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LOK ADALAT - A NEED OF THE DAY

To administer justice as expeditiously as possible is the mandate of our Constitution. However, this Constitutional goal is not achieved because of accumulation of cases.  The arrears of cases pending before the Courts, right from the Lower Courts to the Apex Court, is the biggest problem.  The cases are being accumulated because of the disproportionate number of Judges vis-à-vis the cases filed. At present there are 105 judges per million people. The Law Commission has also taken note thereof and has strongly recommended that the number of Judges should be raised to 50 per million people. The other problem besetting the courts functioning is the rigidity of procedures causing delay in disposal of cases.  Though our country is developing, still there has been sizeable number of illiterate, ignorant and poor people. Besides these factors, what impairs access to justice are social and economic backwardness, psychological and cultural inhibitions. The fights in many cases, is not of equals since one of them has all the resources at his disposal to corner justice, whereas the other party has no means to enforce its constitutional and statutory rights. Apart from this what strikes the human conscience is that people feel that if they approach the court for redressal of their grievance their cases are lying sine die gathering dust for years together till they reach the stage of hearing.

To overcome the problem, to increase the strength of the Judges is not the only solution. Research in this field has found and evolved the concept of a Lok Adalat, which is not only helpful to reduce the pendency of cases, but also to develop good relations between the contesting parties. For example in some of matrimonial cases the spouses are even not ready to see the faces of each other, and in such a way the litigation goes on for years together.  In most of the relations between the parties are soured.

Experience shows that the Lok Adalat has played an important role to minimize the problems and to promote legal justice as guaranteed by our Constitution.  The Lok Adalat has got  its base in the Legal Services Authorities Act, 1987 (the Act of 1987 for brevity). Section 19 of the Act of 1987 reveals that there is a panel of Judges for a Lok Adalat and one of them is serving  or retired Judicial Officer and other persons. Composition of the Lok Adalat is sufficient to ensure the public faith on it.  Section 19 empowers the Lok Adalat to hear any pending case, excluding the one having non compoundable offence, before the Court and the one which is falling within the jurisdiction of and is not brought before the Court but after giving a reasonable opportunity if being heard to the other party.  Now question is which of the cases are to be referred to Lok Adalat. Section 20(I) of the Act of 1987 reads that the cases, parties of which agree, or one of the parties thereof makes an application to the Court, can be referred to the Lok Adalat for settlement and if such Court is prima facie satisfied that there are chances of such settlement. The Court can also refer other cases to the Lok Adalat if it is satisfied that there are chances of such settlement. That means the cases to be referred to the Lok Adalat are of three types -1) when both the parties agree; 2) One of the parties agrees; and 3) the Court finds a case appropriate.  But in cases of type second and third above, the Court has to give a reasonable opportunity of being heard to the parties. Section 20(4) reveals that every Lok Adalat while determining any reference before it has to act with atmost expedition to arrive at a compromise or settlement between the parties & is guided by the principles of justice equity, fair play and other legal principle. Section 22 of the Act of 1987 has conferred  wide powers of a Civil Court on the Lok Adalat, in the matter of summoning and examining on oath any witness, discovery and production of documents, reception of evidence  on affidavits, requisitioning of any public record or document or copy of such record or document from any Court or office etc.  What is of most importance is that  Sub Section (2) of Section 22 empowers the Lok Adalat to specify its own procedure for the determination of any dispute coming to it, of course  without  prejudice  to the generality of the powers contained in sub-section (1).

In view of Section 21 of the Act of 1987 the award passed by the Lok Adalat is deemed to be a decree of a Civil Court, or as the case may be, an order of any other Court and the Court- fees paid in such cases is liable to be refunded in the manner provided under the Court Fees Act, 1870. Every award  made becomes final and binding on all the parties to the dispute and no appeal lies to any Court against  the award.

Overall effect of the scheme of the Lok Adalt is that the parties to the disputes sit across the table and sort out their disputes by way of conciliation in presence of the Lok Adalat Judges, who would be guiding them on technical legal aspects of the controversies.  In such a process the relations between the parties to the  disputes get improved and particularly in matrimonial cases the spouses may resume happy married life.  Even the dispute resolutions in the Lok Adalat save the time and money of both the parties.  The scheme also helps the overburdened Court to alleviate the burden of arrears of cases and as the award becomes final and binding on both the parties, no appeal is filed in the Appellate Court and, as such, the burden of the Appellate  Court in hierarchy is also reduced. The scheme is not only helpful to the parties, but also to the overburdened Courts to achieve the constitutional goal of speedy disposal of the cases.  About 90% of the cases filed in the developed countries are settled mutually by conciliation, mediation etc. and, as such, only 10% of the cases are decided by the Courts there.  In our country, which is developing, has unlike the developed countries, number of Judges disproportionate to the cases filed and, hence, to alleviate the accumulation of cases, the Lok Adalat is the need of the day.

( K. D. Patil )

   Member Secretary G.S.L.S.A.

Goa State legal services authority

Who is eligible for free legal services:

(a) a member of a Scheduled Caste or Scheduled Tribe ; 

(b) a victim of trafficking in human beings or beggar as referred to in Art. 23 of the Constitution: 

(c) a woman or a child; 

(d) a person with disability as defined in Cl. (i) of Sec. 2 of the Persons with Disabilities (Equal  Opportunities, Protection of Rights and Full Participation) Act, 1995]: 

(e) a person under circumstances of undeserved want such as being a victim of a mass disaster, ethnic   violence, caste atrocity, flood, drought, earthquake or industrial disaster ; or 

{f) an Industrial workman ; or 

(g) in custody, including custody in a protective home within the meaning of Cl. (g) of Sec. 2 of the Immoral Traffic (Prevention) Act. 1956 [104 of 1956) or In a Juvenile home within the meaning of Cl. (j) of Sec. 2 of the Juvenile Justice Act, 1986 (53 of 1986) or in a psychiatric hospital or psychiatric nursing home within the meaning of Cl. (g) of Sec. 2 of the Mental Health Act. 1987 (14 of 1987) :or 

(h) in receipt of annual income less than rupees thirty six thousand only or such other higher amount as may be prescribed by the State Government if the case is before a Court other than the Supreme Court, and less than rupees fifty thousand or such other higher amount as may be prescribed by the Central Government, if the case is before the Supreme Court.] 

Whom to approach and apply for free legal services:

a) In case of matter pending before High Court, the Member Secretary, State Legal Services Authority for Goa State, New High Court Building, Lyceum Complex, Altinho, Panaji Goa.

b) In case of matter pending before District Court/District Authority, the Secretary of the respective District Legal Service Authority, North/ South Goa District, Additional Civil Judge, Senior Division ,Panaji and 1st Additional Civil Judge, Senior Division, Margao, respectively

c) In case of matter pending before any Court/Authority in a Taluka the Chairman of respective Taluka Legal Service Committees i.e. Civil Judges, Senior Division of the respective Talukas of North/South Goa District


GOOD GOVERNENCE AND ROLE OF GOA STATE LEGAL SERVICES AUTHORITY

The Legal Services Authority, have been doing yeomen services to the needy litigants.  Setting up of statutory bodies all over the country, will undoubtedly help the litigants who otherwise would have been suffering injustice but for the timely intervention shown by this concept.  If this Legal Services provided to the people at large are to turn into a phenomena which is required for a large Democracy such as India, then there are certain areas where the work of the Legal Authorities, and help to the people in general is required to be extended.  It is a known fact, that certain evil practices which tend to erode the foundation of a civilized society, are in vogue all over the country and in other parts of the world.  One of the evil practices is large scale corruption which at times is rampant be it in the public sector, private sector or in any other matters; even in the selection of cricket team  allegation of corruption or bribery.  I need not set out the various areas where such acts of corruption are being openly alleged and talked of.

The celebrated decision of the Privy Council in A.G. of Hong Kong V. Reid  has greatly widened the scope of this principle of jurisprudence in public law adjudication.  Lord Templeman observed that engaging in bribery is an evil practice which threatens the foundations of any civilized society and that any benefit obtained by a fiduciary through the breach of duty belongs in equity to the beneficiary ( the State ), is the basic norm subject to which all legal principles require to be interpreted.  The Privy Council further observed that when the bribe is accepted by a fiduciary ( public servant ) in breach of his duty then he holds that bribe in trust for the person to whom the duty was owed.  If the property representing the bribe decreases in value the fiduciary (public servant) must pay the difference between that value and the initial amount of the bribe because he should not have accepted the bribe and incurred the risk of loss.  If the property increases in value, the fiduciary is not entitled to any surplus in excess of the initial value of the bribe because he is not allowed by any means to make a profit out of a breach of a duty.

It was further held that a gift accepted by a person in fiduciary position as an incentive for breach of duty constituted a bribe and, although in law it belonged to the fiduciary, in equity he not only becomes a debtor for the amount of the bribe to the person to whom the duty was owed but he also holds the bribe and any property acquired therewith on constructive trust for that person.

In this pace-setting case the respondent, Reid who was a Crown prosecutor in Hong  Kong, took the bribe as an inducement to suppress certain criminal prosecutions and with those monies acquired properties in New Zealand in his name, in the name of wife and his solicitor.  The administration of Hong Kong claimed these properties on the ground that owners thereof are constructive trustees for the Crown.  The Privy Council upheld the claim.

The Privy Council observed that if the theory of constructive trust is not applied and properties attached when available, the danger is that properties may be sold and the proceeds whisked away to some ‘numbered bank account’

These principle of Public Law namely “public account ability” as laid down in Reid case was followed by the Supreme Court in A.G. of India V. Amritlal Prajivandas.  In this case the court was dealing with the challenge to the validity of the “ illegally acquired properties “ under clause (c.) of Section 3(1) of the Smugglers and Foreign Exchange Manipulators ( Forfeiture of Property) Act, 1976 (SEFEMA).  The Act provides for the forfeiture of property earned by smuggling or other illegal activities whether standing in the name of the offender or in the name of other parties.  The court upheld the validity of the Act.

In yet another landmark verdict; Our Supreme Court in D.D.A. v. Skipper Construction Co. not only further followed the above principle but enlarged its scope by stating that even if there was no fiduciary relationship or no holder of public office involved, yet if it is found that someone has acquired properties by defrauding the people and it is found that the persons defrauded should be restored to the position  in which they would have been but for the said fraud, the court can make necessary orders.  This is what equity means and in India the courts are not only courts of law but also courts of equity.  The Supreme Court  further held that all such properties must be immediately attached.  The burden of proof to prove that the attached properties were not acquired with the aid of monies/properties received in the course of corrupt deals shall lie on the holder of such properties.

The Court further observed that a law like the SAFEMA has become an absolute necessity, if the canker of corruption is not to prove the death-knell of this nation and suggested to the Parliament to act in this matter if they really mean business.

In this case Skipper – a private limited company – had purchased a plot of land in an auction from the Delhi Development Authority (DDA) but did not deposit the bid amount.  When the DDA proposed to cancel the allotment Skipper obtained a stay from the High Court.  Meanwhile it started selling the space in the proposed building.  Thus prospective buyers of space were cheated to the tune of about rupees 14 crore.  This was done in violation of the Supreme Court Order.

While applying and extending this celebrated “doctrine of public accountability”  the Court applied the theory of lifting the corporate veil’ in order to fix the accountability on persons who are the actual operators.  The Court observed that the concept of corporate entity was evolved to encourage and promote trade and commerce but not to commit illegality or to defraud people.  In such cases the court would look at the reality behind the corporate veil so as to do justice between the parties.  The Court further held that in order to compensate those who are defrauded or cheated the Court can pass necessary orders under Article 142 of the Constitution.  By now we all know that the absence of a statutory law or provision need not inhibit the Supreme Court while making appropriate orders under Art. 142 of the Constitution of India.

In my opinion our Supreme Court; although performed its constitutional duty yet it did not take a long stride.  It had in the cases before it the opportunity of providing to the doctrine of public accountability its due reach. The Court did not express any opinion on the question whether the misdeeds of public servants which are not only beyond their authority but done with malafide intent would bind them personally or the State/corporation will be vicariously liable.  It cannot be overemphasized that if the doctrine of accountability is to be given its full sweep the concept of State/corporation liability be shifted to officer’s liability in appropriate cases.  This will have an inhibiting effect on the temptation of the public servants to misuse power for personal gains.  

In yet another ruling of the Apex Court this doctrine of public accountability was strengthened  further in State of Bihar v. Subash Singh wherein; the Court held that the Head of Department is ultimately responsible and accountable unless there are special circumstances absolving him of the accountability.   The Supreme Court observed that no matter if there is hierarchical responsibility for decision making yet the Head of the Department/designated officer is ultimately responsible and accountable for the result of the action done or decision taken.  Despite this, if there is any special circumstances absolving him of the accountability or if someone else is responsible for the action, he needs to bring it to the notice of the court.  The controlling officer holds each of them responsible at the pain of disciplinary action.  The object thereby is to ensure compliance with the rule of law.

The court has also imposed cost personally against the erring officer after due notice and hearing for delay in the discharge of duties.  In the same manner where the public servant has caused a loss to the public exchequer the Court has allowed the government to recover such loss personally from the erring officer and even powers under the law of   contempt have been appropriately employed to do justice.

It is now established law that the writ courts while exercising Jurisdiction under Arts. 32 and 226 of the Constitution can award compensation and exemplary cost for the violation of a person’s fundamental rights and for the abuse of power by the State.  In Nilabati V. State of Orissa the court held that a claim in public law for compensation  for violation of human rights and abuse of power is an acknowledged remedy for the enforcement and protection of such rights. Thus every individual has an enforceable right to compensation when he is victim of violation of his fundamental rights and abuse of power.  In such situation, the court observed, that leaving the victim to the remedies available in civil law limits the role of constitutional courts as protectors and guarantors of fundamental rights of the citizens.  Thus courts are under an obligation to make the State or its servants accountable to the people by compensating them for the violation of the fundamental rights.  

In the case of State of Kerala v/s Thressia; Supreme Court held

For abusing the process of Court the public officer was held responsible and liable to pay costs from his own pocket.

In yet another case of  State of Maharashtra V/s P.K. Pangane; For adopting casual approach by which the land could not be purchased by the authority  and instead purchased by private builder Supreme Court held officer personally liable,
For irregularities committed in auction of land resulting in loss to public held official responsible for the loss in the matter of DDA V/s Shipper Construction Company (Supra),

For oppressive, arbitrary and unconstitutional actions of public servants, Supreme Court awarded  exemplary damages in the   matter of Common Cause,

 Similarly for abuse of power while exercising discretionary power in granting State largesse in a arbitrary, unjust, unfair and malafide manner public servant can be held personally liable; this was laid down in Shivsagar Tiwari’s Case;

Abuse of power for extraneous reasons in acceptance of tender, Supreme Court held all public officers concerned including Ministers shall be liable to punishment in Dutta Associates, 

In the matter of H. R. Ramchandriah, Supreme Court held that  granting illegal promotion with retrospective effect which resulted in frittering away huge public funds , directed that erring officers shall be personally liable,

For misuse of public power not only the Minister but also the official working under him will be personally liable.  Thus departmental head is vicariously responsible for the actions of his subordinate, although in actual fact he is not responsible for their use of power which he must, of necessity, delegate to them ( Please see Section Jaipur Development Authority Case and State of Punjab V/s G.S.Gill )

The Apex Court in another pace-setting judgment held that Members of Parliament and Members of Legislative Assemblies are public servants under the Prevention of Corruption Act.  The Court held that there is no doubt that these persons hold an office and are authorized to carry out public duty.  The Court clarified that these constitutional functionaries  cannot claim exemption from prosecution under Art. 105(2) of the Constitution regarding the protection of privileges as M.Ps and M.L.As for any offence committed outside Parliament/Legislature.  The court held that Art. 105(2) could not be interpreted as a charter of freedom of speech and also freedom for corruption.  The object of Art. 105(2) is to ensure independence to legislators in parliamentary democracy but it cannot put a member above law.  This immunity cannot cover corruption and bribery.  Though there is no authority prescribed under the prevention of Corruption Act 1988, the court observed, yet prosecution can be launched with the permission of the Speaker of the Lok Sabha or the Chairman of the Rajya Sabha, as the case may be. 

It would be very much imperative to refer to the classic observations of the Supreme Court in the DDA’s Case;  which require serious consideration by every right  thinking Indian.  “ some persons in the upper strata ( which means the rich and the influential class of society”) have made the ‘property career’ the sole aim of their life.  The means have become irrelevant – in a land where its greatest son born in this country said ‘means are more important than the ends’.  A sense of bravado prevails; everything can be managed; every authority and every institution can be managed.  All it takes is to ‘tackle’ or ‘manage’ it in an appropriate manner.  They have developed an utter disregard for law –nay, a contempt for it; the feeling that the law is meant for lessor mortals and not for them.  The courts in this country have been trying to combat this trend, with some success as the recent events show.  But how many matters we can handle?  How many of such matters are still there? The real question is how to swing the polity into action, a polity which has become indolent and soft in its vitals? Can the courts alone do it? Even so, to what extent, in the prevailing state of affairs? Not that we wish to launch upon a diatribe against anyone in particular but judges of this Court are also permitted, we presume to ask in anguish, ‘what have we made ofour country in less than fifty years?”  Where has the respect and regard for law gone? And who is responsible for it?

The Apex Court in Superintending Engineer, Public Health, U.t. Chandigarh V. Kuldeep Singh  observed:

“ Every public servant is a trustee of the society and in all facets of public administration, every public servant has to exhibit honesty, integrity, sincerity and faithfulness in the implementation  of the political, social, economic and constitutional policies to integrate the nation, to achieve excellence and efficiency in public administration.  A public servant entrusted with duty and power to implement constitutional policy …… should exhibit transparency in implementation and should be accountable for due effectuation of constitutional goals.”

In yet another case of State of Punjab v. G.S.Gill the Supreme Court  observed :

   “ Many of the functions which the modern state undertakes are designed to make opportunities more nearly equal for everybody and to protect weaker individuals for the rapacity of the strong.  In these days of fallen rectitude and honesty in the performance of public duty the bureaucracy is too willing to sabotage public policy  and constitutional philosophy.  Judiciary/Tribunal should be astute in the declaration of law or in its solemn power of judicial review or dispensation of justice to issue directions or mandamus against the law , constitutional comments or public policy.”

In Vineet Narain v. Union of India, the Apex Court was pained to observe that when it comes to corruption, as it exists at different levels, proves to be both powerful and stubborn to stall any real or superficial moves in that direction.   Judicial response has been slow and varied but that is the only response available at the moment.  There is no premium on honesty.  Every thing is a matter of manipulation. 

In  P.V.Narsimha Rao V. State ( popularly known as Jharkhand Mukti Morcha briberty case ). On July 28, 1993 Government faced a no confidence motion which was defeated by 265 to 251.  Thereafter, a First Information Report (FIR) was filed with the Central Bureau of Investigation (CBI) alleging conspiracy of taking and receiving bribe by the Members of JMM and others for voting against the motion.  It was for quashing the FIR that a petition was filed with the Delhi High Court which was dismissed. The matter when carried to the Supreme Court  was heard by the Constitution Bench.  The Constitution Bench with a majority of 3 to 2 held that Art. 105 of the Constitution confers immunity on the members of Parliament for freedom of speech and the right to give vote in the Parliament.

Therefore, those MPs who received bribes and voted in the Parliament cannot be prosecuted.  However, those MPs who gave bribes or did not vote can be subjected to criminal proceedings.  The Court further held that a member of Parliament is a public servant and therefore, can be proceeded against under the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1988 and the Indian Penal Code.  This decision of the Court generated a lot of controversy.  It was argued that Art. 105 of the Constitution does not protect corruption.  The purpose of immunity is to preserve legislative independence, but taking bribe is no part of any legislative process. 

Another classical case decided by the Supreme Court on public accountability was Common Cause V. Union of India.  This case was the result of a Public interest Litigation petition which brought to the notice of the Court arbitrary allotment of petrol outlets by the concerned Minister.  The Court cancelled all allotments and also imposed exemplary damages of rupees fifty lakhs for misfeasance of a public servant.  In a review petition, reversing its decision, the Court held that imposing of exemplary damages is a concept of tort where it can be awarded for misfeasance if the plaintiff has suffered due to any administrative arbitrary action, and because in a PIL petition, as there is no plaintiff whose interest is adversely affected, no damages can be awarded.  The Court further observed that merely because a person is elected and inducted as a minister in the Government he cannot be said to be holding a trust on behalf of the people and hence, cannot be said to have committed the criminal breach of trust.  The Supreme Court explained that the idea that a person on being elected by the people and on becoming a Minister holds a sacred trust on behalf of the people is a philosophical concept and reflects the image of virtue in its highest conceivable perfection, hence, this philosophy cannot be employed for the determination of the offence of criminal breach of trust.  The Court cautioned that if the Ministers of the government work under threat of being proceeded in a Court of law or work under constant fear of exemplary damages being awarded against them, they will develop a defensive attitude which will not be in the interest of the administration.  

It is high time therefore that a large number of people who are exploited either by circumstances in which they live in or kind of poverty or on account of  lack of education, or on account of a evil system which is practiced by certain elements, the Legal Services Authority has a duty to if not put a full stop to all these acts; at least to induce efforts in this direction  to be made by and everyone of us in doing whatever we could to salvage the situation.  We cannot forget that the aim  of Law is to deliver justice as the law is means to an end and the justice is that end. 


  By Atmaram N. S. Nadkarni



       Advocate General

Events

We Commit activity  Calendar for the year 2004-2005

NORTH GOA DISTRICT

TIME BOUND PROGRAMME FOR HOLDING LOK ADALATS FOR THE YEAR 2004-2005

DISTRICT AND SESSIONS COURT               TISWADI TALUKA (PANAJI)

1. 24.07.2004  
 - 4th  Saturday      

10.07.2004          - 2nd Saturday

2. 25.09.2004   
 -4th  Saturday
     

12.09.2004          - Sunday   

3. 23.10.2004   
- 4th  Saturday
     

12.12.2004          - Sunday

4. 11.12.2004    
- 2nd Saturday      


12.02.2005          - 2nd Saturday

5. 08.01.2005    
- 2nd Saturday      


13.03.2005          - Sunday

6. 26.02.2005    
- 4th Saturday                            

BARDEZ TALUKA (MAPUSA)                           BICHOLIM TALUKA

1. 11.07.2004    
-Sunday          


24.07.2004          -4th Saturday

2. 11.09.2004     
-2nd Saturday  


12.09.2004          -Sunday

3. 07.11.2004     
-Sunday
 


11.12.2004          -2nd Saturday

4. 11.12.2004     
-2nd Saturday
 

13.02.2005          -Sunday

5. 13.02.2005    
-Sunday
 


12.03.2005          -2nd Saturday

PONDA TALUKA                                              PERNEM TALUKA

1.10.07.2004      
 -2nd Saturday    


10.10.2004          -Sunday

2.11.09.2004      
 -2nd Saturday    


12.02.2005          -2nd Saturday

3.12.12.2004      
 -Sunday



4.08.01.2005      
 -2nd Saturday

5.13.032005       
 -Sunday                               

SATTARI TALUKA

1. 10.10.2004            -Sunday

2. 12.02.2005            - 2nd Saturday    

LEGAL EDUCTION SEMINARS/LEGAL LITERACY CAMPS AT TALUKA PLACES IN NORTH GOA DISTRICT DURING THE YEAR 2004-2005

1. BICHOLIM TALUKA   


17.04.2004 
3rd Saturday

2. TISWADI TALUKA      


15.05.2004       
-DO-

3. BARDEZ TALUKA       


19.06.2004       
-DO-

4. PONDA TALUKA        



17.07.2004        
-DO-

5. PERNEM  TALUKA      


21.08.2004        
-DO-

6. SATTARI TALUKA       


04.09.2004  
1st Saturday  

7. BICHOLIM TALUKA    


16.10.2004   
3rd Saturday

8. TISWADI  TALUKA     


20.11.2004    
3rd Saturday

9. BARDEZ   TALUKA     


18.12.2004    
3rd Saturday

10. PONDA TALUKA         


15.01.2005  
3rd Saturday

11. PERNEM TALUKA       


19.02.2005   
3rd Saturday

12. SATTARI TALUKA       


19.03.2005   
3rd Saturday

WORKSHOPS TO BE HELD IN NORTH GOA DISTRICT DURING THE YEAR 2004 – 2005

1. 28.08.2004      

 4th Saturday

2. 27.11.2004       

4th Saturday

3. 22.01.2005      

 4th Saturday

4. 26.03.2005      

 4th Saturday

TIME BOUND PROGRAMMED FOR HOLDING JUDICIAL WORKSHOPS

FOR THE YEAR 2004-2005

1.     26th June, 2004





4th Saturday

2.     28th August, 2004





4th Saturday

3.     9th October, 2004





2nd Saturday

4.     12th February, 2005                             



2nd Saturday

TIME BOUND PROGRAMMED FOR HOLDING LEGAL LITERACY CAMP IN THE SOUTH GOA DISTRICT FOR THE YEAR 2004.

1.  
31.01.2004



Saturday



Canacona

2.
21.02.2004



Saturday



Quepem

3.
20.03.2004



Saturday                            

Salcete

4.
17.04.2004



Saturday



Sanguem

5.
29.05.2004



Saturday



Mormugao

6.
19.06.2004



Saturday



Canacona

7.
31.07.2004



Saturday



Quepem

8.
21.08.2004



Saturday      


Salcete

9.
04.09.2004



Saturday  


Sanguem

10.
30.10.2004



Saturday



Mormugao

11.
20.11.2004



Saturday



Canacona

12.
18.12.2004



Saturday



Quepem

SOUTH GOA DISTRICT

TIME BOUND PROGRAMMED FOR HOLDING LOK ADALAT FOR THE YEAR 2004 – 2005

DISTRICT AND SESSIONS COURT

1.        
24th July, 2004





4th Saturday

2. 
11th September, 2004




2nd Saturday

3.
23rd October, 2004




4th Saturday

4.
27th November, 2004




4th Saturday

5.
22nd January, 2005




4th Saturday

6.
26th February, 2005




4th Saturday

MARGAO COURT

1.
12th June, 2004





2nd Saturday

2.
10th July, 2004





2nd Saturday

3.
11th September, 2004




2nd Saturday

4.
11th December, 2004




2nd Saturday

5.
8th January, 2005





2nd Saturday

6.
12th March, 2005





2nd Saturday

VASCO DA GAMA, COURT

1.
12th June, 2004





2nd Saturday

2.
14th August, 2004





2nd Saturday

3.
27th November, 2004




4th Saturday

QUEPEM COURT

1.
10th July, 2004





2nd Saturday

2.
8th January, 2005





2nd Saturday

SANGUEM COURT

1.
14th August, 2004





2nd Saturday

2. 
27th November, 2004




4th Saturday

CANACONA COURT

1.
24th July, 2004





4th Saturday

2.
11th December, 2004




2nd Saturday

EVENTS LITERACY CAMPS

1. Legal Literacy Camp was held at  Village Panchayat Hall, Sodiem, Siolim in Bardez Taluka  on 20th December,2003 .  Advocate  T.V. Naik spoke on  subject  “MOTOR ACCIDENT  CLAIMS.  Advocate T.A. Sawant  spoke on  LAW RELATING TO ARREST AND BAIL.

2. Also Legal Literacy Camp was held at Village Panchayat Hall “Boma Adcona , Ponda-Goa  on 17th January,2004 .  Advocate Miss Pooja Gaonkar  spoke on subject  “Divorce Under Family Laws as Applicable  to Goa” and  Advocate   Shri Vishna Gaunkar spoke on subject “Motor Accident Claims”.

3. Pernem Taluka Legal Committee also conducted Literacy Camp  at Mauli Temple Hall, Ugvem, Pernem on 21st February,2004 .  Smt. Seema Rama Khadpe, Sapanch of the V.P. Gave the Welcome Speech.  Advocate  Shri B.D. Divekar,  Chairman  Taluka Legal Services Committee spoke  about the purpose of holding Legal Literacy Camp. Advocate Shri Hanumant G. Gawandi spoke on the Subject “Right of Maintenance under Section 125 of Cr.P.C. And Family Laws applicable in Goa.”

Lok Adalats

The Lok Adalats are regularly organised in Goa in Goa.  The following table would present picture at glance of this activity from 01st December 2003 to 31st March, 2004.

Courts
No. of cases Taken including MACT
No. of Cases disposed including MACT
Aggregate Compensation paid in MACT cases
Remarks

High Court
115
14
                1400000/-


District & Sessions Court  (North)





District & Sessions Court (South)








--: Congratulation  :--





The Hon’ble Shri Justice P.V. Hardas, Executive Chairman Supervising Lok Adalat proceeding held on 31st Jan 2004(panel-II) L.toR. Sr. Adv. C. Pereira and Advocate Smt. Norma Alvares 





Lok Adalat in session at High Court of Bombay at Goa on 31st Jan 2004 


(panel I)





Lok Adalat in session at High Court of Bombay at Goa on 31st Jan 2004 


(panel II)





The Hon’ble Shri Justice P.V.Hardas, Executive Chairman Supervising Lok Adalat proceeding held on 31st Jan 2004(panel-I) L. toR. Sr. Adv. S.Dessai, Hon’ble Justice Shri Dr. E.S. da Silva and Adv. Sandesh Padiyar





Shri N.A. Britto, Ex-Officio Member South Goa DLSA 





The Honourable Shri Justice P.V. Hardas  Executive Chairman
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Patron-in-Chief Hon’ble Shri Justice C.K. Thakker.  The Chief Justice of the High Court of Judicature at Bombay





The Hon’ble Shri Justice P.V. Hardas, Executive Chairman Supervising Lok Adalat proceeding held on 17th April, 2004 (Panel-I)  Advocate Mrs. A. A. Agni and Advocate Shri M. S. Sonak.
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Lok Adalat in session at High Court of Bombay at Goa on 17th April, 2004 


(Panel II) Senior Advocate Shri S. D. Lotlikar and Advocate Mrs. Norma Alvares with Advocate Shri








Lok Adalat on 17th April, 2004 in Session Advocate General of Goa Shri A.N.S.Nadkarni with Legal Advisor for State of Goa Shri V.P.Shetye discussing the matter





Lok Adalat on 17th April, 2004 (Panel II) presided over by Senior Advocate Shri S. D. Lotlikar and Advocate Shri Norma Alvares
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