
IN THE HIGH COURT OF MADHYA PRADESH  
PRINCIPAL SEAT AT JABALPUR  

 
W.P. No.  OF 2010 

 
 
PETITIONER   : Anuj Agarwal, 
     S/o Shri Vipin Kumar Agarwal, 
     Aged about 23 years, 
     R/o 19/1, South Civil Lines, 
     Jabalpur (MP) 
 

Versus 
 
RESPONDENTS  : 1. Union of India, 
     Through its Principal Secretary, 
     Ministry of Law & Legislative Affairs, 
     New Delhi. 
 

2. Bar Council of India, 
21, Rouse Avenue Institutional Area, 
New Delhi – 110 002 
Through its Secretary 

 
 

WRIT PETITION UNDER ARTICLE 226 OF THE 

CONSTITUTION OF INDIA  

 
 
   Petitioner most respectfully submit as under :- 
 
1. Particulars of the cause/order against which the petition is 

made :- 
 

The Petitioner is challenging the legality and validity of Rules 9 to 

11 in Part –VI, Chapter-III of the Bar Council of India Rules – 

Conditions for ‘Right to Practice’ inserted by Resolution No. 

73/2010 passed by Bar Council of India being ultra-vires of 

Sections 16, 24 and 30 of the Advocates Act, 1961 as also Articles 

14 and  19(1)(g) of the Constitution of India. 
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Subject-matter in brief :-  
 

That, the Bar Council of India in exercise of its power under 

Section 49(1)(ah) of the Advocates Act, 1961 has inserted Rules 9, 

10 and 11 in Part VI, Chapter III of the ‘Bar Council of India Rules 

– Conditions for Right to Practice’ providing for successfully 

qualifying All India Bar Examination by an Advocate enrolled in 

the State Roll as a pre-condition for practicing Law. The said Rules 

have been notified in the Gazette of India dated 12.6.2010. Such 

Rules are contrary to Sections 16, 24 and 30 of the Advocates Act, 

1961 which provides unfettered and unqualified right of an 

Advocate to practice Law if his name is enrolled in the Roll of the 

concerned State Bar Council. The offending Rule are further 

violative of Articles 14 and 19(1)(g) of the Constitution of India. 

 

2. A declaration that no proceeding on the same subject matter 

has been previously instituted in any Court, authority or 

tribunal. If instituted, the status or result thereof, along with 

copy of the order :  

 

The petitioner has not previously filed any petition/suit or 

application on the subject-matter of the present petition nor the 

same is pending before any Court, authority or tribunal. 

 
3. Details of remedies exhausted: 

The petitioner has no other efficacious and expeditious alternative 

remedy except to approach this Hon’ble Court for seeking justice 

by way of filing this petition. 

 

4. Delay, if any, in filing the petition and explanation therefore: 

There is no delay in filing the petition. 
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5. Facts of the case: 

5.1 That, the Petitioner is a citizen of India. He was born on 3rd August 

1987. He is a student of the Final Semester of  5 years Law Course 

known as B.A. L.L.B. (Hons.) and is studying in University 

Institute of Law which is a Teaching Department of the Rani 

Durgavati University, Jabalpur. 

 

5.2 That, the examination of the Final Semester of 5 years law course 

are likely to be held in July-August 2010. So far the examination 

programme has not been declared by the Rani Durgavati 

University, Jabalpur but the same is likely to be declared shortly as 

the six months of the Final Semester would be over on 31st of 

August 2010. The University has to conduct examination of the 

Final Semester of 5 years law course as also declaration of results 

within six months from the date the semester commenced. The 

Final Semester commenced from 1st of March 2010. The mark-

sheets showing result of the Petitioner’s First Semester to Ninth 

Semester are enclosed herewith and cumulatively marked as 

Annexure P/1. 

 

5.3 That, the Union Parliament in exercise of its power under Article 

246 read with Entries 77 and 78 of List-I of Seventh Schedule 

enacted the Advocates Act, 1961 (hereinafter referred to as the 

‘Act’) to amend and consolidate the law relating to legal 

practitioners and to provide for the constitution of Bar Councils 

and All India Bar. 

 

5.4 That, the definitions of the words ‘Advocate’, ‘Bar Council of 

India’, ‘Law Graduate’, ‘Legal Practitioner’, ‘State Bar Council’ 

and ‘State Roll’ are defined in Clauses (a), (e), (h), (i), (m) and (n) 

respectively of Section 2 of the Act and the same are quoted 

hereunder:- 
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a. "advocate" means an advocate entered in any roll under 
the provisions of this Act. 

 
e.  "Bar Council of India" mean the Bar Council constituted 

under Section 4 for the territories to which this Act 
extends. 

 
h. "Law graduate " means a person who has obtained a 

bachelor’s degree in law from any university established 
by law in India. 

 
i.  "Legal practitioner" means an advocate (Note:- Subs. by 

Act No.107 of 1976, sec.2) (or vakil) of any High court, 
a pleader, mukhtar or revenue agent. 

 
m. "State Bar Council" means a Bar council constituted 

under section 3 
 

n. "State roll" mean roll of advocates prepared and 
maintained by a State Bar Council under Section 17. 

 

5.5 That Section 3 of the Act provides for the constitution of the Bar 

Council for the States and also for the Union Territories to be 

known as the Bar Council of  that State. 

 

5.6 That, Section 4 of the Act provides for the constitution of a ‘Bar 

Council of India’. Section 5 provides that every Bar Council shall 

be a body Corporate having perpetual succession and a common 

seal with powers to acquire and hold property, both immovable 

and moveable, and to contract, and may by the name by which it is 

known sue and be sued. 

 

5.7 That, Section 16 of the Act provides that there are only two classes 

of Advocates namely Senior Advocates and other Advocates. 

 

5.8 That, Section 24 of the Act provides for the persons who may be 

admitted as Advocates on the State Roll. Section 24(1)(a)(b)(c)(iii) 

which are relevant for the purposes of this Petition are quoted 

hereunder:- 
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“24. Persons who may be admitted as advocates on a 
State roll.- (1) Subject to the provisions of this Act. 
And rules made thereunder, a person shall be qualified 
to be admitted as an advocate on a State roll, if he 
fulfills the following conditions, namely:-  
(a) he is a citizen of India:  

Provided that subject to the other provisions 
contained in the Act, a national of any other 
country may be admitted as an advocate on a State 
roll, if citizens of India, duly qualified, are 
permitted to practice law in that other country.  

(b) he has completed the age of twenty-one years.  
(c) he has obtained a degree in law- 
iii. after the 12th day of March, 1967, save as provided 

in sub clause after undergoing a three years course 
of study in law from any University in India which 
is recognised for the purpose of this Act by the Bar 
Council of India.” 

 

5.9 That, from the perusal of Section 24 referred to above, it would be 

evident that the person who is a citizen of India, has completed the 

age of 21 years and has obtained a degree of Law from an 

University in India which is recognized for the purposes of the Act 

by the Bar Council of India (for short ‘BCI’) is entitled to be 

admitted as an Advocate on a State roll. The State roll as defined 

under Section 2(1)(h) of the Act means a roll of Advocates 

prepared and maintained by the State Bar Council under Section 17 

of the Act. Thus, an Advocate who has passed a three years Law 

course from an University recognized by the BCI is qualified to be 

admitted as an Advocate in the State roll. 

 

5.10 That, Section 30 of the Act provides that every Advocate whose 

name is entered in the State Roll is entitled as of ‘Right to Practice’ 

throughout the territories to which the Act extends. Section 30 for 

ready reference is quoted hereunder:- 

 

“30. Right of advocates to practice- Subject to 
provisions of this Act, advocate whose name is entered 
in the [(Note:- Subs. by Act 60 of 1973, sec.22 for the 
words "common roll".) State roll] shall be entitled as 
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of right to practice throughout the territories to which 
this Act extends - 
(i)  In all Courts including the Supreme Court 
(ii)  Before any tribunal or person legally authorised to 
take evidence and 
(iii) Before any other authority or person before whom 
such advocate is by or under law for the time being in 
force entitled to practice.” 

 

5.11 That, thus every Advocate whose name is entered in the State Roll 

is entitled as a matter of right to practice law throughout the 

Country. No further requirement for a ‘Right to Practice’ is 

provided under the Act to an Advocate. Thus, once the name of an 

Advocate is entered in the State Roll then as a matter of right, he is 

entitled to practice. Section 30 of the Act vests statutory right in 

favour of an Advocate to practice if his name is entered in the State 

roll.  

 

5.12 That, different provisions of the Act gives power to the BCI to 

frame Rules on different subjects. Section 49 provides for General 

Powers of BCI to make Rules for discharging its functions under 

the Act and in particular on the subjects prescribed therein. Section 

49(1)(ah) which is relevant for the purpose is quoted hereunder:- 

“49. General power of the Bar Council of India to 
make rules-  

(1) The Bar Council of India may make rules for 
discharging its functions under this Act and in 
particular, such rules may prescribe.  

(ah) the conditions subject to which an advocate shall 
have the right to practice and the circumstances under 
which a person shall be deemed to practice as an 
advocate in a court.” 

 

5.13 That, the BCI in exercise of its powers conferred on it under 

Section 49(1)(ah) referred to above framed Rules providing for the 

conditions for ‘Right to Practice’. Such Rules are comprised in 

Chapter III of Part VI of the ‘Bar Council of India Rules’ 
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(hereinafter referred to as the ‘Rules’). An extract of Chapter III of 

Part VI of the Rules are enclosed herewith as Annexure P/2. The 

perusal of Rules 1 to 8 occurring in Chapter III of Part VI of the 

Rules would make it evident that before an Advocate undertakes 

practice, the only requirement for him is to get himself enrolled in 

the State Bar Council within whose jurisdiction he ordinarily 

practice. There is no further requirement for an Advocate to 

exercise his ‘Right of Practice’.  

 

5.14 That, Clause (d) of sub-section 1 of Section 24 before its 

amendment in the year 1973 provided for that the State Bar 

Councils may prescribe a course of training in Law as a pre-

condition for enrolment of a candidate and he was also required to 

pass the requisite examination during the training or even after 

completion of training course. The Clause (d) of sub-section 1 of 

Section 24 was deleted by Amending Act No. 60 of 1973 w.e.f. 

31.1.1974 meaning thereby that after 31.1.1974, the State Bar 

Councils were deprived of their powers to prescribe a course of 

pre-enrolment training in law and examination to be undergone by 

law graduate who were seeking enrolment as Advocates on State 

roll. After 31.1.1974 the only pre-condition for an Advocate to 

practice is  to get his name enrolled in the Roll of the concerned 

State Bar Council. 

 

5.15 That, the BCI framed ‘Bar Council of India Training Rules, 1995’ 

providing for pre-enrolment training and apprenticeship. Such 

Rules were challenged before the Apex Court in ‘V. Sudeer V. Bar 

Council of India & Another’ reported in AIR 1999 SC 1167 = 

(1999) 3 SCC 176. The Supreme Court held such Rules to be ultra-

vires Rule making power of the BCI available to it under the Act. 

The Supreme Court in the said decision laid down that the 

requirement of a bar examination can only be provided in the 

Advocates Act by means of statutory amendment. 
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5.16 That, the BCI in its meeting held on 30th April 2010 passed 

Resolution No. 73/2010 providing for the conduct of an All India 

Bar Examination, the passing of which has been made mandatory 

for an Advocate before practicing the profession of law under the 

Act. By the said Resolution, Rules 9 to 11 have been inserted in 

Part VI Chapter III of the Rules and the same are quoted 

hereunder:- 

 

“9. No Advocate enrolled under Section 24 of the 
Advocates Act, 1961 shall be entitled to 
practice under Chapter IV of the Advocates Act, 
1961, unless such Advocate successfully passes 
the All India Bar Examination conducted by the 
Bar Council of India. It is clarified that the Bar 
Examination shall be mandatory for all Law 
students graduating from academic year 2009-
2010 and onwards and enrolled as Advocates 
under Section 24 of the Advocates Act, 1961.” 

    

  The All India Bar Examination 

 
10. (1) The All India Bar Examination shall be 

conducted by the Bar Council of India. 
 

(a) The Bar Examination shall be held atleast 
twice each year in such month and such 
places that the Bar Council of India may 
determine from time to time. 

(b) The Bar Examination shall test Advocates 
in such substantive and procedural law 
areas as the Bar Council of India may 
determine from time to time. 

(c) Such substantive/procedural law areas and 
syllabi shall be published by the Bar 
Council of India at least three months prior 
to the scheduled date of examination. 

(d) The percentage of marks required to pass 
the Bar Examination shall be determined 
by the Bar Council of India. 

(e) An unsuccessful advocate may appear 
again for the Bar Examination, without 
any limit on the number of attempts. 

(f) The Bar Council of India, through a 
committee of experts, shall determine the 
syllabi, recommended readings, 
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appointment of paper setters, moderators, 
evaluators, model answers, examination 
hall rules and other related matters. 

(g) The Bar Council of India shall determine 
the manner and format of application for 
the examination. 

(h) Upon successfully passing the Bar 
Examination, the advocate shall be entitled 
to a Certificate of Practice. 

 
  Application for Certificate of Practice 

 
11. (1) The Certificate of Practice shall be issued by the 

Bar Council of India to the address of the successful 
advocate within 30 days of the date of declaration of 
results. 

 
 (2) The Certificate of Practice shall be issued by the 

Bar Council of India under the signature of the 
Chairman, Bar Council of India.” 

 
5.17 That, from the perusal of the aforesaid Rules, it would be evident 

that no Advocate enrolled under Section 24 of the Advocates Act 

shall be entitled to practice the profession of Law unless and until 

he successfully passes the All India Bar Examination conducted by 

BCI. Such Bar Examination has been made mandatory for all Law 

students graduating from the Academic year 2009-10 and onwards 

and enrolled as Advocate under Section 24 of the Advocates Act, 

1961. Rule 11 of the Rules referred to above provides for the 

issuance of ‘Certificate of Practice’ by the BCI to an Advocate 

who is declared successful upon declaration of result of All India 

Bar Examination. Such Rules have been published in the Gazette 

of India dated 12.6.2010. A copy of such Gazette Notification is 

enclosed herewith as Annexure P/3. The validity of these Rules 

framed by the BCI in exercise of its power under Section 49(1)(ah) 

of the Act are challenged in this Petition as the same are ultra-vires 

Sections 16, 24 and 30 of the Act and Articles 14 and 19(1)(g) of 

the Constitution of India. 
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5.18 That, since the impugned Rules affects all the Law students 

through out the Country who would be graduating Law course in 

the Academic session 209-10 since the same curtails their ‘Right of 

Practice’ provided under Sections 24 and 30 of the Act, 

representations at different levels were made by various 

Associations of Law students. A National Delegation of Law 

students submitted a representation to the Union Minister of Law, 

Government of India highlighting the problems which may be 

faced by the Law students arising out of the impugned Rules. In 

such representation, it was further submitted that the BCI is not 

empowered under the provisions of the Act to provide for All India 

Bar Examination before an Advocate can exercise his ‘Right to 

Practice’ and, therefore, the action of the BCI providing for All 

India Bar Examination is ultra-vires. A copy of such representation 

is enclosed herewith as Annexure P/4. 

 

5.19 That, the National Delegation of Law students further submitted a 

representation dated 12.7.2010 to the Bar Council of Delhi, a copy 

of which is enclosed herewith as Annexure P/5. In such 

representation, efforts have been made to demonstrate as to how 

the impugned Rules are ultra-vires provisions of the Act and the 

Constitution. 

 

5.20 That, the Prime Minister of India had established a ‘National 

Knowledge Commission’  (for short ‘Commission’) to recommend 

and undertake reforms in order to make India a knowledge based 

economy and society. An important function assigned to such 

Commission is to suggest for reforms in professional education, 

particularly in the field of legal education.  The Commission 

constituted a Working Group on Legal Education in the Country 

which consisted of legal luminaries of the Country including 

Judges sitting and retired as also eminent lawyers. The Working 

Group recommended for certain steps to be taken by BCI for 
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getting the legislation passed for re-introduction of Bar 

Examination. Para 3.9.1. of such Report is quoted hereunder:- 

 

“3.9 Bar Council of India ought to have taken steps to 
have legislation passed for re-introduction of the bar 
examination: 

 
3.9.1 As in all countries, in India too, a bar examination 
had to be passed whenever law graduates sought enrolment 
as lawyers. Such an examination was being conducted by 
the State Bar Councils under the provisions of the 
Advocates Act, 1961 but the provision relating to bar 
examination was deleted by amendment of the statute in 
1973. However, after the Ahmadi Committee Report 
(1994) recommended re-introduction of the bar 
examination, the requirement was reintroduced by a way of 
a Rule made by the Bar Council of India. The Supreme 
Court, in: 1999 (3) SCC 176 declared the Rule as ultra vires 
as Sudheer Vs. Bar Council of India such a requirement has 
to be introduced only by amending the Advocates Act, 
1961. The Supreme Court went further and made a clear 
recommendation that the requirement of bar examination 
must be reintroduced into the Act by a statutory 
amendment. Unfortunately, the BCI which is to take care of 
standards for purpose of entry into the bar has not taken 
steps to have the Act amended by reintroduction of the bar 
examination, in spite of the observations of the Supreme 
Court in Sudheer and in spite of the specific 
recommendation of the Law Commission in its 184th 
Report (2002) (Para 12.16).” 

 

An extract of such Report of the Working Group on Legal 

Education is filed herewith and marked as Annexure P/6. 

  

5.21 That, from the perusal of the extract quoted above, it would be 

evident that the Working Group on Legal Education had also 

recommended for an amendment in the Act for introduction of Bar 

Examination which has not been done inspite of the observations 

of the Supreme Court in V. Sudeer’s case (Supra).  

 

5.22 That, a Special Leave Petition No. 22337 of 2008 ‘Bar Council of 

India Vs. Bonnie FOI Law College & Others’ is pending before the 

Supreme Court. In the said Petition, the Supreme Court passed 

interim orders dated 29.6.2009 and 6.10.2009 for constitution of a 
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‘Three Member Committee’ on reform of legal education. Pursuant 

to such directions of the Supreme Court, a ‘Three Member 

Committee’ on reform of legal education was formed. The 

constitution of the said Committee was approved by the BCI vide 

Resolution dated 24.10.2009. Such ‘Three Member Committee’ 

submitted its Final Report. Para V of such Report which is relevant 

for the purpose of this Petition is quoted hereunder:- 

 

“V.  A Bar Examination should be introduced for the 
purpose of admitting law graduates to the Bar: As 
discussed supra, the introduction of a bar examination 
would ensure maintenance of standards in the legal 
profession, as well as standardization and constant 
innovation in the standards of curriculum, teaching 
methodology etc. The Committee is, therefore, of the 
opinion that qualifying a bar examination should be made a 
requirement prior to admission to the Bar by all State Bar 
Councils across the country. In light of the decision of the 
Supreme Court in the V. Sudeer case, such a requirement 
may be introduced in the Advocates Act, 1961 by means of 
a statutory amendment. The said examination will be a 
professional examination conducted by BCI in accordance 
with the recommendations of the Parent Committee.” 

 

An extract of such Report is filed herewith as Annexure P/7. From 

the perusal of the extract quoted above, it would be evident that 

even a ‘Three Member Committee’ constituted pursuant to the 

directions of the Supreme Court on reform of legal education had 

also recommended for an amendment in the Act for qualifying a 

Bar Examination as a condition precedent to exercise ‘Right of 

Practice’. It would be relevant to mention here that, no amendment 

has been made in the Act pursuant to the recommendations of the 

Committees referred to above. 

 

5.23 That, Rules 9, 10 and 11 introduced by the Gazette Notification 

dated 12.6.2010 (Annexure P/3) by the second Respondent in Part 

VI of Chapter III of the Rules are thus ultra-vires Sections 16, 24 

and 30 of the Act as also Articles 14 and 19(1)(g) of the 

Constitution of India. 
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6. GROUNDS : 

 

A. For that, Section 24 of the Act provides that a person upon 

satisfying the conditions laid therein and getting himself enrolled 

under the State Roll is entitled to practice the legal profession as an 

Advocate. 

 

B. For that, the only condition prescribed under Section 30 of the Act 

to for an Advocate to be entitled to practice is that, his name 

should be enrolled in the Roll of the State Bar Council. 

 

C. For that, no intermediate restriction between enrolment and 

practice is provided by Sections 24 and 30 of the Act.  

 

D. For that, the conjoined reading of Sections 24 and 30 of the Act 

would make it clear that, if a person is enrolled as an Advocate in 

the State Roll of the concerned State Bar Council, such an 

Advocate is entitled as of ‘Right to Practice’ throughout the 

Country. 

 

E. For that, having once cleared the requirements of Section 24 of the 

Advocates Act, 1961, the Petitioner has a right to practice as laid 

down under Section 30 of the said Act and there can be no further 

qualifications prescribed. The process of prescribing a post 

enrollment Bar Exam without having a corresponding Section in 

the Act would have the effect of denying a vested rights which had 

accrued in favour of the persons already enrolled. 

 

F. For that, the Rule making power provided under Section 49(1)(ah) 

of the Act would not extend so as to restrict the right of an  

Advocate to practice as vested in him by Sections 24 and 30 of the 

Act. 
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G. For that, the impugned Rules are thus in conflict and in derogation 

of Sections 24 and 30 of the Act. 

 

H. For that, the impugned Rules made by the BCI are arbitrary and 

devoid of any logic, in as much as they specify that only those 

graduating in the Academic year 2009-10 are required to pass the 

Bar Examination. 

 

I. For that the right to practice and conditions pertaining thereto are 

contained in Chapter IV of the Advocates Act, 1961, whereas, the 

Rule making power of the BCI is contained in Chapter VI of the 

Act. Moreover, that Chapter IV is an exhaustive, exclusive code in 

itself, being more specific in character, and thus cannot be 

governed by the provisions of Chapter VI of the said Act. 

 

J. For that, in the light of the decision of the Supreme Court in 

V.Sudeer’s case (Supra) unless and until suitable amendments are 

brought in the Act, a scheme of introduction of holding Bar 

Examination cannot be provided by the BCI. 

 

K. For that, a ‘Three Member Committee’ on reform of legal 

education constituted pursuant to the directions of the Supreme 

Court in ‘Bar Council of India Vs. Bonnie FOI Law College & 

Others’ referred to above and approved by the BCI is also of the 

opinion that unless and until a statutory amendment is made in the 

Act, qualifying a Bar Examination before an Advocate can 

exercise his ‘Right to Practice’ cannot be made a pre-conditon. 

 

L. For that, Section 16 of the Act provides only two classes of 

Advocates, namely, Senior Advocates and other Advocates. The 

impugned Rules has created further two classes of Advocates, one 

who would be entitled to practice law since he would clear the 

proposed All India Bar Examination and the second class 

comprising of enrolled Advocates who would be denied the ‘Right 
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to Practice’ the profession of Law because they had not cleared the 

All India Bar Examination although they continue to be Advocates 

within the meaning of the Act. The creation of further two classes 

of Advocates by the impugned Rules is thus contrary to Section 16 

of the Act.  

 

M. For that, qualifying All India Bar Examination has an effect of 

extending the period of studies beyond the existing three years or 

five years Law course as the case may be because unless and until 

such examination is cleared they would not be entitled to exercise 

their right to practice Law. 

 

N. For that, the impugned Rules are further violative of Article 14 of 

the Constitution of India as the same are based on un-intelligible 

and un-reasonable differentia by only imposing the requirement of 

passing examination upon prospective Law students and not 

requiring the Advocates who are already enrolled and enjoying 

unfettered right to practice. Such a classification made by the 

impugned Rules is absolutely unreasonable. 

 

O. For that, the impugned Rules are further violative of Article 

19(1)(g) of the Constitution of India which provides that all citizen 

shall have the right to practice any profession or to carry on any 

occupation, trade or business. The impugned Rules curtails the 

rights of an Advocate to practice profession of Law though he is a 

Law graduate and has got himself enrolled as an Advocate in the 

State Roll of the concerned Bar Council. The impugned Rules 

cannot be termed as reasonable restriction on the exercise of the 

right conferred upon an Advocate to practice profession of Law by 

Article 19(1)(g) of the Constitution. 

 

7. RELIEF PRAYED FOR  : 

In view of the facts and circumstances mentioned above, the 

Petitioner prays for the following relief:- 
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i. Rules 9,10 and 11 inserted by a Notification 

dated 12.6.2010 contained in Annexure P/3, in 

Part VI Chapter III of the Bar Council of India 

Rules – Conditions for Right to Practice be 

declared as ultra-vires to Section 16 of the 

Advocates Act, 1961. 

 

ii. Rules 9,10 and 11 inserted by a Notification 

dated 12.6.2010 contained in Annexure P/3, in 

Part VI Chapter III of the Bar Council of India 

Rules – Conditions for Right to Practice be 

declared as ultra-vires to Section 24 of the 

Advocates Act, 1961. 

 

iii.  Rules 9,10 and 11 inserted by a Notification 

dated 12.6.2010 contained in Annexure P/3, in 

Part VI Chapter III of the Bar Council of India 

Rules – Conditions for Right to Practice be 

declared as ultra-vires to Section 30 of the 

Advocates Act, 1961. 

 

iv. The impugned Rules are also liable to be struck 

down being ultra-vires of Articles 14 and 

19(1)(g) of the Constitution of India  

 

v. The Petitioner be granted such other relief to 

which he may be found entitled to under the 

facts and circumstances of the case. 

 

vi. Cost of the petition. 
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8. INTERIM RELIEF/WRIT, IF PRAYED FOR  : 

In view of the facts and circumstances mentioned above, the 

Petitioner prays for the following Interim Reliefs:- 

 

i. Till the pendency of the aforesaid Writ Petition, 

no effect be given to Rules 9, 10 and 11 inserted 

in Part VI of Chapter III of ‘Bar Council of 

India Rules – Conditions for Right to Practice’. 

 

ii. The second Respondent be directed not to hold 

All India Bar Examination till the disposal of 

the aforesaid Writ Petition. 

 

 
9. DOCUMENTS RELIED ON BUT NOT IN POSSESSION OF 

PETITIONER  : 

 Nil. 

 

10. CAVEAT  : 

That, no notice of lodging a caveat by the opposite party is 

received. 

 

 An Affidavit in support of this Writ Petition is filed herewith. 

 

 

Jabalpur.      (Sanjay Agrawal) 
Dated:  14.7.2010       Counsel for the Petitioner 
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