act made out – Held, Section 18 creates a 

statutory bar against grant of anticipatory bail – Court at bail stage not 

permitted to conduct mini trial or assess inconsistencies in evidence – Order 

granting pre-arrest bail was set aside. 

(ii) CRIMINAL APPEAL – Cancellation of anticipatory bail – Anticipatory bail 

granted by High Court set aside – Order of Sessions Court refusing 

anticipatory bail restored – Clarification that observations confined to bail 

stage. 

i

i

ii
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Kiran v. Rajkumar Jivraj Jain and anr. 

Judgment dated 01.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Criminal Appeal No. 3867            

of 2025, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4083 (3 – Judge Bench) 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

The incident took place outside the house of the complainant, it was a place within public 

view. The term “any place within public view” was considered by this Court in Swarn Singh & 

ors. v. State tro. Standing Council & anr., 2008 AIR SCW 5758 and Hitesh Verma v. State of 

Uttarakh and anr., AIR 2020 SC 5584 was also subsequently referred to in the decision of this 

Court in Karuppudayar v. State Rep. by the Deputy Superintendent of Police, Lalguid Trichy 

and ors., AIR 2025 SC 705 wherein the Court drew distinction between “public place” and “any 

place within public view”. It was held that if the offence is committed outside the building, for 

example in the lawn outside the house, and the lawn can be seen by someone from the road or 

lawn outside the boundary wall, then the lawn would certainly be a place within the public view. 

In the present case, as noted above, the incident took place outside the house of the 

appellant which could be viewed by anybody. It was indeed a place within public view. There is 

no gainsaying that in the facts of the case all ingredients necessary to prima facie constitute 

offences under Section 3 of the Scheduled Caste and Scheduled Tribe Act, 1989 as alleged in the 

FIR stood satisfied. Furthermore, the occurrence of incident was fortified by recovery of clothes 

and weapons. 

In the above view, there is no escape from the conclusion that offence under 

the Scheduled Caste and Scheduled Tribe (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 is made out from 

the bare reading of the FIR. The High Court in proceeding to evaluate the testimony of witnesses 

and to opine on that basis that there were certain discrepancies, no offence was made out, 

committed a manifest error. The anticipatory bail granted by overlooking of and disregarding the 

bar of Section 18 of the Act was a clear illegality and jurisdictional error committed by the High 

Court. The order of the High Court could not be sustained in the eye of law. 

  

284. SPECIFIC RELIEF ACT, 1963 – Section 34 

CIVIL PROCEDURE CODE, 1908 – Section 100 

Declaration of title and possession – Scope of second appeal – Declaration of 

ownership and possession – Property consisted of open land and residential building 

– Defendant alleged possession based on dumping waste and manure – Held, mere 

dumping of waste or keeping manure on land does not establish possession – It was 

raised that correction in revenue records were made during pendency of suit – Held, 
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it does not by itself affect their evidentiary value unless disproved – Trial Court and 

First Appellate Court dismissed the suit on ground of discrepancy in extent shown 

in revenue records – Claim made by defendant regarding oral partition and 

common use were found to be without pleadings or evidence – They were found 

unsustainable – Registered sale deed conveying larger extent cannot be ignored on 

opinions  – Decision made in Second Appeal was affirmed.  

Kisan Vithoba Aakhade (D) through LRs. and anr. v. Suresh Tukaram 

Nerkar 

Judgment dated 09.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 720 of  2015, 

reported in AIR 2025 SC 4198 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

We also see from the Judgment of the trial court that the 9
th

 defendant had claimed that in 

an oral partition by the sons and brothers of the father of the vendor of the plaintiff, the open land 

was kept in common. This claim was taken without any pleading or evidence regarding his 

relationship with the vendors family, who sold the property which devolved on him. The vendor 

of the plaintiff was the son of the original owner whose brothers and sons are said to have 

entered into an oral partnership in the year 1971. But for the bland assertions of partition and 

common use, nothing is produced to establish the same nor is anybody examined to substantiate 

the contentions. Without any evidence regarding the oral partition and without establishing the 

connection with such partition or relationship with the vendor or his father, who was the original 
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owner, the 9
th

 defendant could not have raised a valid claim of possession-in-common, of the 

property. 

The High Court in the second appeal looked into the sale deed and found that it conveyed 150 square 

metres of property which was comprised in the two extents indicated separately in the map and together in the 

plaint description. The High Court also found that the mere reason of the manure and waste having been found 

in the property, cannot lead to a finding of possession; which finding is perverse. We are in perfect agreement 

with the findings of the High Court. 

The revenue records produced by the plaintiff showed the corrected area as per the sale deed. Merely 

because the correction was done in the course of the suit is no reason to disbelieve the public record 

maintained. The written submissions indicate that the application for correction was filed much before the suit 

was filed and the documents were produced in first appeal by an application under Order 41 Rule 27 of 

the Civil Procedure Code, which however was rejected. Even dehors such proof the latest revenue records 

having shown the actual extent, it was for the defendants to disprove the same. The trial court ought not to 

have suspected the sanctity of the correction, unless it was disproved. 

The first appellate court's finding on Section 34 of the Specific Relief Act cannot be sustained since the 

9th defendant did not establish possession. PW2, known to both parties, deposed that the vendor of the plaintiff 

used to tie his cattle in the property. It was also deposed that the 9
th defendant used to keep manure and dump 

waste in the open plot, since the plaintiff was not residing therein. Hence, the plaintiff's vendor's possession is 

established and the plea of his common use set up by the 9
th
 defendant is demolished. 

We cannot but reiterate that the deceased 1
st
 appellant, now represented by the 

2
nd

 appellant and the appellants 3 to 5 never contested the suit and they cannot file an appeal and 

prosecute it based on the contentions of the 9
th

 defendant though an identity of interest is claimed 

by the 9
th

 defendant. 

  

285. SPECIFIC RELIEF ACT, 1963 – Section 34 

TRANSFER OF PROPERTY ACT, 1882 – Section 54 

SUCCESSION ACT, 1925 – Section 34 

(i) Transfer of property – Power of attorney – Property dispute between brothers 

– Dispute arose between two brothers regarding ownership of their father‟s 

house – Brother who filed the suit claimed ownership on the basis of an 

agreement to sell, a general power of attorney, a receipt, an affidavit and a 

registered will executed by the father – No registered sale deed was executed in 

his favour – Held, an agreement to sell, power of attorney, receipt or affidavit 

does not transfer ownership of immovable property – Ownership can be 

transferred only by a registered sale deed – A power of attorney merely 

authorizes a person to act on behalf of the owner and does not create title. 
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(ii) Registered will – Mere registration of a will does not make it valid – Will relied 

upon by the plaintiff was not proved in accordance with Section 63 and 68 – 

Observation that the need to examine attesting witnesses arises only in case of 

dispute was contrary to law – Will was allegedly surrounded by suspicious 

circumstances – Such will would not confer title. 

(iii) Doctrine of part-performance Plaintiff had filed suit seeking relief of possession 

– This in itself showed that plaintiff was not in possession of suit property – For 

plaintiff to seek relief it is imperative that an instrument of agreement to sale is 

proved that he has been in possession along with other reliefs – Since plaintiff is 

not in possession, he cannot derive the benefit under this doctrine. 

i

ii

iii
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Ramesh Chand (D) through LRs. v. Suresh Chand and anr. 

Judgment dated 01.09.2025 passed by the Supreme Court in Civil Appeal No. 6377            

of 2012, reported in AIR 2025 SC 4108 

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

In the instant matter, undisputedly plaintiff claims that there is only an agreement to sell, 

and there is no sale deed executed in his favour by the father. As per the settled position of law, 

this document does not confer a valid title on the plaintiff as it is not a deed of conveyance as per 

Section 54 of the TP Act. At best, it only enables the plaintiff to seek for specific performance 

for the execution of a sale deed and does not create an interest or charge on the suit property. 

Having discussed the position of law, it is essential to peruse the recitals of the General 

Power of Attorney, which is on record and pressed into service by plaintiff. The said GPA 

merely authorises the grantee to manage the affairs of the suit property, which includes the 

power to let out the property on rent, and create a mortgage of the same, etc. However, it is silent 

on the aspect of conveyance. Be that as it may. The recitals of the power of attorney would 

indicate the intent of the grantor is to limit the powers of the grantee to only manage the suit 

property, and not to create any interest in his favour, which is in consonance with the settled 

position of law as discussed above that a power of attorney is an agency by which the agent 

derives the authority or the right to enter into transactions on behalf of the principal. Even if we 

accept the validity of the Power of Attorney in favour of the plaintiff, still it does not confer a 

valid title on him with respect to the suit property. 

It is clear that in order to rely upon a Will, the same has to be proved in accordance with 

law. A Will has to be attested by two witnesses, and either of the two attesting witnesses have to 

be examined by the propounder of the will. In the present matter, we have carefully perused the 

Trial Court's judgment. There is not an iota of discussion about the validity of the Will as 

contemplated under Section 63 of the Succession Act, 1925 and Section 68 of the Evidence Act, 

1872 and yet, the validity of the Will has been upheld. This is contrary to law. Even the High 

Court, while evaluating the validity of the Will, has gone on a different tangent and has 

erroneously held that the requirement of examining the attesting witnesses springs into action 

only in cases of disputes between legal heirs. Such an observation is quite contrary to law, for 

Section 68 of the Evidence Act makes it mandatory to examine at least one of the attesting 

witnesses of the Will. Mere fact that the Will was registered will not grant validity to the 

document. Besides that, the will propounded by plaintiff is surrounded with suspicious 

circumstances, in as much as the alleged propounder of the Will, Lt. Sh. Kundan Lal, had four 

children, including the plaintiff and the defendant No. 1. There is not even a whisper of 

reasoning as to why the propounder of the Will choose to exclude other three children from the 

bequest, and whether any other properties or assets were given to them. It is highly unlikely that 
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a father would grant his entire property to one of his children, at the cost of three others, without 

there being any evidence of estrangement between the father and the children. This suspicious 

circumstance surrounding the will has not been removed by the plaintiff either. Hence, for these 

cumulative reasons, the Will propounded by plaintiff though registered would not confer any 

valid title on the plaintiff either. 

A perusal of Section 53A of TP Act, as well as the case law on point, it is forthcoming 

that one of the main ingredients for taking shelter under Section 53A is the factum of possession. 

Unless the transferee in the instrument of agreement to sale is able to prove that he has been in 

possession of the suit property, no benefit u/s 53A will be given. In the instant matter, the very 

fact that plaintiff has filed the present suit for possession, along with other reliefs, shows that on 

the date of filing of the suit, plaintiff was not in possession of the entire suit property. Since there 

was no possession with the plaintiff, he cannot derive any benefit under the doctrine of part-

possession. 

  

286. SPECIFIC RELIEF ACT, 1963 – Sections 34 and 38 

PUBLIC TRUSTS ACT, 1951 (M.P.) – Sections 8 and 7(1)  

Pujari – Ownership rights – Public Trust registration – Bar of remedy – Pujari is 

only a servant/appointee, not a shebait, not Bhumiswami and acquires no title in 

temple land – Temple property vests in the deity/Trust – Long performance of puja 

does not create title – Remedy against registration as Public Trust lies u/s 8 of the 

Public Trusts Act, within six months – No such suit filed – Revenue entries do not 

confer ownership – No substantial question of law arises – Appeal dismissed. 

Babulal and ors. v. Mandir Shitla Mata and ors. 

Judgment dated 20.06.2025 passed by the High Court of Madhya Pradesh (Gwalior Bench) 

in Second Appeal No. 131 of 2006, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 98  
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Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

This Court in the case of Mandir Murti Shri Radha Vallabh Ji through its Pujari 

Bhawani Shankar v. State of M.P. by order dated 01.07.2020 passed in W.P. No. 7987 of 2020 

has held as under:  

Accordingly, it is held that Pujari has no locus standi or say in the management of the 

temple property and thus they have no right to file a writ petition on behalf of the public trust or 

on behalf of Deity. Further, there is nothing on record to suggest that the property belongs to a 

public trust. Further no authorization to file the writ petition by the Pujari on behalf of the said 

public trust has been placed on record.  

Thus, it is clear that the Pujari cannot be the owner of the property belonging to the 

temple and in fact the deity is the owner of the property belonging to the temple. Therefore, the 

basic contention of the plaintiffs that they are the owner of the property in dispute being Pujari is 

misconceived.  

In the present case, the Public Trust was registered under Section 6 of the M.P. Public 

Trusts Act, 1951. If the plaintiffs were aggrieved by the said entry made by the Registrar in the 

register thereby registering the temple as a public trust, then they should have filed a Civil Suit 

under Section 8 of the M.P. Public Trusts Act, 1951 within six months from the date of 

publication of the notice under sub-section (1) of Section 7 for setting aside the findings. No 

such suit was filed.  

  

287. TRANSFER OF PROPERTY ACT, 1882 – Section 58(c) 

LIMITATION ACT, 1963 – Article 61(a) 

(i) Mortgage by conditional sale – True nature of document – “Shartiya 

Farokhtnama” – Document dated 17.03.1969 (Ex.P/1) termed Shartiya 

Farokhtnama – Contents showed conditional reconveyance on repayment – 

Consideration inconsistent with surrounding sale transactions – Held, not an 

absolute sale but mortgage by conditional sale u/s 58(c) TPA – Findings of both 

courts below treating it as sale held perverse. 

(ii) Limitation – Redemption – Right to redeem accrued on expiry of 5-year period 

i.e. on 17.03.1974 – Suit filed in 2002 held within 30-year period under Article 

61(a) – Courts below erred in applying 3-year limitation – When transaction is 

mortgage, plea of estoppel under section 115 of the Evidence Act cannot defeat 

statutory right of redemption – Impugned judgments set aside – Suit decreed 

for redemption of mortgage and possession, with directions for reconveyance on 

payment of Rs. 11,000/-. 
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i

ii

₹

Gopal Krishna v. Anandpalsingh and ors. 

Judgment dated 26.03.2025 passed by the High Court of Madhya Pradesh (Indore Bench) in 

Second Appeal No. 79 of 2011, reported in 2025 (4) MPLJ 153  

Relevant extracts from the judgment: 

In view of the factual matrix of the case, this Court is of the considered opinion that the 

mortgagee purchased the mortgage property in pursuance to Shartiya Faroktnam Ex.P/1 and 

therefore, the relations of mortgagor and mortgagee continues to subsist even thereafter. In view 

of the same, the right to redeem the mortgage is not extinguished and in the eyes of law, the 

purchase of the mortgaged property must be deemed to have been in favour of the 

mortgagor/appellant.  

Since, the aforesaid deed i.e. Ex.P/1 which is particularly, in any manner, not an absolute 

sale deed and varies from the contents of actual and absolute sale deed, the learned Courts below 

have wrongly held the same is absolute sale whereas Ex.P/1 which is clearly a mortgage and falls 

within the definition of mortgage by conditional sale as prescribed under Clause (C) of Section 

58 of the Transfer of Property Act. Hence, the Answer of Substantial Question No.I is "Yes". 

The learned trial Court has committed an error of law in holding that Ex.P/, is outright sale.  

In view of the factum that since, the learned Courts below have erred in holding the 

Ex.P/1 as outright sale whereas the same is not an outright sale, but rather mortgage by 

conditional sale, the Limitation period for redemption shall be 30 years which is a settled and 
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prescribed law and is not in dispute. Since, it is not in dispute that the suit is filed in the year 

2002 which is within 30 years from the date of 17.03.1974, the suit is filed within limitation. The 

period for limitation as prescribed under Section 61(a) of the Limitation Act, 1963 reads as 

under:  

By a mortgagor- (a) to redeem or to recover possession of immovable property 

mortgaged: Thirty years. 
 

In view of the aforesaid discussions, right to redeem accrued to the plaintiff only expiry 

of five years i.e. 17.03.1974and the suit having been instituted in the year 2002 is absolutely 

within the limitation period as prescribed by law.  

In view of the aforesaid settled prescribed law, the second substantial Question of Law 

that whether the suit as instituted can be treated as barred by limitation, despite having been 

instituted within the prescribed period of 30 years, the answer is "negative" and that is in favour 

of appellant. The answer of this question is having togetherness with answer of question No.1, 

since, the answer of first substantial question is positive, the answer of second substantial 

question of law is automatically changed as above, in view of prescribed law of Limitation. 

  
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PART – IV 

IMPORTANT CENTRAL/STATE ACTS & AMENDMENTS 
  

MADHYA PRADESH CIVIL SERVICE (LEAVES) RULES, 2025 

 

 The Madhya Pradesh Civil Service (Leaves) Rules, 2025 were published in the gazette on 

24
th

 November, 2025.  

The QR code for the rules are reproduced below for kind perusal. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

  



  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 


