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Note:  Annexure  No.  1  and  4 referred  to  in  the

Committee's  report  contain  attachments  relating  to

various  correspondence  and  reports  which  run  into

several pages.   These attachments are not being made

part of the Annexures 1 & 4, however if anyone desires,

those  attachments  the  same  would  be  supplied  on

request.



ROHAN LAVKUMAR 
B.A., LL.M., ADVOCATE

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT

1209-1210, SATYAM 64, OPPOSITE GUJARAT HIGH COURT, SOLA, AHMEDABAD – 380 060 
TEL: +91 79 2970 1949 

E-MAIL:  rohanlavkumar@gmail.com

BY E-MAIL 

6th June 2020 

To 

Mr. Vikram Nath 

The Hon’ble Chief Justice 

High Court of Gujarat 

Subject: Response to Mr. Y.N. Oza’s letter dated 5th June 2020 

Dear Sir, 

1. I write the present letter to address an issue raised by Mr. Y.N. Oza, President of 

the Gujarat High Court Advocates’ Association in a communication addressed to 

your Lordship dated 5th June 2020 regarding ‘priority received by certain 

members of the bar and high-profile corporates’ in listing their matters urgently.

2. Though this is an issue that has been doing the rounds in GHCAA Whatsapp 

groups, certain communications must be brought to your Lordship’s notice.

3. On 4th June 2020 at 13:01, Mr. Oza addressed a text to all members of the Bar 

through the official GHCAA whatsapp Group (I am part of Group No. 8). His 

primary grievance was “Five top Industrialists have got their matters circulated 

in 48 hours time”. In the said text he named my Client AAACorp Exim India Pvt. 

Ltd. [Annexure 1]

4. Immediately, I sought to reach Mr. Oza and point out to him that this was 

factually incorrect.

5. In order to ensure that your Lordship’s have the full facts, I wish to place the 

same facts before you by the present letter.
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HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT 

 
1209-1210, SATYAM 64, OPPOSITE GUJARAT HIGH COURT, SOLA, AHMEDABAD – 380 060 

TEL: +91 79 2970 1949 
E-MAIL:  rohanlavkumar@gmail.com 

6. On 21st May 2020 at 11:29 p.m., I filed a Petition seeking urgent relief being 

AAACorp Exim India v. Union of India & Anr. [Annexure 2]. 

7. Immediately, I received an auto generated response from the Registry that my 

matter was received and will be listed if found free of office objections. 

[Annexure 3] 

8. After almost a week, my matter was not listed. I was therefore constrained to 

write to the Registry again on 27th May 2020. It is pertinent to state that as 

required, I did not send a fresh email by replied to that very email thread. It is 

also pertinent to note that I did not forward or file the attachments again. 

[Annexure 4] 

9. Once again, I immediately received an auto generated response. [Annexure 5]. 

10. On 28th May 2020 at 1:23 pm, after a week of filing my Petition, I received certain 

office objections raised by the registry. [Annexure 6] 

11. I immediately replied to the aforementioned communication on 28th May 2020 at 

02:12 pm and cleared those office objections. [Annexure 7] 

12. Ultimately, the aforementioned matter came to be listed as SCA 7153 of 2020, 

on 1st June 2020 before the Hon’ble Division Bench. This is four (4) days after I 

had cleared my office objections. A copy of the Order passed in the said matter 

is annexed at Annexure 8. 

13. These facts were all placed before Mr. Oza over a telephone call. I followed this 

up with proof, so that he may not have to take my word for it.. Those messages 

are at Annexure 9. 

14. However, yesterday on 5th June 2020, Mr. Oza held a press conference where this 

matter was mentioned. This was followed by a letter addressed to your Lordships 

which is under reply. (In his press conference, Mr. Oza is kind enough to refer to 

this phone call). For convenience I have attached Mr. Oza’s letter dated 5th June 

2020 along with its Annexure at Annexure 10. 
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B.A., LL.M., ADVOCATE

HIGH COURT OF GUJARAT
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TEL: +91 79 2970 1949 
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15. It appears that the Annexure to Mr. Oza’s letter refers to another Petition being

SCA 7205 of 2020 filed in my name. This matter was placed on board on 3rd May

2020 before the Division Bench of Hon’ble Mr. Jus. R.M. Chayya. It was pointed

out to the Hon’ble Court that the present matter was wrongly on board since no

such Petition was ever filed. I assured the court that no second petition was filed

nor was the main Petition, emailed again. The Hon’ble Court indicated that it was

possible that the matter was printed again and thus refiled in an error on the part

of the Registry. With this it was adjourned and placed on the same date as the

new matter. A copy of the Order dated 3rd June 2020 is at Annexure 11.

16. It appears from Mr. Oza’s letters that his grievance with the Registry is the date

mentioned on the case status as “presented on”. Whilst, I had presented my

Petition on 21st May, 2020, the Registry seems to have examined my file later on

the 26th or 27th of May 2020 and that is the date mentioned on the case status as

the date on which the Petition was presented on.

17. Be that as it may, after 11 days of filing an urgent matter, my matter was taken

up on board. I have not called any member of the Registry. My communications

have only been through email. To attribute any priority in such a situation would

be mis-appreciating the facts which I had placed before Mr. Oza and now before

your Lordships.

Sincerely, 

Rohan Lavkumar 

Advocate 
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06.06.2020   To,  Hon’ble Mr. Justice Vikram Nath, Chief Justice , HighCourt of Gujarat,  Ahmedabad  Re: Press Conference and Letter dated 05.06.2020 addressed by Shri Yatin Oza, President, Gujarat High Court Advocates Association   Respected Sir,   1. This refers to the press conference held by Mr. Yatin Oza, president of Gujarat High Court Advocates Association on 05.06.2020 and the letter of the same date addressed to you. Mr. Oza has made sweeping false allegations against almost everyone who would be part of justice delivery system.   2. Mr. Oza has referred to five matters as instances to justify various bald and patently false allegations made by him. We have verified the facts of three matters (in which we have appeared) of the five caseswhich show that the allegations made by Mr. Oza are factually incorrect. Each of the three instances are dealt with below:   (i) SCA 7201/2020 filed by Mr. Areez Khambhatta: The petition was filed on 22.05.2020 by Gupta Law Associates. The challenge in the said petition was to the decision of winding up taken by Franklin Templeton of its six debt mutual fund schemes as well as inaction on part of the Securities and Exchange Board of India to protect the interest of the unitholders in the said schemes. On account of the said reckless and motivated decision, life-savings of all the unit holders in the said scheme, including the petitioners, was being severely eroded on day to day basis.  It was in view of the said urgency that the circulation of the matter was permitted and despite all efforts the matter came to be moved only on the 12th day since its filing. Sir, it would be important to also note that the said facts were brought to the notice of Mr. Oza by the Advocate on record of the said case. However, Mr. Oza to singularly push forward his agenda has conveniently brushed aside the said fact by relying on the case status mentioned in the High Court website, which incorrectly notes that the petition was filed on 29th May, 2020. Mr. Oza further mischievously puts the words in the mouth of the Advocate on record to suggest that the email had gone into the spam. The Advocate on record is not aware of any such fact and the knowledge of the email having gone into the spam folder appears to be only with Mr. Oza.   
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(ii) LPA 305 of 2020 filed by Kasturi Commodities: The LPA was filed challenging CAV judgement dated 07.05.2020 passed by learned single Judge in SCA 8792 of 2011 allowing the petition filed by Bhavnagar Municipal Corporation by Ms. Megha Jani, advocate. An order of Status quo which was in operation since 2011 was not extended on 07.05.2020 when the judgement was pronounced as is recorded in the last para of the judgement. The Corporation put JCB machine on the land in question on 12.05.2020 (a fact stated in the CA for stay with photographs annexed in support). The LPA alongwith CA for stay, complete set of SCA and urgent Note was mailed to efiling.gujhc@gmail.com on 22.05.2020 at 12.30 pm. The receipt of the mail was acknowledged by the registry vide e mail on the same date. The registry raised objectionsvide e mail dated 30.05.2020. The objections were removed vide email dated 01.06.2020 attaching required documents. The appellants had in the meanwhile on 30.05.2020 received135 D notice dated 08.05.2020 (next day after the pronouncement of CAV order on 07.05.2020) regarding mutation of the record in name of the corporation. The fact that 135 D notice was issued was stated in the mail dated 01.06.2020 addressed by the advocate for the appellants while removing office objections by stating that “The City Survey Superintendent has in the meanwhile issued notice to (sic) under section 135 D to enter the name of Bhanvanag Nagarpalika (sic) on record with respect to the land in question. There is thus extreme urgency in the matter. You are requested to circulate the LPA at your earliest.”The LPA was circulated on 04.06.2020, on the 13th day after filing of LPA. The urgency in the matter was self explanatory and was sufficiently highlighted in the CA for stay as well as in the notes to registry. The circulation of the LPA has been in due course. The LPA was filed on 22.05.2020, not on 29.05.2020 as alleged by Mr. Oza.   (iii) Sun Pharmaceuticals:  The tax appeal was filed on 26th May against the order of Income Tax Appellate Tribunal by Mr Bandish Soparkar, advocate. The advocate for the appellant categorically mentioned in the covering letter by which the documents were uploaded as also in the separate “Letter of Urgency” that the appeal was required to be filed in view of section 3 and 4 of the Direct Tax Vivad se Vishwas Act, 2020 which required a person desirous of availing benefit under the Vivad se Vishwas scheme to file an appeal before the appellate authority. Explaining the circumstances in which the Tax appeal was being filed, the letter stated that “the actual hearing of the same is not urgent and may take place on a later date.”A copy of the covering letter as also the “Letter of Urgency” are attached hereto. Hence, when the matter got listed on 1st June, the advocate for the appellant requested for time of four weeks so as to be able to take benefit of the above Act. Thereupon the appeal was adjourned. Shri Oza has stated in the press conference that according to his information an adjournment was sought in the matter as the Court was not inclined to admit the appeal. This again is a false statement and can be verified form the Zoom record of the Court 
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proceedings. The appeal was not even argued, as it was not required to be, in view of the desire of the appellant to go for the settlement under the above Act. Therefore the allegations that the appeal was entertained by the Court because the appellant was a “billionaire company” or corrupt practice was adopted in getting the matter circulated, are highly irresponsible and without any regard for truth.  3. I am informed that Mr.  Rohan Lavkumar has already addressed a letter to you Sir and Mr. Shirish Sanjanwala, Senior Advocate is addressing a separate letter to you Sir.  4. The allegations made by Mr. Oza are thus absolutely false and contrary to record.  The press conference was streamed live. The letter has also gone viral on many Whatsapp message groups. The allegations and accusations on the basis of unverified, unsubstantiated and false assertions made by Mr. Oza and choice of words like “gambling den”, “forum shopping”  are contemptuous, bringing disrepute and harm to justice delivery system. He has also misused his position as the President of the Bar association, setting out on a charade of allegations without taking them to the bar association first.    5. We urge you to take suitable stern action in this regard.    Yours truly, Mihir Thakore Saurabh Soparkar 










