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INTHESUPREMECOURTOFINDIA

REVIEW JURISDICTION

I.A.No. OF2019

IN

R.P.(C)NO.3358/2018INW.P.(C)NO.373/2006

INTHEMATTEROF:

KantaruRajeevaru …Petitioner
versus

IndianYoungLawyersAssociation
Thr.itsGeneralSecretary
Ms.BhaktiPasrijaandOrs ..Respondents

ANDINTHEMATTEROF:

BinduA,
W/oSh.K.V.Hariharan,
R/oH.No.14/174A,
Nilaa,Thuvvakkadu,
Parambil,Poyilkave,
Edkakkulam,DistrictKozhikode,
Kerala-673306 …Applicant

ANAPPLICATIONFORDIRECTIONS
TO

THEHON'BLECHIEFJUSTICEOFINDIA
ANDHISCOMPANIONJUSTICESOFTHE
HON'BLESUPREMECOURTOFINDIA

THEHUMBLEAPPLICATIONOF

THEAPPLICANTABOVENAMED
MOSTRESPECTFULLYSHEWETH:

1. ThepresentisanApplicationforDirectioninReview Petition

(Civil)No.3358/2018 in WritPetition (Civil)No.373/2006. The

ApplicantiscompelledtoapproachthisHon’bleCourtastheStateof

KeralahasopenlytakenastandindefianceoftheJudgmentandOrder

dated28.09.2018passedbythisHon’bleCourtinWritPetition(Civil)

No.373/2006.StateofKeralahascompletelyignoredtheOrderofthis
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Hon’ble Court dated 13.11.2018 in Review Petition (Civil) No.

3358/2018 in WritPetition(Civil)No.373/2006whereinthisHon’ble

Courtwaspleasedtoobservethatthereisnostaytothejudgmentin

WritPetition(Civil)No.373/2006.,

2. Applicanthereinisawoman,from Dalitbackground,whohas

earliervisited and taken darshan atSabarimala.She has again

attemptedtovisitSabarimalaon26.11.2019.However,theApplicant

wasattackedinfrontoftheofficeoftheCommissionerofPolice,

Ernakulam District,Kerala.Somechemicalsubstanceshavingburning

sensationoverthebodywassprayedatherface.ThePolicefailedto

actintimeortogiveheradequateprotection.TheApplicantisbeing

attackedbysomeunlawfulelementswherevershegoesandtheState

Governmenthascompletelyfailedtogiveheradequateprotection.The

situationissameforanywomanagedbetween10-50whowantedto

visitSabarimala,asthereisanatmosphereoffearandlawlessnessen

routeSabarimala. ItissubmittedthattheresponsibleGovernment

whichisdutyboundtocarryoutthedirectionsofthisHon’bleCourt

cannotbeallowedtotakeflimsyexcusesfornon-cooperationwhen

anywomanwantedtoexerciseherrighttoworshipatSabarimala.

FACTSLEADINGTOTHEPRESENTCASEAREASFOLLOWS:

3. AConstitutionBenchofthisHon’bleCourtbyitsJudgmentand

Orderdated 28.09.2018 in WritPetition (Civil)No.373/2006 and

connectedcases,permittedwomenofallagestovisitthehillyshrineof

SabarimalaintheStateofKerala.ThesaidJudgmenttitledasIndian
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YoungLawyersAssociationv.StateofKerala&Orsisreportedin(2018)

13Scale75.

4. AbatchofReviewPetitionswerefiledagainstthesaidjudgment

andthisHon’bleCourtbyitsOrderdated13.11.2018inReviewPetition

(Civil)No.3358/2018inWritPetition(Civil)No.373/2006waspleased

toOrder:

“ApplicationsforhearingofreviewpetitionsinOpenCourtareallowed.

AlltheReview Petitionsalongwithallpendingapplicationswillbe

heardinOpenCourton22ndJanuary,2019beforetheappropriate

Bench.Wemakeitclearthatthereisnostayofthejudgmentandorder

ofthisCourtdated28thSeptember,2018passedinWritPetition(Civil)

No.373of2006(IndianYoungLawyersAssociation&Ors.v.TheState

ofKerala&Ors.).”

AtruecopyoftheOrderdated13.11.2018inReview Petition(Civil)

No.3358/2018inWritPetition(Civil)No.373/2006isannexedherewith

andmarkedasANNEXURE-P/1(PageNo.21-28).

5. TheStateofKeralaistheRespondentNo.1intheWritPetition

No.(Civil)No.373/2006andthereforetheStateofKeralacannotplead

ignoranceoftheOrderofthisHon’bleCourt.

6. TheApplicantinthepresentApplicationisthefirstwomanto

enterSabarimalaafterthehistoricjudgmentof2018.Sheisherselfa

lawyerandalawteacher.Apartfrom beingawomansheisalsoaDalit.

Applicantbelievesthatfaith,religion,custom allarealwaysbelowother
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FundamentalRights.ApplicantisnotacasteHindu,butbelongsto

Dalitcommunity. HerbeliefisthatDharmaSasthaisthedeityat

Sabarimala.DharmaSasthahad two wivesand children.Applicant

believesthatno onehastherightto questionherfaith.Applicantis

motivatedbyDalitidentitytofightforConstitutionalvalueslikegender

equality,fraternityetc. LastyearApplicantenteredtheSabarimala

templefollowingwhichapurificationwasconducted. Applicantfelt

deeplyhurtandhumiliated.The‘purification’doneby Chief Priest

was evidencingaform ofuntouchabilityasrightlypointedbyHon’ble

Dr.Justice Dhananjaya Chandrachud in his concurring view in the

judgmentinwritpetition.

7. SincetherewerethreatstothelifeoftheApplicantandanother

woman,KanakadurgawhovisitedSabarimala,theyapproachedthis

Hon’bleCourtbywayofWritPetition(C)No.66/2019.Whenthesaid

writpetitionwastakenupbeforethisHon’bleCourton18.01.2019,this

Hon’bleCourtwaspleasedtoorder:

“HavingheardMs.IndiraJaising,learnedSeniorCounselappearingfor

the petitioners and ShriVijay Hansaria,learned SeniorCounsel

appearingfortheStateofKeralawedeem itappropriatetoclosethis

writpetitionatthisstagebydirectingtheStateofKeralatoprovide

adequate/fullsecuritytothepetitionerNos.1and2hereinwhichwould

beprovidedtothepetitionersroundtheclock.”

AtruecopyoftheOrderdated18.01.2019passedbythisHon’bleCourt

in WritPetition (C)No.66/2019 isannexed hereto and marked as
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AnnexureP/2(PageNo._____ ).

8. ItissubmittedthattheOrderdated13.11.2018passedbythis

Hon’bleCourtinReviewPetition(Civil)No.3358/2018 in WritPetition

(Civil)No.373/2006isnotvariedbyanysubsequentOrderofthis

Hon’bleCourtincludingtheOrderdated06.02.2019(whereinjudgment

inReviewswasreserved)ortheOrderdated14.11.2019,whereinthis

Hon’bleCourtwaspleasedtoframecertainquestionsforconsideration

byalargerBenchandorderedtheReviewPetitionstobekeptpending.

AtruecopyoftheOrderdated06.02.2019inReview Petition(Civil)

No.3358/2018inWritPetition(Civil)No.373/2006isannexedherewith

andmarkedasANNEXURE-P/3(PageNo._ ).

AtruecopyoftheJudgmentandOrderdated14.11.2019inReview

Petition(Civil)No.3358/2018inWritPetition(Civil)No.373/2006is

annexedherewithandmarkedasANNEXURE-P/4(PageNo._ ).

9. SoonaftertheOrderdated14.11.2019passedbythisHon’ble

CourtinReview Petition(Civil)No.3358/2018inWritPetition(Civil)

No.373/2006,many newspapers reported the stand ofthe State

GovernmentasifthereisadefactostayoftheOrderofthisHon’ble

Courtdated28.09.2018passedinWritPetition(Civil)No.373of2006.

10. DeccanHeraldreportedonNovember15,2019thatKeralaGovt

may notallow women in Sabarimala Temple.Kerala Devaswom

MinisterKadakampally Surendran also said thatpolice protection

wouldnotbegiventoanywomentovisitthehillshrineunlessthey
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produceanycourtorderintheirfavour.‘Sabarimalawouldnotbemade

avenueforshowingactivism’,theMinisterisreportedtohavesaid.

Atruecopyofthereportdated15.11.2019intheDeccanHeraldtitled

“KeralaGovtmaynotallowwomeninSabarimalaTemple”isannexed

herewithandmarkedasANNEXURE-P/5(PageNo._ ).

11. The Hindu dt.18.11.2019 reported the State Law Minister’s

statement“The2018SupremeCourtorderhasbeenstayedineffect

eventhoughitwasnotofficiallymentioned.”

AtruecopyoftheHindureportdated18.11.2019titled“Thereisde

factostayonSabarimalaverdict:Minister”isannexedherewithand

markedasANNEXURE-P/6(PageNo._____ ).

12. Accordingtoreports,theKeralaGovernmenthadinstructedthe

policetonotpermitwomenbetweentheagesof10-50tothehillshrine,

in defianceofthe2018 SupremeCourtOrder,reported theNews

MinutedatedNovember18,2019

AtruecopyoftheNewsMinutereportdated18.11.2019titled“Kerala

copscheckageofwomen,blockwomenbelow50from Sabarimala”is

annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE-P/7 (Page

No._________ ).

13. APTIstorythatappearedintheHindudatedNovember19,2019

reportedthat“Whiletwowomeninthebarredagegroupof10-50years

hadbeenstoppedbypoliceonMondayfrom visitingthehillshrine,on

Saturday,whenthetempleopened,atleast10youngwomenfrom
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AndhraPradeshhadbeensentback.”

AtruecopyoftheHindureportdated19.11.2019titled“12-year-old

barredfrom proceedingtoSabarimalatemple”isannexedherewithand

markedasANNEXURE-P/8(PageNo.______ ).

14. Itissubmittedwithrespectthatapartytothecasebeforethis

Hon’bleCourt,hereinthiscase,theStateofKerala,cannotchooseto

ignoretheOrdersofthisHon’bleCourtbygivingitsowninterpretation.

ThestandoftheStateGovernmentinpublicisagrossdisregardtothe

OrdersofthisHon’bleCourtaswellasviolationofitssolemndutyto

upholdtheConstitutionandthelawsasdeclaredbythehighestCourt

oftheland. ItissubmittedthattheStateGovernmentwhichisduty

boundtoactinaidofthisHon’bleCourtunderArticle144ofthe

ConstitutionofIndia,hasexpresseditsintentiontonullifytheeffectof

theOrdersofthisHon’bleCourt.ThestandoftheStateGovernmentas

itappearedinvariousnewspapersactedasanencouragementonthe

groundtovariouspeopleandorganizationsopposingwomenentry.

TheStateofKeralaalsoindulgedinvariousdirectandindirectmeans

such ascounselling byState Police officialsto anywoman aged

between10-50tonotvisitSabarimala,ageverificationofwomen,total

non-co-operationbyPolicewhenthereisoppositiononthegroundetc.

15. Hon’bleMr.JusticeRohintonNarimanforhimselfandHon’ble

Dr.JusticeDhananjayaChandrachudrecordedinthejudgmentdated

14.11.2019asfollows:

“Today,itisnolongeropentoanypersonorauthoritytoopenlyflouta
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SupremeCourtjudgmentororder,giventheconstitutionalschemeas

stated byushereinabove.Itisnecessaryforusto restate these

constitutionalfundamentals in the lightofthe sad spectacle of

unarmedwomenbetweentheagesof10and50beingthwartedinthe

exerciseoftheirfundamentalrightofworshipattheSabarimalatemple.

Letitbesaidthatwhoeverdoesnotactinaidofourjudgment,doesso

athisperil–sofarasMinisters,bothCentralandState,andMPsand

MLAsareconcerned,theywouldviolatetheirconstitutionaloathto

uphold,preserve,anddefendtheConstitutionof India.Sofarasthe

citizensofIndiaareconcerned,wewoulddowelltoremindthem ofthe

fundamentalduties ofcitizens laid down in Article 51A ofthe

Constitution,inparticular,clauses(a),(e),and(h)thereof….”

Itissubmittedwithgreatrespectthatthereisnodifferenceofopinion

onthispartofthejudgmentbythethreeHon’bleJudgeswhodirected

certainquestionsoflaw tobedecidedbyalargerBench.Theabove

observations ofHon’ble Mr.Justice R.F.Nariman forhimselfand

Dr.JusticeD.Y.Chandrachudisnotadissent.

ItwasfurtherobservedbytheHon’bleCourtthat

“Complianceisnotamatterofoption.Ifitweretobeso,theauthority

ofthecourtcouldbedilutedattheoptionofthosewhoareboundto

complywithitsverdicts.”

66.The State ofKerala is directed to give wide publicityto this

judgmentthrough the medium oftelevision,newspapers,etc.The

governmentshould take steps to secure the confidence ofthe
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communityinordertoensurethefulfillmentofconstitutionalvalues.

The State governmentmay have broad-based consultations with

representativesofallaffectedinterestssothatthemodalitiesdevised

forimplementingthejudgmentoftheCourtmeetthegenuineconcerns

ofallsegmentsofthecommunity.Organisedactsofresistanceto

thwarttheimplementationofthisjudgmentmustbeputdownfirmly.

Yetindevisingmodalitiesforcompliance,asolutionwhichprovides

lastingpeace,whileatthesametimereaffirminghumandignityasa

fundamentalconstitutionalvalue,shouldbeadopted.Consistentwith

thedutiesinheringinit,weexpecttheStategovernmenttoensurethat

theruleoflawispreserved.”

Assubmittedearlier,themajorityofHon’bleJudgeshavenotdissented

toanyofthosedirectionsandhenceitisbinding. Thesedirections

cannotthereforebeignoredbytheStateGovernment.Alltheactionof

the State Government and various authorities under the State

Government,aftertheOrderdated14.11.2019ofthisHon’bleCourt,

wereintotaldisregardtothedirectionsofthisHon’bleCourt.

16. It is submitted

withrespectthatevenasamatterofpractice,thisHon’bleCourtrelies

onthejudgmentsofthisHon’bleCourtwhetherthesamejudgmentis

referredtoalargerBenchornot. ThisHon’bleCourtiswellawareof

thepracticefollowedbyvariousBenches,howeverasamatterof

illustration,onesuchinstanceisgivenbelowforthereadyreferenceof

thisHon’bleCourt.
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In1978,aBenchofSevenHon’bleJudgesofthisHon’bleCourtwas

pleasedtoholdinBangaloreWaterSupplyandSwereageBoardv.

A.Rajappa(1978)2SCC 213,interalia,thathospitalisanindustry

u/s.2(j)oftheIndustrialDisputesAct,1947.

ABenchofSevenHon’bleJudge’sBenchofthisHon’bleCourtinState

ofU.P.v.JaiBhirSingh(2005)5SCC1expresseddoubtsregarding

thecorrectnessofthesaidjudgmentandreferredtheBangaloreWater

SupplycasetoalargerBench.

AgainwhenthesaidcasecameupbeforeaBenchofSevenHon’ble

Judge’sBench ofthisHon’bleCourt,theBench ofSeven Hon’ble

Judge’sBenchinStateofU.P.v.JaiBirSingh(2017)3SCC 311

expressedseriousdoubtsregardingthecorrectnessofthejudgmentin

BangaloreWaterSupplycaseanddirectedittobeplacedbeforea

BenchofNineHon’bleJudges.

InbetweenwhenanothercasecameupbeforethisHon’bleCourtinAll

IndiaInstituteofMedicalSciencesv.RajSingh(2017)12SCC703,a

DivisionBenchofthisHon’bleCourtwaspleasedtocorrectlyapplythe

ratioofthebindingjudgmentofthisHon’bleCourtin BangaloreWater

SupplyandSwereageBoardv.A.Rajappa(1978)2SCC213.

Itissubmittedwithrespectthatmerereferencedoesnotmakeany

changeinthepositionoflaw,withregardtothebindingnatureofthe

judgmentsofthisHon’bleCourt,evenamongitsBenches.

AcivilorjudicialauthoritywhichisboundbythemandateofArticle144
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oftheConstitutionofIndia,toactinaidofthisHon’bleCourt,hasno

optiontodisobeythebindingjudgments/ordersofthisHon’bleCourt.

AnysuchattemptwouldamounttocontemptofCourt.

17. ThesecuritywasprovidedtotheApplicantaspertheOrder

dated18.01.2019passedbythisHon’bleCourtinWritPetition(C)No.

66/2019.On16.08.2019,theApplicantherselfrequestedthePolice

Chieftoavoidhersecurityandinsteaddeploythoseforcesforhelping

those affected in the flood.DGP accepted the said requestand

withdrew securitywitheffect05.09.2019.Applicantreceivedaletter

from theofficeofSP mentioningthereinthatshewillbeafforded

securityifsherequestsinadvance.

18. The Applicantdecided to visitSabarimala shrine again on

26.11.2019alongwithsomeotherdevoteescomingfrom Maharashtra.

ApplicantreachedKochiInternationalairporton26.11.2019morningto

receive TruptiDesai,SaraswatiMaharajpopularlyknown as Lady

Shankaracharyaandherdiscipleswhoreachedtherebymorningflight

ataround4.30am.,togotogethertoSabarimalaonthatday.

19. Staffofatelevisionchannel,Janam TV waswaitingthereat

airportandstartedcreatingruckus.ThoughaUbertaxiwasbooked

andthedrivercamewiththecab,hehadtoreturnashewascautioned

nottoproceedwiththewomentoPampa(neartoSabarimala)andwas

forcedtocancelthetrip.

20. Thereafterallofthem proceededtoairportpolicestationto

makeacomplaintandawaitedthere.Thoughataxiwasbooked,the
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driversrefusedtotraveluptoPampa.

21. Thereafter,the Applicantalongwith TruptiDesaiand others

proceededtoPoliceCommissioner’soffice,Ernakulam andreached

thereataround6am. Thoughtwotaxiswerebookedfortraveling

uptoNilakkal,byseeingtheidentityofthewomenintheagegroupof

10t050,thedriversrefusedtotraveltoNilakkal.

22. The Applicant, Trupti Desai and others went upto the

Commissionerofficeat11thfloorandrequestedforprotectiontogoto

Sabarimala.Theyrefusedtoofferanyprotectionandtoldthewomen

tocontacthigherofficers.

23. The Applicanttried to contactADGP ManojAbraham over

telephone.HeinformedherthatheisnotinchargeofErnakulam and

advisedhertocontactOfficersinchargeofErnakulam district.Since

the Commissioner could notbe contacted over telephone,The

Applicantwentdown to collectthe Orders ofthis Hon’ble Court

orderingherroundtheclocksecurityaswellastheOrderofthis

Hon’bleCourtdated13.11.2018inR.P.(C)No.3358of2018inW.P.(C)

No.373of2006toshowtothepoliceofficialsthere.

24. Thereweremorethantenpeopleatthatspot.Atthattime,one

personattackedtheApplicant,whosenamewaslatercametobe

knownasSreenathViswanathan.

25. Somechemicalsubstanceshavingburningsensationoverthe

bodywassprayedatherface.Thoughthepolicewereonlookers,they
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didnotdetainthepersonwhoattackedtheApplicant.Evenafterthe

Applicantpointing outthe person who attacked her,he was not

detained.TheApplicantrepeatedlyrequestedthepolicetotakeherto

nearbyhospitalandtoarresttheattacker.However,thepolicetookher

to Ernakulam Generalhospitalonly after15 minutes. Sreenath

Viswanathanwasarrestedthereafter.

AtruecopyoftheHindureportdated26.11.2019titled“‘Pepperspray’

attackon woman asTruptiDesaiarrivesin KochiforSabarimala

pilgrimage”isannexedherewithandmarkedasANNEXURE-P/9(Page

No._____ ).

26. The Applicant started experiencing the effect of burning

sensation ofthe chemicalattack.In the hospital,duty doctors,

ophthalmologist,skinspecialistsandgeneralpractitionerscameto

treather.Sinceshewasnotabletogetridoftheburningsensation,

shehadtogobacktotheCommissionerOfficetochangethedress

from herbagandthereafterreturnedtothehospital.Doctorsgaveher

someointmentandmedicineandwaskeptthereathospitaltill9.30am.

Doctorsdischargedfrom thehospitalataround9.30am.

27. However,thePolicewasnotallowinghertocomeoutofthe

hospital.Thoughherlawyer,Adv.NimmiJohnsonwenttothehospital

tomeether,shewasalsonotallowedinitiallyandtheSubInspector

told herthatBindu doesn’tneed anylegalassistanceasofnow.

Adv.NimmiJohnsonwasallowedinsideonlyataround1pm andafter

meetingBinducameoutaftermakingsureofherhealthconditions.
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28. Thereafter,as perthe requestofthe Applicant,Adv.Nimmi

Johnsonwasallowedinsidethehospitalataround6.30pm andwas

givenawrittenapplicationtobegiventoCommissionerofPolice,

Ernakulam.Itcontainedarequestforreleasingherfrom hospitaland

toresumeherpoliceprotection.Itwasfurtherrequestedthatshemay

bepermittedtogotoSabarimala.

29. Adv.NimmiJohnson wentto the CommissionerofPolice,

Ernakulam andsubmittedthecomplaintregardingherillegaldetention

bypoliceinthehospitalandrequestedforprotectiontoproceedto

Sabarimala.

30. Policedeclinedtogiveanyprotectionandtoldthelawyerto

approachtheHighCourttogetaseparateorder.Thoughthecertified

copyoftheOrderdt.18.01.2019inW.P.(C)No.66of2019wasshown,

thePolicerefusedtogiveheranyprotection.

TheApplicantwaskeptinvirtualdetentioninthehospitalfrom morning

tillevening6.45pm.

31. The Applicantstates thatthe State Government,its Chief

SecretaryandDirectorGeneralofPoliceandvariousPoliceofficialsare

allingrosscontemptoftheOrdersofthisHon’bleCourtastheyacted

againstthemandateofArticle144oftheConstitutionofIndiaand

intentionallydisobeyedtheOrderdated13.11.2018InReview Petition

(Civil)No.3358/2018 In WritPetition(Civil)No.373/2006 and

Judgmentand OrderDated 28.09.2018 In WritPetition (Civil)No.

373/2006.
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32. Public declaration byvarious authorities within the State of

KeralaisingrossdisregardtothedirectionsissuedbythisHon’ble

Court. ThestandoftheStateGovernmentthatifanywomanaged

between10-50,wanttovisitSabarimala,theymustcomewithanOrder

from thisHon’bleCourtisingrosscontemptoftheOrdersalready

passedbythisHon’bleCourt.

33. ThestandoftheStateGovernmenthasgivenafreehandto

unlawfulelementstointimidateanywomenagedbetween10-50from

visitingSabarimala. Absenceofanyhelpfrom Policehascreatedan

atmosphereofterrortoanywomanwhoisintheagegroupbetween10

-50oranywomanresemblingthatagegroupfrom violentphysical,

psychologicalthreats. Itissubmittedwithrespectthatifnotsternly

dealtwith,thiswillbeathreattotheRuleoflaw andtothefinal

authorityofthisHon’bleCourt. Itismostrespectfullyprayedthatthis

Hon’bleCourtmaytakecognizanceofthestandtakenbytheStateof

Kerala and issue appropriate directions or initiate appropriate

proceedingsasthisHon’bleCourtdeem fit.Itisprayedassuch.

PRAYER

Ittheabovecircumstancesitisthereforemostrespectfullyprayedthat

hisHon’bleCourtmaygraciouslybepleasedto:

(a) DirecttheStateofKeralatoensuresafepassagetoanywomen

totheSabarimalatemple,regardlessofageorreligionwithoutletor

hindrancefrom anysourceincludingtheStateanditsagencies;and
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(b) DirecttheStateofKeralatorespect,fulfilandprotecttherights

ofallwomenregardlessofagetoentertheSabarimalatemplewithout

hindranceinanymannerwhatsoeverandinparticularbypreventingthe

unrulymobsorindividualsfrom obstructingthem from enteringthe

temple.

(c) DirecttheStateofKeralatogivewidepublicitytothejudgment

of this Hon’ble Court dated 28.09.2018 In Writ Petition (Civil)

No.373/2006throughthemedium oftelevision,newspapers,etcboth

localandnational;and

(d) directimmediatecessationofageverificationandcounselling

done by the Police officials atthe behestof State of Kerala

discouragingwomenofmenstruatingagefrom visitingSabarimala;and

(e) initiateappropriateproceedingsagainstanyStateofficialsor

privateindividualswhoactindefianceoftheOrdersofthisHon’ble

Court;and

(f) PasssuchotherorderorordersasthisHon’bleCourtwould

deem fitandproperinthefactsandcircumstancesofthecase.

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE APPLICANT/PETITIONER

SHALLASISDUTYBOUNDSHALLEVENPRAY.

Place:NewDelhi

Drawnby:Prasanth.P.,Adv

Settledby:Ms.IndiraJaising,
SeniorAdvocate FILEDBY
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Filedon:02.12.2019
(PRASANTH.P)

AdvocatefortheApplicant
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