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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA AT CUTTACK
W.A. No. 2170 of 2023

Hazi Md. Ayub Khan and others Appellants
' Mr. P.K. Nayak, Advocate
-versus-

Collector, Bolangir and others Respondents
Ms. A. Dash, Addl. Standing Counsel

CORAM:
HON’BLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE
HON’BLE MISS JUSTICE SAVITRI RATHO

ORDER
Order No. 03.12.2024
01. This matter is taken up through Hybrid mode.

2. Mr. PK. Nayak, learned counsel appearing on behalf of the
appellants undertakes to remove the defects as pointed out by the

S.R. before the next date.

3. List this matter on 10.12.2024.
(¢ Chakradha%aran Singh)
Chief Justice

(Savitri Ratho)
Judge

SK Jena/Secy.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK.

W.A. NO. &P%OF 2023

CODENO: 2964060

Hazi Md. Ayub Khan

&others.......... oo, Appellants.
-versus-
Collector and others .................... Opp. Parties.
INDEX
S1.No. Description of documents Pages
01. Synopsis A-B
02. Date Chart a-c
03. Writ Appeal 01to 16
04, Annexure-1. 17-42
Copy of the Writ Petition
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Copy of the Judgment 43-47
- 06. Annexure-3 series
Copy of Medical Papers 48-92

07. Vakalatnama

Cuttack Advocate R cwod)

Date:28.08.2023 for the Appellants
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK.

w.ANO. UFD oF 2023

Hazi Md. Ayub Khan

& Others......coe vevviiieiiiiiiiin Appellants.
-versus-

Collector and others .................... Opp. Parties.

SYNOPSIS

The appellants being plaintiffs have filed Civil Suit
No. 67 of 2006 before the learned Civil Judge (Senior
Division), Titilagarh for recovery of a sum of
Rs.18,76,783.50p. from the defendants (O.P. Nos. 2 to
4) D.Y .Patel educational Society, 2126E, Tarabal Park,
Kolhar, Maharastra-426003 represented by its
president Sanjay D. Patel and two others. During filing
of the plaint in the suit, plaintiff had paid a court fee of
Rs.60,874.00. That after admission of the suit, notice
were sent to the defendants. That on 25.02.2009 the
plaintiffs/appellants filed a petition stating therein that
the plaintiffs and the defendants have taken steps to
compromise the matter and accordingly wanted for
disposal of the suit. In the said petition, it was further
prayed that the suit be referred to Hon’ble Lok Adalat
for disposal. That on 30.03.2009 the plaintiffs have
filed another petition stating that plaintiff and

defendants have compounded the matter amongst



themselves and plaintiffs have received agreed amount
in full and financial of the claim amount and prayed to
dispose of the suit and pass judgment for refund of
court fee on a combined reading of section 89 C.P.C
and section 16 of the Court Fees Act. That on
15.04.2009, the learned Civil Judge has disposed of the
suit with a direction to issue a certificate authorizing
the plaintiff to receive back the full amount of court
fees paid in respect of the plaint filed in the suit from
the Collector, Bolangir. The certified copy of the
judgment dated 15.04.2009 passed in C.S. No. 67 of
2006 by the learned Civil Judge (S.D),Titlagarh. That
on 06.03.2010, the Collector of Bolangir filed the WPC
NO.4667 of 2010 , challenging the judgment dated
15.04.2009 passed by the learned Civil Judge in C.S.
No. 67 of 2006. On 14.12.2022 the Writ Petition was
disposed of by setting aside the order dated 15.04.2009
passed by the learned Civil Judge(SD), Titilagarh in
C.S. No. 67 of 2006. Which is against the Judgment of
the Hon’ble Apex Court reported in (2021) 3 SCC 560.

Cuttack Advocate Rg wa)

Date: 28.08.2023 For the Petitioner
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA: CUTTACK.

WA NO. 2T oF 2023

Hazi Md. Ayub Khan

& OtherS..ccovvves ceveiiiiiiien, Appellants.
-versus-

Collector and others ....... ............. Opp. Parties.

DATE CHART
19.06.2006: The appellants being plaintiffs have filed

Civil Suit No. 67 of 2006 before the learned
Civil Judge (Senior Division), Titilagarh for
recovery of a sum of Rs.18,76,783.50p.
from the defendants (O.P. Nos. 2 to 4)
D.Y.Patel educational Society, 2126E,
Tarabal Park, Kolhar, Maharastra-426003
represented by its president Sanjay D. Patel
and two others. During filing of the plaint
in the suit, plaintiff had paid a court fee of
Rs.60,874.00.

That after admission of the suit, notice were

sent to the defendants.



25.02.2009:

30.03.2009:

15.04.2009:

The plaintiffs/appellants filed a petition
stating therein that the plaintiffs and the
defendants have taken steps to
compromise the matter and accordingly
wanted for disposal of the suit. In the said
petition, it was further prayed that the suit
be referred to Hon’ble Lok Adalat for
disposal.

The plaintiffs have filed another petition
stating that plaintiff and defendants have
compounded the matter amongst
themselves and plaintiffs have received
agreed amount in full  and financial of
the claim amount and prayed to dispose of
the suit and pass judgment for refund of
court fee on a combined reading of section
89 C.P.C and section 16 of the Court Fees
Act.

The learned Civil Judge has disposed of
the suit with a direction to issue a

certificate authorizing the plaintiff to



receive back the full amount of court fees
paid in respect of the plaint filed in the suit
from the Collector, Bolangir. The certified
copy of the judgment dated 15.04.2009
passed in C.S. No. 67 of 2006 by the
learned Civil Judge (S.D),Titlagarh.

06.03.2010: The Collector of Bolangir filed the WPC
NO.4667 of 2010 , challenging the
order dated 15.04.2009 passed by the
learned Civil Judge in C.S. No. 67 of
2006.

14.12.2022: The Writ Petition was disposed of by
setting aside the order dated 15.04.2009
passed by the learned Civil Judge(SD),
Titilagarh in C.S. No. 67 of 2006.
Which is against the Judgment of the
Hon’ble Apex Court reported in (2021)
3 SCC 560.

Cuttack Advocate R&v\)a}u‘q

Date: 28.08.2023 For the Appellants



W.A. &FF@ OF 2023

( Arising out of W.P.(C) No. 4667 of 2010
disposed of on 14.12.2022)
CODE NO: ggoeyoo

In the matter of :
An application under Clause-10 of
the Letters Patent constituting the

High Court of Judicature at Patna

. 20
Presented Onlg]g/} read with Article 4 of the Orissa
Re gi%al) High Court Judgment — 1948;
And

In the matter of :

Relating to  challenging the
judgment dated 14.12.2022, passed
in W.P.(c) No. 4667/2010, by the
Hon’ble single Judge.
And
In the matter of :
1. Hazi Md. Ayub Khan,

O).-(\ aged about 75 years,
Q/g\‘s 0}‘&) S/O- Late Abdul Gafar Khan,
C Sivaji Nagar, Kantabanji, District-
Bolangir,

) §8LP)

Surendra Frasad Dhal
Advocate
NOTARY, CUTTACK
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2. Dr. Md. Ayaz Khan, aged about 53
years, S/O- Hazi Md. Ayub Khan,
Resident of Sivaji Nagar, kantabanji
District-Bolangir,

3. Dr. Asma Erheen Khan , aged about
43 years, wife of Dr Md. Ayaz Khan,
Resident of Sivaji Nagar, kantabanji,
District-Bolangir,

......... Appellants.
@?pm no Atoq, Movyosw/?mfu imthe

\
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1. Collector, Bolangir. 06,12 2221

2. D.Y Patil Educational Society,-

2126, E. Tarabai Park, Kolhpur,
Mabharastra- 4/6003, represented by
its President, Sanjoy D. Patil.

3. Sanjoy D. Patil, president, D.Y.Patil
Education Society, 2126 E. Tarabai
Park, Kolhpur, Maharastra- 4/6003

4. Padmashree Dr. D.Y .patil,

Founder , D.Y.Patii Educational
Society, 2126 E. Tarabai Park,
Kolhpur,Maharastra-4/6003.  (The
Respondent No. 2 to 4 were the opp.
Parties in Writ petition & Defendants

in Suit)......ooveiee et Respondents

Surendra Frasad Dhai

Advocat;
NOTARY, CUT’I‘ACK;:



The matter out of which the writ appeal
arises was before this Hon’ble Court in
W.P.(C) No.4667 of 2010 which was
disposed of on 14.12.2022.
To
The Hon’ble Chief Justice of Orissa High
Court and His Lordships companion Justices of the
said Hon’ble Court.
The humble petition of the

above named Appellants.

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the appellants herewith challenge the
judgment dated 14.12.2022 passed by the Hon’ble
Single Judge without hearing the case of the appellant.
The said judgment has been passed by the Hon’ble
Single Judge, which is against the judgment of the
Hon’ble Apex Court passed in case of “The High
Court of Judicature at Madras Rep. by its Registrar
General — Versus- M.C. Subramaniam & ors” reported

in (2021) 3 SCC 560. Hence the judgment dated

Surendra Prasad Dhed

Advocate
NOTA RY, CUTTAC V&



14.12.2022 is liable to be set aside and the judgment
dated 15.04.2009 passed by the learned Civil Judge(
SD), Titilagarh may be confirmed in favour of the
appellant.

2. That the appellants are citizens of India and
reside within the territorial jurisdiction of this Hon’ble
Court and the cause of action arises within the said
territorial jurisdiction.

3. That the brief fact of the case is like that the
appellants being plaintiffs have filed Civil Suit No. 67
of 2006 before the learned Civil Judge (Senior
Division), Titilagarh for recovery of a sum of
Rs.18,76,783.50p. from the defendants (O.P. Nos. 2 to
4) D.Y .Patel educational Society, 2126E, Tarabal Park,
Kolhar, Maharastra-426003 represented by its
president Sanjay D. Patel and two others. During filing
of the plaint in the suit, plaintiff had paid a court fee of
Rs.60,874.00.

4, That after admission of the suit, notice were

sent to the defendants.

Surendrg Prasad

e

o Advooay
NOTARY. CUTTACK

Q
e



5. That on 25.02.2009 the plaintiffs/appellants
filed a petition stating therein that the plaintiffs and the
defendants have taken steps to compromise the matter
and accordingly wanted for disposal of the suit. In the
said petition, it was further prayed that the suit be
referred to Hon’ble Lok Adalat for disposal.

6. That on 30.03.2009 the plaintiffs have filed
another petit;on stating that plaintiff and defendants
have compounded the matter amongst themselves and
plaintiffs have received agreed amount in full and

financial of the claim amount and prayed to dispos¢ of
the suit and pass judgment for refund of court fee on a
combined reading of section 89 C.P.C and section 16
of the Court Fees Act.

7. That on 15.04.2009, the learned Civil Judge
has disposed of the suit with a direction to issue a
certificate authorizing the plaintiff to receive back the
full amount of court fees paid in respect of the plaint
filed in the suit from the Collector, Bolangir. The

certified copy of the judgment dated 15.04.2009 passed

Surendra Frasud Dhai

Advocate
NOTARY, CUTTACK

2184
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(S.D),Titlagarh.

8. That on 06.03.2010, the C;)Hector of Bolangir
filed the WPC NO.4667 of 2010 , challenging the
judgment dated 15.04.2009 passed by the learned Civil
Judge in C.S. No. 67 of 2006. On 14.12.2022 the Writ
Petition was disposed of. Due to illness of the
petitioner no.l, collection of information and the
documents for filling of the appeal, the delay caused
for filing this appeal. Hence this delay 1is not
intentional. The appellants humbly pray for
condonation of the delay of days in the interest of
justice. The copy of the Writ Petition is annexed

herewith as ANNEXURE-1 . The copy of the

Judgment is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE-2 .The

copy of the Medical Papers are annexed herewith as

ANNEXURE-3 series.

9. That on 14.12.2022 the Hon’ble single judge
was pleased to dispose of the writ petition and pass the
judgment that “Looking to the pleadings and the prayer

involved in Annexure-4, reading together with the

G ok

Surendrq Prasad Dhaj

Advo
NOTARY,'CUTTA

cate
CK



provision contained in Section 89 of the C.P.C., this
Court finds, the claim for disposal of the suit
completely remaining outside thé Court and in no
circumstance comes under the disposal scope of
Section 89 of the C.P.C. It is here taking into account
the provision at Section 16 of the Court Fee Act and
reading through the provision taken note hereinabove,
this Court finds, this is a mechanism of providing
refund of Court Fee only in the case, there is reference
of a suit to be disposed of in one of the modes of
settlement of dispute referred to in Section 89 of the
C.P.C. For the nature of disposal/settlement of the
dispute claimed by the Plaintiff as recorded also by the
trial court, for the opinion of this Court the disposal of
the suit does not attracf any of the provisions under
Section 89 of the C.P.C. It is in the circumstance, there
is no question of application of the provision of Section
16 of the Court Fees Act, 1870 to the case at hand This
Court finds, the impugned judgment herein against the

provision of law. As an outcome, this Court interferes

Surendra Prasad Dhde

Advocats
NOTARY, C UTTACK



in the impugned judgment, vide Annexure-5 and sets

aside the same.”
Being aggrie\}ed by the judgment
dated 14.12.2022 passed by the
Hon’ble Single Judge in W.P.(c)
No. 4667/2010, the appellants
above named beg to prefer this Writ
Appeal on the following amongst
other:

GROUNDS

A) For that the judgment dated 14.12.2022 passed by
the Hon’ble Single Judge in W.P.(c) No. 4667/2010
is erroneous, contrary to law as well as facts, hence
the same is liable to be set aside.
B) For that the findings of the Hon’ble Single Judge
are also erroneous and contrary to the settled laws.
0)3(\ The Hon’ble Single Judge has given findings that
> “the claim for disposal of the suit completely
remaining outside the Court and in no circumstance

comes under the disposal scope of Section 89 of the

Oy 5E

Surendru Prasad Dhal

Advocate
NOTARY, CUTTACK
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C.P.C”. The Hon’ble single Judge has given the
findings without considering the case of the
appellant and without considering the judgment of
the Hon’ble Apex Court passed in case of “The
High Court of Judicature at Madras Rep. by its
Registrar General — Versus- M.C. Subramaniam &
ors” reported in (2021) 3 SCC 560. Hence the
judgment dated 14.12.2022 passed by the Hon’ble
single Judge is liable to be set aside.

For that, the Hon’ble single Judge has
mentioned in the judgment dated 14.12.2022, that

“This Court finds, there remains no doubt that the

Plaintiff and the Defendant have compounded the |

matter amongst themselves without aid of the Court
and however there involves a request to the trial
court for passing an order for refund of the Court
Fee in terms of Section 89 of C.P.C. and Section 16
of the Court Fee Act. Considering application of
the provision at Section 89 of C.P.C. and Section
16 of the Court Fee Act by the Plaintiff and the

Trial Court also, the Plaintiff in filing the

e

Surendra Prasad Dhqj

Advocaie

NOTARY, CUTTACK
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applicati:‘g)n and the trial court in passing the
impugned judgment.”

The settlement out of court is permissible.
But the Hon’ble single judge without considering
such aspéct of the matter passed the impugned
judgment by setting aside the order of the learned
Civil Jucllge (S.D), who has directed to issue a
certiﬁcatei;l authorizing the plaintiff to receive back

the full a}inount of the court fees paid in respect of
the plaint filed in the suit from the collector,
Bolangir.  Hence the judgment dated 14.12.2022
passed by the Hon’ble single Judge is liable to be
set aside.

D) For that the Hon’ble single Judge failed to
consider the fact and law that the private settlement
out of court should be permitted. But the Hon’ble
single judge did not consider the above aspect of

® 0)&\&> the matter and passed the impugned judgment by
Qﬂ) &/0) giving erroneous finding.

E.) For that the Hon’ble Apex Court has hold that

“17. Settlement of dispute only through any of the

Surendra PrasaW

Advocate
NOTARY, CUTTACK
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mode prescribed under section 89 of C.P.C is not sine
qua non of section 89 C.P.C. rather it prescribes few
methods through which settlement can be reached, sine
qua non for applicability of section 89 is settlement
between the parties outside the court without the
intervention of the courts.

18. It is also not the requirement of the section that
court must always refer the parties to Dispute
Resolution Forum. If parties have arrived at out of
court settlement it should be welcomed subject to
principles of equity.

19. Court Fees Act is a taxing statute and has to be
construed strictly and benefit of any ambiguity if any
has to go in favour of the party and not to the state.”
(emphasis supplied). The view taken in both
Kamalamma (supra) and J.K. Forgings (supra) has
been subsequently relied upon by the Delhi High Court
in Inderjeet Kaur Raina v. Harvinder Kaur Anand,
2018 SCC OnLine Del 6557. |

We find ourselves in agreement with the approach
taken by the High Courts in the decisions stated supra.
The purpose of Section 69—A is to reward parties who
have chosen to withdraw their litigations in favour of
more conciliatory dispute settlement mechanisms, thus
saving the time and resources of the Court, by enabling
them to claim refund of the court fees deposited by
them. Such refund of court fee, though it may not be
connected to the substance of the dispute between the
parties, is certainly an ancillary economic incentive for
pushing them towards exploring alternative methods of
dispute settlement. As the Karnataka High Court has
rightly observed in Kamalamma (supra), parties who
have agreed to settle their disputes without requiring
judicial intervention under Section 89, CPC are even
more deserving of this benefit. This is because by
choosing to resolve their claims themselves, they have
saved the State of the logistical hassle of arranging for

‘a third—party institution to settle the dispute. Though

arbitration and mediation are certainly salutary dispute

Surendrg Prasa

Advocate

NOTARY, CUTTACK
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resolution mechanisms, we also find that the
importance of private amicable negotiation between the
parties cannot be understated. In our view, there is no
justifiable reason why Section 69—A should only
incentivize the methods of out—of- court settlement
stated in Section 89, CPC and afford step— brotherly
treatment to other methods availed of by the parties.
Admittedly, there may be situations wherein the parties
have after the course of a long—drawn trial, or multiple
frivolous litigations, approached the Court seeking
refund of court fees in the guise of

having settled their disputes. In such cases, the Court
may, having regard to the previous conduct of the
parties and the principles of equity, refuse to grant
relief under the relevant rules pertaining to

court fees. However, we do not find the present case as
being of such nature.

20. Thus, even though a strict construction of the terms
of Section 89, CPC and 69—A of the 1955 Act may not
encompass such private negotiations and settlements
between the parties, we emphasize that the participants
in such settlements will be entitled to the same benefits
as those who have been referred to explore alternate
dispute settlement methods under Section 89, CPC.
Indeed, we find it puzzling that the Petitioner should be
so vehemently opposed to granting such benefit.
Though the registry/State Government will be losing a
one—time court fee in the short term, they will be saved
the expense and opportunity cost of managing an
endless cycle of litigation in the long term. It is
therefore in their own interest to allow the Respondent
No. 1’s claim.

21. Thus, in our view, the High Court was correct in
holding that Section 89 of the CPC and Section 69—A
of the 1955 Act be interpreted liberally. In view of this
broad purposive construction, we affirm the High
Court’s conclusion, and hold that Section 89 of CPC
shall cover, and the benefit of Section 69—A of the
1955 Act shall also extend to, all methods of out of

Surendrua Prasad Dhey

‘ Advocaie
NOTARY. CUTTACK

R
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subsequently finds to have been legally arfives e This™
would, thus, cover the present controversy, wherein a
private settlement was arrived at, and a memo to
withdraw the appeal was filed before the High Court.

In such a case as well, the appellant, i.e., Respondent
No. 1 herein would be entitled to refund of court fee.”

F.) For that, the Collector, Bolangir has no
authority or jurisdiction to challenge the judgment
of the learned Civil Judge(SD), Titilagarh. The writ
petition filed by the Collector, Bolangir is also not
maintainable against the order of the learned Civil
Judge(SD), Titilagarh. Parties have settled the
disputes between them. The same should be
wel-comed. The learned Civil Judge(SD), Titilagarh
has directed to issue a certificate authorizing the
plaintiffs / appellants to receive back the full
amount of court fees paid filed in the suit taking in
to consideration of the fact and law. The Hon’ble
single judge failed to consider above aspect of the
matter. Hence the judgment passed by the Hon’ble

single Judge is liable to be set aside.

Surendrqg Praédo%é

Advocate .
NOTARY, CU'T"I‘/f\Cl'(t
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G) For that, the present issue has been answered
by the Hon’ble Supreme Court of India in case of
“The High Court of Judicature at Madras Rep. by
its Registrar General — Versus- M.C. Subramaniam
& ors” reported in (2021) 3 SCC 560. The Hon’ble
single Judge failed to consider the same while
passed the impugned judgment. Hence the
judgment dated 14.12.2022 passed by the Hon’ble

single Judge is liable to be set aside.

H) For that the impugned judgment is otherwise
illegal and bad in law, which will be agitated at the

time of hearing of the appeal.

10. That the present appeal is being filed in good
faith and bonafide.

PRAYER

It therefore humbly prayed that the Writ Appeal
may be admitted, records may be called for and after
hearing the counsels for both sides the Writ Appeal
may be allowed thereby setting aside the judgment

dated 14.12.2022 passed by the Hon’ble Single Judge

Surendrg Prasad Dhg:

' Advo <
NOTARY, CUTTAGK.
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in W.P.(c) No. 4667 of 2010 and further be pleased to
confirm the order of the learned Civil Judge(SD),
Titilagah in favour of the appellant and further be
pleased to direct the Collector, Bolangir to refund the
court fees amount paid by the appellants .

And  pass any other  or further
direction/directions, judgment/judgments, relief/reliefs
which this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and propet.

And for this act of kindness, the petitioner shall

as in duty bound ever pray.

Cuttack By the appellants through
Date: 28.08.2023 Advocate
Certificate

_Certified that the grounds set forth above are all good

grounds for this appeal .and prepared the same and
undertake to support the same at the time of hearing
'a;nd further certified that due to non-availability of
‘catridge paper this petition has been typed in thick
white papers.

Cuttack Advocate ‘Qg W OM/)

Date:28.08.2023 Forthe Appellants

W
Surendra Prasod D w1

Advoczie
NOTAG r'v(:i OCaLy
IOTARY, CUTTAC K



I, Hazi Md. Ayub Khan, aged about 75 years, son of
Late Abdul Gaffar Khan, Village-Sivaji Nagar, PS- \'U ?

Kantabanji, Dist-Balangir, do hereby solemnly affirm

and state as follows ;

1. That I am the petitioner No.1/ Appellant
No.l in the instant case and have been
duly authorized to swear this affidavit on
behalf of other petitioners/Appellants.

2. That the facts stated above are all true to

the best of my knowledge and belief.

| v
\/;%»n%%ﬁ/”k&@g/;

Deponent

____________________ Identified by: J
[T - 1 d WMomax Delel dle
1 % T o Advoc?g?e’s clerk g
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! Certificate

Certified that due to non-availability of
catridge paper this petition has been typed in thick
white papers.

Cuttack Advocate %\ < NM)

Date: 22.08.2023 For the petitioner —

2989 ) gar oo
Surendra asad Dhaqt
< NOTARY, CUTT A TACK
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA, CUTTACK.

W. P. (C) No. HSe<T OF 2010

Collector, Bolangir. ... '
- Versus -

Hazi Md. Ayub Khan & Others. ...

INDEX

Sl.No. Descri‘ption of Documents.

Opposite parties.

Pages

1. Writ Petition.

2. Annexure-1 - '

Copy of plaint filed by the plaintiffs before the
Learned Civil Judge (S.D), Titilagarh.

3. Annexure-2

Copy of petition dated 25.02.2009 of plaintiffs.

‘ 4, Annexure-3

Certified copy of the order dated
25.02.2009 of the learned Civil Judge (5.D)
‘Titilagarh.

5. Annexure—4 . '
Copy of petition dated 30.03.2009 filed by
The plaintiffs in CS 67/2006.

6. Annexure-5 ..
Certified copy of the impugned order dated
15.04.2008 pas§ed In.CS 67/2006.

9192

0T« g

Dated.06.03.2010.

Cuttack,

}‘va

A I
AddI.Goveéﬁ ent Advocate. °
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IN THE HIGH COURT ORORISSA, CU.'_[,TACK.M _ %

( ORIGINAL JURISDICTION CASE )

W. P. © NO. HS& T oF 2010

Code No.228al100

In the matter of :
An application under Articles 226 and 227 of the

_ in Court -~
esented in Constitution of India.

=X And
In the matter of :
Collector, Balangir. Petitioner.
- Versus.-

1. Hazu Md. Ayub Khan, aged about 57 years
son of Abdul Gafar Khan,
resident of Sivaji Nagar, Kantabanji, Dist.BoIangir.

1)

. Dr. Md. Ayaz Khan, aged about 36 years,

. . son of Hazl Md. Ayub Khan, |

C}X-,"/ﬁ resident of Sivaji Nagar, Kantabanji,
Dist. Bolangir. ‘

3. Dr. Asrﬁa Frheen Khan, aged about 26 years,
wife of Dr. Md. Ayaz Khan,
resident of Sivajinagar, Kantabanji,
Dist. Bolangir. - .

(Plaintiffs in the Court below)

\‘/x 4. D. Y. Patil Educational Society,
§¢¥® , 2126, E. Tarabai Park, Kolhapur,
= ! :. K .
\& Maharastra-4/6003, represanted’by its

President, Sanjoy D. Patil.



) (Nos. 4 to 6 were Defendants 1 to 3 in the court below)

5. Sanjoy D. Patil, é
President, D.Y.Patil Education Society,
2126 E.Tarabai Park, Kolhapur, Maharastra-416003.

T T

6. Padmashree Dr. D. Y. Patil,
Founder, D.Y.Patil Educational Society,
2126 E.Tarabai Park, Kolhapur, Maharastra-416003.

Opposite parties.

The matter out of which this application arises

was never before this Hon'ble Court in any form.

To

The Hon’ble Shri I. M. Quddussi, LL.B., the Acting

Chief Justice of the Orissa g Court and His Lordship’s
Companion Justices'of the said Hon’ble Court.
The humble petition of the

 petitioners named above.
MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH
1. That the petltloner in this ert petltlon has challenged the
order dated 15.04.2009 passed by the fearned C|V|l Judge (Semor
Division), Tltllagarh in C. S. No 67 of 2006 in dlrectmg to |ssue a
certificate authorizing the plaintiff to receive back the full amount of
court _fees paid in respect of the plaint filed in the_smt from the

Coliector, Bolangir as illegal, arbitrary and contrary to law.

2. That the petitioner is a Staté within the meaning of Article-

12 of the Constitution of India and is amenable to the Writhurisdiction _

e
yrotey,
A RL}

of this Hon’ble Court. S

3. That the' opposite parties 1 to 3 as plaintiffs have filed Civil
Suit No 67 aof 2006 before the learned Civil Judge (Senior Division),

Tutllagarh for recovery of a sum of Rs 18,76, 783 50p. |rom the

9




defendants (O.P.Nos. 3 to 6) D.Y.Patel Educational Society, 2126-
E.Tarabal Park, Kolhar, Maharastra-426003 represented by its
President Sanjay D. Patel and two others. During filing of the plaint in
the suit, plaintiff had paid a court fee of Rs.60,874.00. A copy of the
plaint filed' by the plaintiffs before the’ learned Civil Judge (S.D),
Titilagarh is filed herewith as Annexure-1.

After admission of the suit, notices were sent to the defendants
returnable by 07.03.2007. As the defendar_\ts in spite of receipt of
notice failed to appear in the court on the "date fixed and did not take
any step in the suit, for which the suit was set-exparte by the learned
court. On 07_.03.2007 the suit .was posted to 04.04.2007' for exparte

hearing.

4. That it is pertinent to mention here that the suit before the

iearned Civil Judge (S.D), Titilagarh was adjourned from time to time
to different dates on the petition filed by the plaintiffs for exparte
hearing till 25.02.2009. The Advocafe for the phlain'tiffs filed a ‘petition
oﬁ 25.02.2009 stating therein that the plaintiff and the defendants
have taken steps to com-promise the mattér and accordingly' wanted
for disposal of the suit. In the. said petition it was further prayed that
the suit be referred to Hon’ble Lok Adalat for disposal. A copy of the
petition dated 25.02.2009 filed by the plaintiffs before the learned Civil
Judge (S.D), Titilagarh is annexed herewith as Annexure-2.
fhe learned court beloW wifhout passing any order on the

petition dated 25.02.2009 filed by the r:)laj-ntj,ffs has posted the suit to
25.03.2009 for further orders. Certifieti"éopy of the order dated

25.02.2009 passed 'by the learned Civil J'udge (5.D), Titilagarh is filed

herewith as Annexure-3.




C -

5. That even though the suit was not posted to 24.03.2009,

the learned CiViI Judge was pleased to adjourn the matter to

04.04.2009 on the petition filed by fhe pl'aintiffs. On 30.03.2009 the

plaintifis have filed another petition stating that plaintiff and

" defendants have compromised the matter out of court amongst

themselves and. the plaintiffs have received the agreed am.ount- in full

and final of the claim amount and prayed to dispose of the suit and

pass order for refund of court fee on a combined reading of Section 89

C.P.C. and Section 16 of the Court Faes Act. A copy of the petition

’ dated-‘ 30.03.2009 filed by the plainﬁff in C.S.No.6'7 of 2006 is filed
herewith as Annexure-4. _ |

- ".l’he jearned Civil Judge on 15.04.2009 has disposed of thé

suit with a direction to issue a certificaté authorizing the plaintiff to

receive back the fﬁll ‘amount of court fees paid in reépect of the plaint

filed in the suit from the Collector, Bolangfr. The certified copy of the

C'\/»’/\ order dated 15.04.2009 passed in C.5.No.67 of 2006'by the learned

Civil Judge (5.D), Tftilagarh is filed herewith as Annexure-5.

6. That the impugned order dated 15.04.20Q9 passed by the
learned Civil'Judge in C.S.No. 67 of 2006, Annexure-5, is bad, lllegal
and contrary to law and the same is liable to be set-aside.
It is humbly. submitted that the~CoIIéctor; Bolangir Was : .
neither a party in the Civil Suit No.67 of 2006 before the learned Ciyii
. Judge, (Senlor Division), Titilagarh nor any relief has been claimed by
}}f’ ¥ -the plaintiffs in the suit against the Colle‘c.tc,'r, Bolangir. The suit was

proceeded before the learned Civil Judge between ;tvhe‘ plaintiffs and the

defendants and the Collector, Bolang.lr has no scopefo entangle in the

suit. Therefore, the impugned order dated 15.04.2009 under .

—
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Annexure-5 is illegal and contrary to the settle principles of law and is
liable to be quashed.

7. That it is humbly su'bmitted that neither Section 89 of the
C.P.C. nor Section 16 of the Orissa Court-Fees Act stipulates refund of
court-fee. Rather Section 89 of the C.P.C. prescribes settlement of
dispute outside the court. For betfer appreciation Section-BQ of the
C.P.C. is reproduced below- |

“Section—sé. "Where it appears to the courf that there exist
elements of a settlement - acceptable to the parties the court
shall formulate the terms of settlement- and give them to the
parties for their observation and after receivihg the observation
of the parties the court may reformulate the terms of possible
f

e A nlailemd
I AfpiLial

settlement and refer the same fo ion, Conciliation;
Judicial Settled4ment including Settlement through Lok-Adalat or
mediation.” -
Further Section-16 of the Orissa Court-Fees Act, 1870 stipulates
additional fea where responden't takes objection to unappealed part of
decree (Repealed by the Code of Civil Procedure, V of 1908).

Section-13 of the Orissa Court-Fees Act, 1870 prescribes refund

(3~") of fee paid on memorandum of appeal-

; . “Section-13." If an appeal or plaint, which has been rejected
by the lower court on any.of the grouhds mentioned in the (Code
of Civil Procedure) is ordered to be received, or if a suit is
remanded in appeal on any of the grounds mentioned in (Section
351 of the same Code for a second decision by the lower court,
the appellafe court) shail gra'nt to the appellant a certificate,
authorising him to reéeive back from the Col.léctor of the full
amount of fee paid on the memorandum of appeal.

Provided tﬁat if, in the case of a rem?nd in appeal, the
order of remand shall not cover the whole oﬁth’?éﬁbject matter
the suit, the certiﬂcate so granted shall ‘nd?"ﬁuthorize the
appellant to receive bacl{ more than so much fee as would have
b_éen originally payable on the part or parts', of such subject
matter in reép-ect whereof the suit has been rerhandéd.”‘
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8. That it is humbly submitted that when the suit was
subsequently compromised outside the court and was withdrawn
before it was heard by the court, court cannot exempt the plaintiff
from paying the court fee. Court cannot in such a case order to refund
of court fee. It‘is the settled principle of law that th.e co.ﬁrt-fee can be
refunded on|y in case where excess court-fee has been paid under
orders of the court which orders are subsequently reversed or
set-aside. In such a case the court is bound to rectify its own mistake
in calling upon the party to. pay the cour_t-feel which he is not bound to
pay under law. Therefore, in cases where refund cannot be ordered
-under any provisions of the Orissa Court-Fees Act, the court cannot
grant certificate under section 89 of the C.P.C. statihg the
circumstances under which the court-fees has been paid so as to
eﬁéble the party to get the refund of court fee from the revenue
authorities ex-gratia or otherwise.

9. ( That the court éan order refund of court-fee only -

. (i Whether the Curt-Fees Act applies;
C\/’ (i) Where there is an excess payment by mistake;
W ' (i) Where on account of mistake of court a party has been
compelled to pay court fee either wholly or in part.
In the instant case applying the provisions of 89 C.P.C. the

learned court-below disposed of the suit as per the settlement made '
between the parties and further directed the plaintiff to refund of

court-fee'which he has paid while filing the suit and issue certificate to

\r’{, that‘effed, which is not tenable in the eye of law. - S
§5F 10. - ¥ That the plaintiffs on -14.07.2009 filed an application
\_si N before ‘the Collector, Bolangir for refund of .court-fee amount paid in

_the plafint of the suit along with thé. certificate granted in his févour




No.67 of 2006 under Annexure-5. : -

~1

g ¢2L/ .

and thereafter the Callector for the first time came to know about tﬁe
order of the learned Civil Judge, Senior Division, Titilagarh. The
Collector/petitioner has not been made a party in the suit filed by the
plaintiﬁ§ before the learned Civil Judge (SD),TitiIagarh. The impughed
order under Annexure—.S has 4been passed behi.nd the back of the
petitioner and theréfore, the petitioner is not liable to refund the court
fee amount. The Iearned' Civil Judge has committed gross error of law
by directing to issue a certificate authorizing the plaintiff to receive
back-thé full atmount of court fees paid in respect of the plaint filed in
thé suit from the Collector, Bolangir. .
11.A That the ‘petifioner héving no o.ther eqLiaI and efficacious
remedy has approached_ this Hon’ble Court for redressal under Article-
226 and 227 of the Constitution of India.
Prayer

It is, therefore, pr,;_ayed that this Hon'ble Court may.be graciously .
pleased to admit this petition and igsuee hotice to the oppos}te parties,
call for the records of théf learned court below and .after hearing the
parties allow this wrft petition by sefting .aside the order dated
15.04.2009 _passed by the learnec_i Civil Judge (S.D), Titilagarh in C.S.

. v

And pass such other order/orders as this Hon’ble Court consider
to be fit and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case.

And for this act olf kindness, the petitioner shall‘aé in duty' bound
aver pray.

By the petitioner through'

Cuttack, ' L

" Dated. 05.03.2010. ’ © Addl. Goi\Arnment Advocate
[ ate




| AFFIDAVIT 026" ﬁé%\‘

I, Sri Mohan Sahu, aged about 48 years, son of late Ganapati
‘Sahu, at present working as Revenue Officer, Office of the Sub-
Collector, Titilagarh, Dist. Bolangir, do hereby solemniy affirm and
state as follows : |

1. That I am acquainted with the facts of fhe caée-and have

been duly authorized by the petitioner to swear this affidavit on

" his behalf. |
2. That the facts stated in the writ petition as well as in the '

affidavit are true to my knowledge and belief, based on official

records, | . /}4 i
(%7 Cuttack, | /WMMT(; /'2,]0 —
\) Dated.0§.03.2010. ~— Deponent.

Identifiéd by :

Certified that Cartridge papers are not
OO e DN paianle -

Asst. A.G’s. Office.g\m:\\i

N‘
. "‘\N}J\ —_—

Addl. Govelnment Advocate.

-
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civil Sult No. 6? /2006

01. Hazl Md. ayub Khan, aged asbout /% 7 years,

/_Z)_ son of i‘j‘[@.f"ﬂ] érf(,l( ,([-(\',lj“”( }(Q\(f’ /;/_ resident

of Siv'a_{‘fﬂNagar, Kantabanji, District polangir.

02+ pr.Md. Ayaz Khan, aged about 73( vears, Son of
Haz 1 Md..Ayub Khan, resident of sivajil Nagar,
Kantabanji, District Bolangir.

03. Dr.Asma Frheen Khan,, Aged about cl[ years,
Wife of Dr.Md.Ayaz Khan, resident of Sivaji

Nagax, Kantabanji, District Belangir.

Ve rsus

0l. D.Y. Patil, Educational Society. 2126
E, Tarabal park, Kolhapur, Maharastra

) 416003, zepze§ented by it*s president

by its President Sanjoy D.patil.

U2, Banjoy D.patil, president, D.Y.Patdil,

Education Soclety, 2126 k, Tarabai Park,

Kolhapur, Maharastra -416003.

03. pPadmashree Dr.D.Y.Patil, Founde:r. DeYa

Patil Bducaticnal society, 2126 E, Tarabal park,

The plaintiffs named above hegs to state as followss—

1) That, the Plaintiffs are permarent residents

5ivajl Nagar. Kantabanjl in the pistrict of Bolangir.

- plalntiffs No.2 and 3 are tha son and daughtar-in-law

respectivelﬁy of plagdntiff No.l %who is now the M.L.A.

Kantabanjii constitutency in the state of Orissa.
) SR

b
h

i
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THE COURT OF THE CIVIL JUDGE (SH. DIVISION) 3 T ITILAGARH

‘e PLAIN TIF¥S,

/22— Kolhapuxr, Maharastra 416003, e DEFENDANTS

of

The

of.

{ {L(‘/ ' 9 y - ~
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2) That, the Dpefendant No.2 and 3 are the president
and founder respectively of defendant NMo.l Institute (societwy)
The Defendant No.l society namely D.Y. Patil Educational Societ
has 1t Head OFffice at 2126-E, Yarabal park, Kolhapur in the
" State of M aharastra having its Educational Institutions in
different parts of the sald state.
3) That, the plaintif fs No.2 and 3 are both Doctors
‘, holding M.B.B.5. Degree and have good academic career. Espeaci-~
: ally Plaintiff No.2 L5 a Gold Medalist and stood Ist in the
-i:: (‘.:” University, The defendant No.1l :Lnstituf;e purports and declares
to be ha\/i._.g good reputation in the country for imparting
Kducation in Médical Science. The plaintiff No.2 and 3 bzlie-
ving in good faith that they would be academically benefite:
and would have better prospects in life, applied for
W resSectting thedir P.G. courses In the szid Institut‘e. PlajntifE
Mo.2 applied for admittion post Graduate course in Grthopaedics
whe 2 the p‘lalntiff No.3 applied for admission in Graduate

course in dynecologya.

4) That, on keings applizd, they were informed By
the institute that the admission fee for both plaintiff wo.2
and 3 would be Rs.23,00,000/~ (Rupees twenty three lakhs).

since plaintlffs No.1l and 2 were not financially stpong, tney

“ook the help of plaintiff No.l who assured them to provide

major Einaucial belp for prosecuting their respective, P.G.

courses .

5) That, on being assured by the Defendant Institute

taat the plaintiff No,2 and 3 shall be provided admission in

thair respactive subjects in post Graduate courses orn payment

of full course fee-, the plaintiffs No.l and 2 went'on e ndi ng

kthe said amount i.e..:Rs..zLO0,000/« (Rupees twenty three la)cshs)§
i

by several Bank drafts obtailned from varlous banks which were

alao enrashed by the defandant institute and acknowledged

the recelipt of the f\,lllﬁamo'unt for aclmissj.o_n and completdm
»
1

ﬂ’”g\” Lhe Pou, courses by Plavntit £ Ne.2 and 3 through its
i :

i

rounteior DYoL,

el



President defendant No.2 by letter dt. 27.2.2003 and
25.3.,2003 respectively.

It may be pertinent to submit here that the aforesaild
amount was arranged by the P;aintiff No.2 and 3 by incurring
loans from various sources including from Plaintiff No.l

6) That. insplte of receipt of the amount in £ull for
P.G. courses, the defenda.nts did not send any intfmation
regarding date of admission as well as the date of begining cof
the Sessions for saild courses. After w‘aiting for reasonable
period the ;;lailltiffs No.2 and 3 sent letters and alsc reqgueste
the defendant No,2 over telephone, with the anxiety to get
admitted to the P.G.COurges on their reyp ectlve desired subj:ct
But the institution / its office holders neither respbnded nor

did ktake any steps t¢ admit pPlaintifrs and 2 and 3 prosecution
of their higher studies in P.G.Course. As a conseyuence of
which the acad--mi.c carrear of the plaintiffs No.2 and 1 and
their high expecations turnad out to be day drasms. The
defendants betrayed the faith reposed tn them by the plaintifte
by not providing entry to the courses even though the entire feu
" as demanded was paid by the plaintiffs. plaintff No.1l who had a
great hope and expectation to see the prosperity and high rank
of his son, daughter-in-law in the society yot Lrustrated, It
may be noted that the defendants had no justificatlon for
demanding and accepting the aforesald he.rfvy amount of KEx23:,

. KS,23,00,000/~ (Rupees Twenty Ithree lakhs) 1f no seat/admiss ion
could be provided for plaintiff No.2 and 3. It is submitted tha
the plaintiifs have been sending'money to comply the. demand
of- the defendants, in different instglments right fram the
month ot January, 2003 the details ot which shall be furnis e
11 dispuﬁed. On l:he‘ ot:;;.l'{er hand the money deposited Dby the

pPlaintiffs as aforesaid was retained and it 1is reasonable Lo

sl‘( pelieve that the institution and its authorities utilised
})'0 ™

"_’f'o\t,he same for thelr own purposes. AS a result, the plaintiftzia

(\) No.2 and 3 were depriv&?ﬁd of prosecuting thelr higher study E

ERUPE

CONE

,Ju 2) sewherd . The plainti:ff.f_;.wej:e deprived of the bznerits of
v . . )

k("g’.n T
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their own money which they could have utilised for prosecuting
thelr studies in some othexr dducational insticution. In the.
alternative, they could invest the said amdunt of money for '
their financial benefit.

7) That, bedl.g disappointed the plaintiffs demanded for
répayment of the money received by the defendants with interest.
in response to the repeated demands of the plaintiffs, the d
de fendants paild back the money deposited by the plaintiffs
Phase—wisé dur ing the period from Decembér. 2003 to 206,2005 but
didnot pay the interest/damages for lllegal detention of the
money and other dues like money srent by wa of the Bank
commission for rwpx preparation of d:aft; It is submitted
that while getting back the deposited amount from.the de fendants
which was sent in dif ferent iastalmenits by way of Chegue and
dkafté, the plaintiffs again spent money by way of Bank

comm 18 sion for their encashment.

1

8).- That,Athough the plaintiffs repcatedly demanded
tlreir legiltimate dues from the Adefendants, the defendants
turned deéf ears, They did not respond to the Jdemand made by
t he plaintiff and avolded the telephone calls from the plaint:ff
and on some plea or other. In the aforesald circumstances the pik
plaintiffs without rLinding . any way out, sent Regd. Motices
thrugh their lawyer on 11.11.2005 with a demand of inﬁﬁrest as
wall aQ othag legitmate dues which was duly ZeCEiVEdJB}?the
defendants, but not responded. The defendants are jolntly and

/gévexally liable to pay the amount as per the Schedule of claim

3
given bulow.

9) That, due to lapses, ;;fée representations of the

" gefendants, the plaintiffs weré?éépriVEd or their nigher studies
for making'a moxre successtull c#r:ie: while theilr batch maﬁés
have surpassed them., Ihe plaintlff Noas. 2 and 3 agre entitled to
b (:ompensatf:’.d for the said loss whic}{ nas eoen inciuded in the

e e ol el ad ot taclhel 1o el plaint,
contdaPabH,a.

ety

T
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10) That the offer floated for admission to the
aforesald educatlonal courses in the defendant No.l institute
bhaving been accepted by the plaintiffs at Kantabanjli and
they having sent the demanded amount mos tly from Kantabanji
the cquse of actlon for this suit partly arises at Kantabanii

within the jurisdiction of this Hon'ble court,

11) That, the cause of action for filing the present
/ sult arose on January, 2003 when the plaintiffs applied for
o \ prosecuting P.G.Course¢ in the defendant No.l institution.,

from Kantabanji send drafts for Rs.23,00,000/~ on 25.3.2003

5 and 27.3.2003 when the defendants acknowledged the receipt
;

gi of the Full amount, oniO,2.2004 when the plaintiffssmught
?T'r.‘ j\ for information from defendant No.2 with regard to their
/ g admission, @1 17.12.2004 when plaintiff No.3 again sought
~- f for information about th@é<r'eason for not pe:mitt.ing their
f\ g_ admissibn Lo P.G.Course, on‘' 10.1.2005 an‘d 20.6, 2005 when

the defendant No.2 admitting the liability paid back a part

Sy
2yl

of money to the plaintiffs whdch they had received while

at K antabanji and on 11.11,2005 when the plaintiffs sent

a notice of demand through lawyer and on each subsequent dayt
thareatter till filing of xx the sult.

-3 12) That, the suit being tor recovery of money/damage

Sustalned by the plaintiffs is valued at Rs.18,76,783 =~50ps,

(Rupees eighteen lakhs seventy six thousand:seven hundred

eighty three and fifty paise )only. for the purpose 'of court’.

AR

fee and jurjisdiction and court fee of Rs. GO, B7Y /- is

/paid be rewith.

\//}/Zz'r/t,/);y 924 M /4/(/[ M/\ @_{_Q_]_ -

.,riti%agarh’ \ By the plaintiffs through

. }f'/q;:_. )
-advocate. l(? " i
_(\(% U\ 'T_\ f/}‘ﬁ')'///\

Date,

N v
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DOCUMENTS RELIiD UPON ’ .

a) Copy of the Drafts prepared for
Rs, 23,00,000/- by the ®laintifs
in favour of Defendant No.l insti-

tution . "o m

b) Copy of receipt of the defendants

acknowledging recelpt of the amount ...

c) Copy of the lette;_dt,lO.é.zOO4 and
17,12.2004 requesting/seeking infor-
mation about admission to P.G.Courcse
and thereon for cancellation of the

same sent by the plaintiff No.l and 2

respectively. “an
4) Copy of the Lrafts received by the
. Plaintiffs from the defendants. ren
) Copy of a chart prepared by the

charatered Accountant Showing the

amount énd the interest which could

have incurred on being deposited in x

any financial institution. .
£) Copy of the lawyer“*s notice dt.

11.,31.2005 sent to the defendants, .

g) Any other documents to be relied uson
shall be filed.at the time of
hearing.
That, the Plalntif fs therefore prays g-
3 .
a) 12t a decree for recovery of RS. 18,76,763, 80
(Rupees eighteen lakhs, seventy six thousand

saven hundred ¢lyhty three and glkty paisgq )
]

Sheeats

Shes ts .,

Sheets ,

only ba passed against the defendants.inEJV(ut

of the plaintiffs.

contd.Po 2. ..
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b) Let a further decree be passed agalnst the
de fendants to pay the pendentilite and Tdture
Iinterest on the claimed amount till the actual

payment @ 12 % P.a. 1

c) The cost of the suit be decreed in favour of

the plaintiffs and against the defendants;

- a) Ay other order/Orders, decree be passcd in
favour of the plaintiffs as the Hon'ble court

deems fit and propergs

VERLFICATION

I, Hazl Md. Ayub Khap, Aged about (T% years s/o

Re sident of Sivajlli Nagar, Kantabanji,
bistrict Bolangir, the plaintiff No.l in the above sult
do hereby verlify for self and on behalf of other plaintiffs
that the facts stated asbove in the Sui:t are all true to the

best of my knowledge and belief and I sign tnis wverification

on this the 19th day of June, 2006,

e '/% l%l” m,r/mg'/ % }///fé/j/[_ﬂ_n#

verificant. )

v .)-L My Jioon naol ,a,( V 7 k. /m\\

o f Sn )—(:L'*\. beenn Blao .

Contd.P.9a.a
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S CcCHE DU LE

amount sent

the date of

defendants -

e}

Yo /lﬂ_l.y.u\.qn '-"f A

.
AV AN

Bank Commisaion for cbtalning
the Draft sent to the defenuants

amounting to Rs.23,00,000/~

Bank commission for collection of
the money sent by the defendants

by way of refund under the cheyue.,

Interest @ 12 % per annum on the

to the defendant £ram

repayment by the

romprinsation for disruption and
consequential loss of @ carrier of

Plaintiff No.l & 2 @ Rs,5,00,000/~,

Ccoupenfation for mental tension
and agonay of the plaintiffs at

rate of Rs.1,00,000.00 (Rupees

Jakh)each.

‘

) 4 g . Nee
Ko ninan z‘) [;}//f//{ﬂ_“ - e L \/I} 6

Lyt [\h/'ﬂ.u
(S ’

L
[T
oo "
o

Rsa 5,061,25

RS « 8,210.00

®S, 5,63, 512. 25

Rs.10,00,000,00

5. 3.90,000.00

ks.19,76,783.50

Pendentilite and future interest on kAthe claime:d amount
till actual payment @ Rs.12 % per apnum Or as would bé deemed

'//E_LL and proper he also directed to be paid to the plalntiffs.

it [N
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I, Hazi Md.i\x_ub Khan, Aged about % 7 years s/o

C - \7\0 '
P AFFIDAVI'T

. L - e .
i “,\L_Gfu([[c\jfézkﬂwr#esident of sivaji Nagar, Kantabanji.
AL . o
7 p.0/pP.S.Kantabanjl, District Bolangir, do hereby Solemnly

affirm and state as follows:-—

1) That, I am the plaintiff No.l in the above suit
and looking after the suit on behalf Of other plaintiffs.

2) That, I am duly authoriseqd to swear this af fidavit
for self and on behalf of other plaintiffs,

3) That. the facts stated above are all true to the

pest of my knowledge and belief.

S pgetonnd] By w#lon

peponent.

I identify by me.

I. do hereby declare that the contents of
advocate. ' af fidavit are true to the best of my kunow

ledge and bwlief. Hence I put my s ignature
on this the 19th day -of June, 2006.

//"" }\0‘ 77
g /////’/ﬂ?//ﬂmz/ //4,15 A
" peponent K

CERTIFI CATHE

Cortified thatdue to want of catridge pagpere this

has keen typed in t ick blue plain papers.

( M"f
q b

Tadvocate .

-
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Annexure- 2,

Xerox certified copy of petition filed
on dtd. 25.2.2009 in C.S.No.67/06 of the
Court of C.J.(S.D.) Titilagarh .

In the Court of Senlor Civil Judge,Titilagarh
Case No. C.S. 67 /06

Md.Ayub Khan. : ‘ eve.. Plalintifrf

- Versus -

In the above case Advocete for the Plalntiff
is present today in the Court and begs to stateas

follows :
1. - That the plaintiff and Defendants lave taken
steps to compromise the matter and accordingly wants

to dispose of the sult.

2, Thet it will better to reffer the mtter to

Lokadalat are its dlsposal.

It is therefore prayed that the Hon'ble Court
be pleased to reffer the matter or be posted in Loka
Adalat for 1its disposal.

L Sd/~ Illegible
o © 25,2,2009

Mbﬁ;k Advocate for Elaintiff
/ D
9 .
)7ﬂ* lﬂﬁﬂgkg;ﬁu/ _ §;>
fV{’/' ‘W / > ' l
).:\ W’a/‘ - /\’\.' Vw
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Annexure—3.

Ccertified copy of order passed
on dtd. 25.2.2009 in C.S.No,67 of 2006
of the Court of C.J.(S .D.),Titilagarh.

COURT OF CIVIL JUDGE ( S.D.),TITILAGARH

civil suit No. 67 of 2006
Md.Ayub Khan & Others Vers. D.Y. Patil & others

Ser‘ial Date of

Number  orger of Order with Signature of Court Office |
Proceeding actlon ;
taken
with date
L

o . 2 3

1.Hazl Mgd.Ayub Khan, aged about 57 years '
Son of Abdul G, far Khan,resident of :
sivajl Nagar ,ﬁantabanji,Dist.Balagir

2.Dr.Md.Ayuz Khan,aged about 36 years, ;
Hazl Md.Ayub Khan,resident of Sivaji- !
nagar Kantabanjli,Dlst.Balanglr. :

%.Dr. Asma Frheen Khan, agea about 26 years,
W/o. Dr.Md.Ayez Khan, resident of P
sivajinagar ,Kaqtabanji,Dist,Balangir.

PLAINTIFF. - :

-Versus -

41.D.¥.Patil ,LEducational Society,2126
E.Tarabal Park,Kolhapur ,Maharastra-
416003 represented by 1ts President
by its President Sanjay D.Patll .

2.8anjay D.Patil ,President ,D.Y.Patil
Education Soceity ,2126 E,Tarabal Park
Kolhapur ,Maharastra—h16003. .

3. Padmashree Dr.D.Y.Patil,Founder,D.Y.Patil
Educational Soclety, 2126 ,E,Tyrabal Park
Kolhapur, Maharastra—-416003.

..  DEFENDANTS.

o RN

Dt. 25,2.09 .
idv. for the plff. files & petition paylng for
time on the grounds stated therein.Heard.Time is

is allowed .He further files a petition praying to

place the record in Lk Adalat bp the grounds stated

therein. Put up on 25.3.09 for F?O. _
SdJQq

Cad oMo}
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Annexure—b,

Xerox cetrtified copy of petition
dated 30,3,2009 in Civil suit
No.67 of 2006 of the Court of
civil Judge CS.R.DLvn),Titilagarh.

In the Court of the Senlor civil Judge ,Titilagarh
C.S.Nos. 67 /06

Md. Ayub Khane ... Plakintiff

-Versus.-
D.Patil and others, eeen Defendants

Advocate for the above
named Plaintiff beg to state as follows :—
1) That the case is fixed on 4.4.009
2) #  That the plainfiff files a petition

to~day and hence case record Is needed.

It Ls therefore-prayed that the

Hon'ble Court be pleaséd to ‘call for the case

record todaye.

Sd/~- Illegible
30,3.09

v .
Advocate for the Plalntiff.




1Xy.
< of sivaf\i)Naga:, Kentabanji, District Bolangir.
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IN pyw COURP OF THE CIVIL JUDGE (SR.DLVIEION); L ITILAGARH

civil Bult No. 6 ;fﬁ /2006

01 . Hazl Md. Ayub Khan, aged about 5 years,

)/ /(’_ son of tﬂ!\z-‘,ff'ﬁ\ é‘f{'rl l ,([-/\ lﬁ“ a Kha l\/ resident

0U2. Dr.md. Ayaz Khan, Aged about 3(, y=ars, Son of
Haz 1 Md. Ayub Khan, resident of sivaji Nagar,
Kantabanjl, District Bolangir.

03. Dr.Asma Frheen Khan,, Aged about 2 ( vyears,
Wwife of Dr.Md.Ayaz ¥han, reaident of Sdivajil
Nagar, Kamtgbanji, District Bolangi_.x:. '

Vézsu“ .e PLAINTIFFS.
s o b R L L

¢ Ula D.Y. Patill, Educational Society, 2128
15, Tarabai park, Kolhapur, Maharastra
416003, represented by it*s pPresident

by its prwsident Sanjoy D.Patil.

02, .’5mnjoy' D.Patil, pzesident, D.Y.Patil,
Educatlion Soclety, 2126 i, Tarabal Park,
volhapur, Maharastra =-416003.

03. padmashreo Dr.D.Y.Patill, l-‘oundax:,' DY

patil Educational Society, 2126 E, Tarabal park,

Kolhapur, Maharastra 416003, e DEFENDANTS ;
R : D S :
15.4.09 .. . ‘Record 13 put up today |for orders.
ML RN . 1A Y A :

n peruwsal 3|a'f~ the .record it 18* fdlind that on
N . )

(¥5.:2.09 learnea advocate Eoi'ithd plaint ifE

~— k . ;

has filed, a petition 'stating ‘tHerein that

Lhe plaintlffs ana deEEr\dantéi h_%/e taken steps
o gompromise the matter ant acJorcingly want

o dispuse of the suit. It is Cfuffther ‘stated

that the sui't ke referred to Lal-Adalat for

: (Forms) Drp—lz)s—é.aé.oa?i:zo-vz-zbt;a
h /%/1 / i
Vst el , V.
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.disposal. The casa Was po st@d to 25.3.09 as
the parties were found absent on that day. On
95.3.09 'the case was adjourned to 4.4.09 a2
the plaintiff was ill- and an adjournment
petition Was £1led on behalf of the plaintiff.
But on 30.3 .09 the case record was aavanceu
_orlmthe prayer of the plaintiff a.nC'l the plaintiff
«has filed a petition Wich a prayer to dispose
of the suit as the partiés have ‘settled the
dispute among themselves ana the plainciff does
not want to proceed with the case. Therefore,
;it 1ls pr:ayed on behalf of the plaintif£f that
! the court fee paid by him b® refure pack to -
_him as per section 89 “PL ark u/s 16 of the
\Court. Feas Act.
2 Section 16 of Conrt Fees Act deals
with refund of fas. It proviues that where the

court refers the parties to the suit ‘to ary of the

mode of settlement of C}:l.spﬁte referred to in

P section 89 of the Code o £ c:f'_tvil Procedure,1908&

(5 of 1908) the plaintiff shall be entitled tu A

certificate from the Sourt. authoricing him to
raceive back from the coll_iact—or, the full -amount
of the fee palc in res;;ec'n;};_:lo,,t",Sucla plaint.-

N R RON

3. Section 89 of CPC proviues the modes

of settlement of dispute outsjue the court . It
i# meant to Lring aboul aniealile sectlenentl

<X 2

-
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- Adalat for settlement of the dispute. But

. Stance, plaintiff is-entitled to refurd of court

13/

between the parties by adoptin

to.;put, an end to the dispute. In this case,

plaint 1£f prayed to refer the matter to Lok .

before referring the matter for an alternat ive
settlement of dispute between the parties, it
1s founa that the parties have settled their

dispute for all times to come. Under the circum-

feg paid while filing the suit . Hence’, the

petitinn is a],lowe'éi"-.Isaue a certificate

auchorising th.e -.-,pl_§,_in-tiff to receive back the
full amount of couri: fees paid in respect ofy the '
plaintfi.leﬂ in L/he Suit from the Col‘llfaqi-;cls}:.
Bolangir. A‘\CCordingly. the suit,‘is'ﬂi.sposed of .

\

5
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lj3. ~ ANNEXURE-2

AFR IN THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA CUTTACK

W.P.(C) No.4667 of 2010

In the matter of an application under Articles 226 & 227 of the

Constitution of India.

Collector, Balangir oo Petitioner
Versus
Hazi Md. Ayub Khan & Ors Opp051te Parties

2, For Petltlonerﬁ-“ Mr S P. Panda Addltlonal
o S Gov mment Advocate

5 . _"-.4_:‘.
>/ For Opposite Parties

' PRESENT:

THE HONOURABLE IU STICE BISWANATH RATH

Date of Hearmg and Judgment 14.12.2022

| Biswanath Rath, J. Even after service of notice and appearance of set
‘ “ of counsel for contesting Opposite Party No.l appearing for the Plaintiff in
- the Civil Suit No.67 0f 2006, nobody is appearing to contest the matter.,

2. The Writ Petition involves a challenge to the order of the Civil J udge
* (Senior Division), Titilagarh in C.S. No.67 Aof 2006 in allowmg the
application of the Pla1nt1f’r ‘vide Annexure-4 requesting the trial court for

disposing of the suit Emd passing the order for refund of the Court F eé On a
I i' '

Page 1 of 4
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5 -4y,

combined reading of Section 89 of C.P.C. and Section 16 of the Court Fees
Act, taking this Court to the nature of disposal of the suit involving a
settlement outside the Court, Mr. Panda, learned Additional Government
Advocate contended that the impugned order does not meet the contingency
of Section 16 of the Court Fees Act. Particularly for there is no involvement
of action in exercise of power under Section 89 of the C.P.C.

3. It is in the above circumstance, Mr.Panda, learned Additional
Government Advocate requests this Court for interfering in the impugned
order and setting aside the same. Considering the contention raised herein by
the learned State counsel through the 1mpugned order vide Annexure-5, this
Court finds dec1s1on therem 1nvolved the apphcauon of the Plaintiff at

Annexure-4, fact and rehef sought for therem appears to be as follows:-

“1) That out of court plamtlff and defendants have
compounded the matter - .amongst themselves: and the
plaintiffs have received the agreed amount in, full and
finaricial of the claimx. amount '

Hence prayed that't” Hon’ble court -be pleased to
dispose of the suit and. P sed ‘order for refund of court
on a combined pleadmg‘of Section 89 of C.P:C. and Sec.

16 of the Court fees act.”
It s in cons1derat1on of the above appl1cat1on getting into the

'pleadmgs and the requests, th1s,\_,C_.9u(t _fmds; there remains no doubt that the
'Plaintiff and the Defendant have compounded the matter amongst
themselves without aid of the Court and however there involves a request to
L -the trial court for passmg an order for refund of the Court Fee in terms of”
Section 89 of C.P.C. anct Sect1on 16 of the Court Fee Act. Con51der1ng:.:
application of the provision at Section 89 of C.P.C. and Section 16 of the'
; Court Fee Act by the Plamtlff and the Trial Court also, the Plaintiff in ﬁhng
the application and the tr1al court in passing the impugned order, this Court f

l ) here likes to take reference to the provision referred hereinabove as follows -

Page 2 of 4 ?
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. Ug.

Section 89 of C.P.C.:- Application to set aside sale on deposit-
(1) Where immovable property has been sold in execution of a
decree, any person claiming an interest in the property sold at the
time of the sale or at the time of making the application, or acting
for or in the interest of such person, may apply to have the sale
set aside on his depositing in Court.

(a) For payment to the purchaser, a sum equal to five percent of the
purchase-money and

(b)For payment to the decree-holder, the amount specified in the
proclamation of sale as that for the recovery of which the sale
was ordered, less any amount which, may since the date of such
proclamation of sale, have been received by the decree-holder.
(2) Where a person applies under rule 90 to set aside of his
immovable property, he shall not, unless he withdraws his
application, be entrtled to make oL Drosecute an application under
this rule. . ! -
(3) Nothmg in thls rule shall reheve the Judgment -debtor from
any liability he, may be under in respect of .costs and interest not
covered by the proclamatlon of sale '
Section 16 of.Court Fees: Reéfund the Fee- Where the Court
refers the parties to the suit 'tofan'y one of the modeé of settlement
of d1spute referred to in- “Séction 89 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, 1908 (5 of 1908 hé plaintiff shall be entitled to a
certificate.from the Coutt, izing him to Técéive back from
the Collector the full amount of the fee pa1d i respect of such
plaint” .
Reading the provrsrons frorn Sectlon 89 of the C P.C., this Court finds

this involves a special proceedmg declarlng the manner of disposal of the
Civil Stit without entering into the trial of the suit but under any of the
modes stated therein. Looking to the pleadings and the prayer involved in
Annexure-4, reading together with the provision contained in Section 89 of E
. .+ the C.P.C., this Court finds, the.claim for disposal of the suit completely-‘ |
remaining outside the Court and in no circumstance comes under the |
disposal scope of Section 89 of the C.P.C. It is here taking into account the
.lf.-::f/.'.provision at Section 16 of the Court Fee Act and reading throtlgh the

provision taken note hereinabove, this Court finds, this is a mechanism

Page 3 of 4 \?
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providing refund of Court Fee only in the case, tﬁere is reference of a suit to
be disposed of in one of the modes of settlement of dispute referred to in
Section 89 of the C.P.C. For the nature of dlsposal/settlement of the dispute
claimed by the Plaintiff as recorded also by the trial court, for the opinion of
this Court the disposal of the suit does not attract any of the provisions under
Section 89 of the CP.C. It is in the circumstance, there is no question of
application of the provision of Section 16 of the Court Fees Act, 1870 to the
case at hand This Court finds, the impugned order herein against the
provision of law. As an outcome, this Court interferes in the impugned
order, vide Annexure-5 and sets as1de the : same

4. The Writ Petlt_l_on succeeds No cost :

S%—~ BCQW\V\WHP P\a\ﬂ/ T

Orissa High Court, Cuttack
Dated the 14" day of December 2022/5warna Junior Steno

Page 4 of 4
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e Coronary Angiography
(Day care Radial Angiography)

e Carotid Angiography

e Peripheral Angiography

e Renal Angiography

Angioplasty / Stenting’

e Coronary Angioplasty

e Peripheral Angioplasty

e Renal Angioplasty

o Rotablator Facility for Calcified lesion

Device Closure of Holes in Heart

e  ASD Closure

e VSD Closure

e PDA Closure

Balloon Valvuloplasty

e BMV
° BPV
e BAV

e Coarctation Balloon Dilatation
Pacemaker/AICD Implantation
e Temporary Paceraker

. Permanent Pacemaker

e  AICD Implantation
e Biventricular Pacing
EPS+RFA

ICU e CardiacICU .
Thrombolysis e  Dialysis Facility e

IUI/IVF/ICSI

Complete infertility treatment
Vaginal reconstruction surgeries
Vaginoplasty

Laproscopy

Hysteroscopy

Hysterectomy (Abd/Vaginal/
Laparoscopy)

Myomectomy

Adult Cardiac Surgery

Pediatric Cardiac Surgery

Anesthesia & Critical Care
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Coronary Artery By-Pass Surgery
. Total arterial by-pass surgery
Minimal invasive cardiac surgery
Mitral valve repair
Valve Replacement Surgery
Thoracic Surgery
- Decortilation
- Lobectomy
Vascular Surgery
- Surgery for arterial thrombosis
- Varicose vein
Vascular repair and Trauma
management

Congenital Corrective Surgery
Valve Replacement Surgery
ASD Surgery

VSD Surgery

TOF Surgery

Shunts

Adult & Pediatric Cardiac Anesthesia

Adult & Pediatric Critical Care i al e . . . T
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High Risk Pregnancy Care

Pregnancy with Hypertensive, - _ Bese arG h G e ntre

Diabetes, Heart Disease etc.
Family Planning
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Angiography
*  Coronary Angiography
(Day care Radial Angiography)
*  Carotid Angiography
°  Peripheral Angiography
* Renal Angiography
Angioplasty / Stenting
*  Coronary Angioplasty
*  Peripheral Angioplasty
* Renal Angioplasty
°  Rotablator Facility for Calcified lesion
Device Closure of Holes in Heart
®*  ASD Closure
*  VSD Closure
*  PDA Closure
Balloon Valvuloplasty

* BMmV
* BPV
* BAV

* Coarctation Balloon Dilatation
Patemaker/AICD implantatios

* Temporary Pacemaker

*  Permanent Pacemaker

*  AICD Implantation

¢ Biventricular Pacing

EPS+RFA

ardia

Adult Cardiac Surgery
¢  Coronary Artery By-Pass Surgery
* Total arterial by-pass surgery
*  Minimal invasive cardiac surgery
*  Mitral valve repair
*  Valve Replacement Surgery
*  Thoracic Surgery
- Decortication ~
- Lobectomy
*  Vascular Surgery
- Surgery for arterial thrombosis
- Varicose vein
*  Vascular repair and Trauma Management
Pediatric Cardiac Surgery
*  Congenital Corrective Surgery
¢ Valve Replacement Surgery
*  ASD Surgery
*  VSD Surgery
*  TOF Surgery
*»  Shunts
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Infertility Facility
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IVF
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Sperm Donation
Oocyte Donation
Embryo Donation
Embryo/Oocyte/Sperm Freezing
Complete Infertility Treatment

Gynaecology Department

Vaginal Reconstruction Surgeries
Vaginoplasty '

Laparoscopy

Hysteroscopy
Hysterectomy(Abd/VaginaI/Laparoscopy)
Myomectomy

Laparotomy/Ovarian cyst/Ectopic
Fallopian Tube Recanalization

Obstetric Department

High Risk Pregnancy Care (Exclusive Centre)
Cesarean Delivery (LSCS)

Normal Delivery

MTP, TT

Pregnancy with Hypertension

Diabetes, Heart Disease etc.

Family Planning

Anaesthesia & Critical Care

Adult & Pediatric Cardiac Anaesthesia
Adult & Pediatric Critical Care

Services”

ICU

Cardiac ICU
IABP/Ventilator
Primary Angioplasty
Thrombolysis
Dialysis Facilty
Ambulance Facility

Pharmacy
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SMC HEART INSTITUTE
AND IVF RESEARCH CENTRE

linic ;- Shree Narayan Heart Cinic
ear Gurudwara, Station Road, Durg

e

Dr.s.s. Mohanty mp,, om
FES.C,FS.CAL

CRFC, FA.C.C. (UsaA)
Director & Senjor Consultant
Interventional Cardiologist

VIP Estate,

Vidhan Sabha Road,

Near Ashaka Ratan,
Ralpur-492 007 (C.G.)

Mab.: +91 9425522808
drssm2000@yaheo.com
website : drssmohantycardiologisl.eom

Thursday & 4th Sunday :- 6 pm to Spm
Sunday :- 10 am 1o 01 pm
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SMIC Keart Institute & IVF

Research Centre

_’%gﬁ,\ SMC-B.M. SHAH CARDIAC CENTRE
& =  B.M. Shah Hospital Shastri Nagar,
Bhitai (C.G.), Mob. ; 90986 55055
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bit.ly/hfneng, bit.ly/hfnhindi

& forg SRR s

i
8839300123

fSMC-MPM CARDIAC GENTRE ;
Housing Board Colony, Dharampura-01

Jagdalpur (C.G.) 494001
Centact No. : 077822 29030,
8109229030, 8120991117

. Emergency Contact No. -
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Heart fiistitute & IVF Research Centr
Our consultants

=t wdtor gHfaeft 1. T, od. Higet

MD, DM MD, DM
FA.C.C., FES.C.,ES.C.ALL
Director & Senior Consultant
Interventional Cardiologist
Ex. Additional Director & Principal
Consultant Cardiology
Fortis Escorts Heart Centre Raipur

=1, refig AcsaT 2, HId 3eEid

MD, DM (Cardio) DNB Med., DNB Cardio
Senior Consultant Consultant
interventional Cardiologist interventional Cardiologist

Director & Senior Consultant
Interventional Cardiologist

. guR TR ARER

M.B.B.S., M.S., M.C.H. (CTVS) MD, FELLOWSHIP & CARDIAC

Gold Medalist ANAESTHESIOLOGIST

Director & Senior Consultant
Cardio Thoracic & Vascular Surgeon
Minimal Invasive Cardiac Surgeon
Ex-Assistant Prof. U. N. Mehta,
Ahmedabad

=1, #adar |
MD (Obs & Gynae) MD (Obs & Gynae)

FICOG, Diplomain ART Germany L.aparascopic Surgeon

Sr. Consultant Obs & Gynae

FE.S.C., ES.C.AL,CRFC,FA.C.C.(USA)

Sr. Consultant Obs & Gynae
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Heart Rate :

Clinical Examination :
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SMC HEART INSTITUTE AND IVF RESEARCH CENTRE

VIP Estate,Vidhan Sabha Road,Near Ashoka Ratan,Raipur-492007 (C.G)
Mob. 8839800123, Ph. No. 0771-2285999
E-Mail: contact@smchospital.in Websit: www.smchospital.in

NAME OF THE PATIENT :- MR.MD AYUB KHAN

AGE - 73YRS | SEX :- MALE
ADDRESS ) - EX.M.L.A KANTABANGI, PDISHA

REGN. NO. :- SH20003790 IPD NO. - 1P22002273
DATE OF ADMISSION - 15/11/2022 DATE OF DISCHARGE :- 23/11/2022

‘TDMITTING CONSULTANT :- DR. SATISH SURYAVANSHI/ DR. S.S MOHANTY /DR. BHARAT AGRAWAH

» DIAGNOSIS:- ICD CODE
e Dilated Cardiomyopathy with Severe LV Dysfunction with LVEF 20-25% 150.10.3
o Acute Left Ventricular Failure _ I150.1
@ . e  Right Side Pneumonia
o Acute Kidney Injury with Sepsis with Septic Shock N78.9

PROCEDURES / SURGERIES :-
«  Medical Management -
> REASON FOR ADMISSION (MAIN COMPLAINTS }:-

- Breathlessness, Dyspnea'on Exertion since 2 days & nausea , Vomiting Since 4-3 episode

» HISTORY:-
Patient Mr. MD Ayub Khan,73yrs, male is a known case of Obesity with Type-1I Diabetes Mellitus with Hypertension (2001)
with Dilated Cardiomyopathy with Severe LV Dysfunction with LVEF 20-25% with ‘Benign Prostatic Hyperplasia with
complaints of Breathlessness, Dyspnea on Exertion since 2 days & nausea , Vomiting Since 4-5 episode, was admitted on
15/11/2022 for further management. ‘

> CLINICAL EXAMINATION :-
Conscious, Oriented , Afebrile, BP — 130/70, HR — 106/Min, SPO2 — 90% on 02 support , RBS — 330Mg/D!, R/S—-B/L .
@ Crpetus , P/A- Soft +, CVS—SI §2+, CNS —NAD Clinically. .
> TREATMENT GIVEN IN HOSPITAL :- : o .
Inj. Pantocid, Inyj. Zofer, Tab. Ivabid, Tab. aldactone, Tab. Metoz, Tab. Dapa, Tab. Gen-g-forte, Tab. lanoxin, Inj.
Meropenum, Tab. Montak, Tab. Fluconazol, Inj. poly-b, Inj. Sodabicarb, inj. Azee, Tab. Forcan, tab. fibutaz, Tab Doxobid
along with Nebulization, Oxygen & other supportive & Symptomatic medication.
> IVESTIGATIONS:-

15/11/2022 19/11/2022
INVESTIGATIONS Result unit Result | unit Result | unit
BLOOD GROUP :- - - - - -
HB:- 10.5 g/dl 11.3 g/dl gl
RBC:- 3.74 mill/lcumm 427 mill/cumm mill/cumm
PLATELET COUNT 1.98 lacs/ cumm, 1.23 lacs/ cumm, lacs/ cumm,
TOTAL WBC COUNT - 19600 cell/ cu.mm, 11400 cell/ cu.mm, cell/ cu.mm,
LYMPHOCYTES :- 16 % % | %
UREA :- 76.4 mg/dl, 179 mg/dl, 137.3 mg/dl,
CREATININE:- 2.05 mg/dl 2.40 mg/dl 1.30 mg/dl
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SHC HEART INSTITUTE AND IVF RESEARCH CENTRE

VIP Estate,Vidhan Sabha Road,Near Ashoka Ratan,Raipur-492007 (C.G)
Mob. 8839800123, Ph. No. 0771-2285999
E-Mail: contact@smchospital.in  Websit: www.smchospital.in

URIC ACID 9.68 16.5 11.6
SODIUM :- 109.4 mg/dl, 127.0 mg/dl, 129.0 | mg/d,
POTTASIUM:- K 4.90 mg/dl 3.80 mg/dl 3.60 mg/dl
HINI Negative
RTPCR Negative .
ECG- 1 Sinus Rhythm :

2D ECHO- Dilated Cardiomyopathy with Concentric LVH Severe LV Dysfunction with LVEF 20-25%
Chest X-ray Right Side Consolidation

COURSE IN THE HOSPITAL AND DISCUSSION (including procedure /surgery performed ):-
Patient Mr. MD Ayub Khan,73yrs, male is a known case of Obesity with Type-II Diabetes Mellitus with Hypertension (2001)

with Dilated Cardiomyopathy with Severe LV Dysfunction with LVEF 20-25% with Benign Prostatic Hyperplasia with
complaints of Breathlessness, Dyspnea on Exertion since 2 days & nausea , Vomiting Since 4-5 episode, was admitted on
15/11/2022 for further management. On examination Conscious, Oriented , Afebrile, BP — 130/70, HR - 106/Min , SPO2 -
90% on O2 support , RBS—330Mg/Dl, R/S— B/L Crpetus , P/A- Soft +, CVS—SIs2+, CNS—NAD Clinically. ECG- showed
sinus rhythm, 2D ECHO — Dilated Cardiomybpathy with> Concentric LVH Severe LVDysﬁt'nction with LVEF 20-25%. Chest
X-ray showed Right side consolidation, TLC-19000 , Urea- 79, Creatinine 2.40, Sodium- 127.0, Potassium 3.80. Diagnosed
as Acute Left Ventricular Failure with Right Side Pnewmonia with Acute Kidney Injury with Sepsis with Septic Shock.
Conservaiive treated with O2 Support & Iry. Pantecid, Inj. Zofer, Tab. Ival:id, Th. aldactone, Tab. Metoz, Tab. Dupa, Tab.
Gen-g-forte, Tab. lanoxin, Inj. Meropenum, Tab. Montak, Tab. Fluconazol, In;. pbly—b, Inj. Sodabicarb, inj. Azee, Tab. Forcan,
iab. fibutaz, Tab Doxobid along with Nebulization, steam inhalation, Oxygein & other supportivé & Symptomatic Medication.
Expert Nephrologist & Pulmonologist opinion taken done advice followed-up. To continue as per planned medication &

observation in SD- ICU. Patient improved symptomatically. Now patient is being discharge in a stable condition with following

medical advice.

» CONDITION OF THE PATIENT AT THE DISCHARGE :-
Stable maintaining vitals
Conscious haemodynamic and respiratory parameler are stable

.,



S$MC HEART INSTITUTE AND IVF RESEARCH CENTRE

VIP Estate,Vidhan Sabha Road,Near Ashoka Ratan,Raipur-492007 (C.G) y
Mob. 8839800123, Ph. No. 0771-2285999 Ay L2
E-Mail: contact@smchospital.in ~ Websit: www.smchospital.in

ADVICE / MEDICATION ON DISCHARGE:-

S.N, | FORMULATION DOSE ROUTE FREQUENCY TIMING DURATION
L TAB. ECOSPRIN-AV v’ 75/10MG ORAL HS 10PM TO CONTINUE
N 2 | TAB.IVABID ~ 7.5MG ORAL TWICE DAILY 9AM-9PM TO CONTINUE
\/V/hl \i/ ~\ TAB. METOZ x - SMG ORAL ONCE DAILY 9AM TO CONTINUE
= \d_—""| TAB. GEN-Q-FORTE ITAB ORAL ONCE DAILY 2PM TO CONTINUE
i | TAB. DOXOBID v~ T 400MG ORAL ONCE DAILY 9PM TO CONTINUE
6_—|"TAB. FEBUTAZ \/&'—f 80MG ORAL ONCE DAILY 9AM TO CONTINUE
{_ [ T4d PLANEP-T / T 20MG ORAL ONCE DAILY 9AM TO CONTINUE
8 TAB. AMARYL-M2 FORTE ITAB ORAL TWICE DAILY 8AM- BEFORE BREAKFAST
' 8PM- BEFORE DINNER
l v TO CONTINUE
9 \//TAB. JARDIANCE 25MG ORAL ONCE DAILY 2PM WITH LUNCH
: & 7' TO CONTINUE
10 __|-FAB. ANTO-ITR f 40MG ORAL ONCE DAILY 7AM BEFORE BREAKFAST
. , ) TO CONTINUE
Kot 11 ™T1TAB. MONTAK-LC -’- ITAB ORAL HS 10PM FOR 5DAYS
12 TAB, CUDGE FORTE ‘# ITAB ORAL TWICE DAILY 9AM-9PM FOR 3DAYS
13 TAB. EMROK- O \\_ ‘V ITAB ORAL ONCE DAILY 94M FOR 3DAYS
14— ~TAB. FEROKEM-ER "7~ 300MG ORAL TWICE DAILY 9AM-9PM FOR 3DAYS
15 TAE KETOSTROL j /. A< 20MG ORAL TWICE DAILY 9AM-9PM FOR 7 DAYS
16 ~—"TAB. FORCAN )(‘ 200MG ORAL TWICE DAILY 9AM-9PM FOR 7DAYS _
| 17 NLs¥p.LoOZ | 1SML ORAL HS 10PM FOR 3DAYS
18 INJ. LAKTUS | 3K 120NJT s/C " | BS 10PM TO CONTINUE
» ADVICE ON' DISCHARGE ’
v Medical Therapy.
v Water intake 800ml/day & Salt 2. 5gm/day.
v Don’t stop medicine without consultation or at least for one year.
DIET:-
- Diabetic diet & Low sali diet
» PHYSICAL ACTIVITY :-
- Moderate Physical Activity
FOLLOW UP: - AFTER FIFTEEN DAYS OR SOS
o] » URGENT CARE(WHEN) :-
‘-
» Breathlessness

PREPARED BY: - DR. S. DUBEY

IN CASE OF EMERGENCY OR ANY OF FOLLOW[NG COMPLAINTS:-

- Chest pain Giddiness, Palpitation, Loss of Consciousness

PLEASE CONTACT SMC HOSPITAL EMERGENCY MO. NO +918839800123.

DR. S.S MOHA DR. SATISH SURYAVANSHI
DM (CARDIOLOGY) FACC, FESC. DR. BHARAT AGRAWAL DM (CARDIOLOGY) FACC, FESC
DIRECTOR & SR.CONSULTANT ' CONSULTANT, DNB (CARDIOLOGY DIRECTOR & SR. CONSULTANT
INTERVENTIONALCARDIOLOGIST INTERVENTIONAL CARDIOLOGIST INTERVENTIONAL CARDIOLOGIST

DR. ABHISHEK KUMAR
CONSULTANT, DM. (CARDIOLOGY)
INTERVENTIONAL CARDIOLOGIST
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Dr. Mghammad Wasi Khan

M.B,B.S, M.D, PGDCC (PGD CLINICAL CARDIOLOGY) SR .
Dip. DIABETES MANAGEMENT v

Consultant @ NHMMI Hospital, Raipur

MCI Reg. 26476

For Appointment : 8897555597

Dr. Khan’s He®frt Care Clinic

Mob. : 8897555597 %

[Ex-Consultant @ USHA MULLAPUDI CARDIAC CENTRE, HYDERABAD]
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Consultation Timings: 5 PM — 7 PM [Mon, Wed, Fri], Sunday Timing : 12 Noon - 02 PM

2" Floor, Above Laxmi Medical Hall, Near AlIMS Hospital Gate No.-01, Tatibandh, Raipur (C.G.)
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Mr. MD AYUB KHAN
RAIPUR, RAIPUR

Medical L

Dr.MOHAMMAD AMJAD

KHAN

Sample Collected At:

Reference:

aboratory Report

VID: 230061000095970
Registered On:

= ; 73 . .
ifi TelNo : 9437329786 Raipur (Lab One) 30/04/2023 09:51 AM
= PIN No: 492002 Collected On:
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CONDITIONS OF REPORTING

Metropolis Healthcare Lid.

1. Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reporled results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. The values of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued

3. Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect to it and takes no responsibility for the authenticity, quality and size of the image, affected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination )

4. Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out with reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due to certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
any warranty about the accuracy of the reported results B. The test results are to be used for help in diagnosing/ treating medical diseases & not for
forensic applications. Hence these results cannot be used for medico-legal purposes

5. Since Metropolis does not verify the identity or the details of the customer except in case of certain tests, it cannot be held responsible for any
misrepresentation or misuse '

6. Incase you are not the intended recipient of this report, please immediately return the same to the conicerned issuing desk. Any disclosure, copy or
distribution of any contents of this report, is unlawful and is strictly prohibited

7. Parlial reproduction of this report is not valid and should not be resorted to.

8.  Alldispute / claims concerning to this report are subject to Raipur jurisdiction only

Lab One Metropolis Healthcare Services Private Limited

1st Floor, Hira Arcade, Near New Bus Stand, Pandﬁ, Raipur, Chattisgarh-492001, Tel. : +91-77142-43555

Registered & Corporate Office: 250 D, Udyog Bhavan, Hind Cycle Marg, Worli, Mumbai - 400 030. CIN: U73100MH2000PLC192798
Tel No.: 8422 801 801 | Email: support@metropolisindia.com | Website: www.metropolisindia.com

Global Reference Laboratory: 4th Floor, Commercial Building-1A, Kohinoor Matl, Vidyavihar (W), Mumbai - 400 070.

Enquiry & Home Visit Booking:
- 8422 801801
- supportf@metropolisindia.com

Metropolis services are also available at:

India o Ghana ° Kenya ¢ Zambia ° MauritAius o Sri Lanka o Tanzania
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CONDITIONS OF REPORTING

- Metropolis Healthcare Lid.

1. Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conctusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to -
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. The values of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued

3. Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect to it and takes no responsibility for the authenticity, quality and size of the image, affected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination

4. Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out with reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due to certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
any warranty about the accuracy of the reported results B. The test results are to be used for help in diagnosing/ treating medical dxseases & not for
forensic applications. Hence these results cannot be used for medico-legal purposes

5. " Since Metropolis does not verify the identity or the details of the customer except in case of certain tests, it cannot be held responsible for any
misrepresentation or misuse

6. Incase you are not the intended recipient of this report, please immediately return the same to the concerned issuing desk. Any disclosure, co-py or
distribution of any contents of this report, is unlawful and is strictly prohibited

7. Partial reproduction of this report is not valid and should not be resorted to.

8.  All dispute / claims concerning to this report are subject to Raipur jurisdiction only

Lab One Metropolis Healthcare Services Private Limited

Ist Floor, Hira Arcade, Near New Bus Stand, Pandri, Raipur, Chattisgarh-492001, Tel. : +91-77142-43555

Registered & Corporate Office: 250 D, Udyog Bhavan, Hind Cycle Marg, Worli, Mumbai - 400 030. CIN: U73100MH2000PLC192798
Tel No.: B422 801 801 | Email: support@metropolisindia.com | Website: www.metropolisindia.com

Globat Reference Laboratory: 4th Floor, Commercial Building-1A, Kohinoor Mall, Vidyavihar iWI, Mumbai - 400 070.

Enquiry & Home Visit Bookina:
- 8422 801 801
- supportfdmetropolisindia.com

Metropolis services are also available at:

Indla ° Ghana Kenya » Zambia ¢ Mauritius ° Sri Lanka e Tanzama
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CONDITIONS OF REPORTING
Metropolis Healthcare Lid.

1. Individual taboratory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. Thevalues of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued
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T CBC Haemogram

Investigation - QObserved Value : Unit Biological Reference Interval
Erythrocytes
Haemoglobin (Hb) 128 gm/dL 13.5-18
Erythrocyte (RBC) Count 4.74 mill/cu.mm 47-6.0
PCV (Packed Cell Volume) 38.0 % 42-52
MCV (Mean Corpuscular Volume) 80.3 fl. 78-100
MCH (Mean Corpuscular Hb) 24.9 pg 27-31
MCHC (Mean Corpuscular Hb Concn.) 31.0 : g/dL 52-36
RDW (Red Cell Distribution Width) 18.6 . ' % 11.5-14.0
Leucocytes A
Total Leucocytes (WBC) count 8,200 cells/cumm  4000-1Q500
Absolute Neutrophils Count 4920 le.mm 2000-7000
Absolute Lymphocyte Count 2296 o fe.mm 1000—3000‘
Absolute Monocyte Count 738 /c.mm 200-1000
Absolute Eosinophil Count 246 o /c.mm 20-500
Absolxute Basophil Count [1] le.mm 20-100
Neutrophils ' ‘ 60 : : % 40-80
Lymphocytes 28 % 20-40
Monocytes 9 % 2.0-10
Eosinophils 3 % 1-6
Basophils | 0 . % 02
Platelets
Platelet count 263 1003/ ul 150-450
MPV (Mean Platelet Volume) 8.8 ' fl 6-9.5
PCT ( Platelet Haematocrit) 0.231 . % 0.2-0.5
PDW (Platelet Distribution Width) 16.5 ' % 9-17

EDTA Whole Blood - Tests done on Automated Five'Part Cell Counter. (WBC, RBC Platelet count by impedance method, WBC
differential by VCS technology other parameters calculated) All Abnormal Haemograms are reviewed confirmed microscopically.
Differential count is based on approximately 10,000 cells. :
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Dr. Firoz Shabbir Sheikh
M.D (Patholo
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CONDITIONS OF REPORTING
Metropolis Healthcare Ltd.

1. Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. The values of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropotis.
Metropolis cannot be held Liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued

3.  Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect to it and takes no responsibility for the authenticity, quality and size of the image, atfected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination

4. Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out with reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due 1o certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
any warranty about the accuracy of the reported results B. The test results are to be used for help in diagnosing/ treating medical diseases & not for
forensic applications. Hence these results cannot be used for medico-legal purposes

5. Since Metropolis does not verify the identity or the details of the customer except in case of certain tests, it cannot be held responsible for any
misrepresentation or misuse :

6. Incase you are not the intended recipient of this'report,'blease immediately return the same to the concerned issuing desk. Any disclosure, copy or
distribution of any contents of this report, is unlawful and is strictly prohibited

7. Partial reproduction of this report is not valid and should not be resorted to.

8.  All dispute/ claims concerning to this report are subject to Raipur jurisdiction only

Lab One Metropolis Healthcare Services Private Limited

1st Floor, Hira Arcade, Near New Bus Stand, Pandri, Raipur, Chattisgarh-492001, Tel. : +91-77142-43555

Registered & Corporate Office: 250 D, Udyog Bhavan, Hind Cycle Marg, Worli, Mumbai - 400 030. CIN: U73100MH2000PLC192798
Tel No.: 8422 801 801 | Email: support@metropolisindia.com | Webcite: www.metropolisindia.com

Global Reference Laboratory: 4th Floor, Commerciat Buitding-1A, Kohinoor Mall, Vidyavihar (W), Mumbai - 400 070.

- 8422 801 801
- supportfdmetropolisindia.com

Metropolis services are also available at:

_India ¢ Ghana ¢ Kenya e Zambia ¢ Mauritius ¢ Sri Lanka ° Tanzania -
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Investigation ' Observed Value Unit Biological Reference Interval
Glucose fasting 157 mg/dL Normal: 70-99

(Plasma-F,Hexokinase) Impaired Tolerance: 100-125

Diabetes mellitus: >= 126

(on more than one occassion)
(American diabetes association
guidelines 2018)

Liver Function Test(LFT)

SGOT (AST) 15 UL 0-40
(Serum,Enzymatic)

SGPT (ALT) 12 uiL 0-41
{Serum,Enzymatic)

Alkaline Phosphatase 109 UL 40-129
(Serum,pNPP)

Gamma GT (GGTP) 14 UL 12-64

(Serum,Enzymatic)
BilirubinTotal, Direct, IndirectSerum

Bilirubin-Total 0.57 mg/dL Male: 0-1Days:0.0-5.1

(Serum,Diazo) . -Male:1-2Days:0.0-7:2
Male: 3 - 5 Days : 0.0-10.3
Both: 8 - 9 Days : <= 6.5
Both: 10 - 11 Days : <= 4.6
.Both: 15-30 Days : 0.2- 0.8
Both: 1 - 12 Months : 0.2- 0.8
.Both: 6 -7 Days : <= 8.4
Both:1-9 Years :0.2-0.8
.Both: 10- 19 Years : 0.2 - 1.1
Both: => 20 Years : 0.2-1.2

Bilirubin-Direct 0.21 mg/dL 0-0.3
(Serum,Diazo) - 0.1-04
Bilirubin- Indirect 0.36 mg/dL  0.2-1.2
(Serum,Calculated)

Proteins

Albumin 4.14 3.2-46
(Serum,Bromocresol green)

Total Protein 7.6 g/dL 6.6-8.7
{Serum,Biuret)

Albumin 4,14 g/dL 3.5-5.29
(Serum,Bromocresol green)

Globulin 3.46 g/dL 2.6-4.6
(Serum,Calculated) .

AIG Ratio 1.2 . 0.8-2.0

(Serum,Calculated)

Renal Function Test(RFT)

Electrolytes
(Serum,ISE)

7.“;?‘60@ S n:.L_

Dr. FIROZ SHABBIR SHEIKH
M.D (Pathology)
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CONDITIONS OF REPORTING
Metropolis Heaithcére i.td.

1. Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and shoutd be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. Thevalues of a laboratory investigation are dependent an the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued

3.  Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect 1o it and takes no responsibility for the authenticity, quality and size of the image, affected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination :

4. Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out with reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due to certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
any warranty about the accuracy of the reported results B. The test results are to be used for help in diagnosing/ treating medical diseases & not for
forensic applications. Hence these results cannot be used for medico-legal purposes

. 5. Since Metropolis does not verify the identity or the details of the customer except in case of certain tests, it cannot be held responsible for any

misrepresentation or misuse

6. Incase you are not the intended recipient of this report, please immediately return the same to the concerned issuing desk. Any disclosure, copy or
distribution of any contents of this report, is unlawful and is strictly prohibited

7. Partial reproduction of this report is not valid and should not be resorted to.

8.  Alldispute / claims concerning to this report are subject to Raipur jurisdiction only

Lab One Metropolis Healthcare Services Private Limited .

st Floor, Hira Arcade, Near New Bus Stand, Pandri, Raipur, Chattisgarh-492001, Tel. : +91-77142-43555

Registered & Corporate Office: 250 D, Udyog Bhavan, Hind Cycle Marg, Werli, Mumbai ~ 400 030. CIN: U73108MH20600PLC192798
Tel No.: 8422 801 801 | Emait: support@metropotisindia.com | Website: www.metropolisindia.com

Globat Reference Laboratory: 4th Floor, Commercial Building-1A, Kohinoor Mall, Vidyavihar (W), Mumbai - 400 070.

Enauiry & Home Visit Booking:
- 8422 801 801
- supportdmetropolisindia.com

Metropolis services are also available at:

Jndia ° Ghanq_o Kenya o Zambia ¢ Mauritius ¢ Sri Lanka  Tanzania
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Sodium 136.0 mmol/L 136-145
Potassium 4.00 mmol/L 3.5-5.5
Chlorides 102 mmol/l.  98-107
BUN-Blood Urea Nitrogen 23.2 mg/dL 7-18.7

{Serum,Urease) .
Remark: In blood, Urea is usually reported as BUN and expressed in mg/dl. BUN mass units can be converted to urea mass units
by multiplying by 2.14.

Creatinine

1.27 mg/dL ©0.72-1.25
(Serum,Jaffe) '
Uric Acid 7.8 mg/dL 3.6-7.2
(Serum,Uricase)
Proteins
Albumin 4.14 . 3.2-46
(Serum,Bromocresol green) .
Total Protein ’ 76 . a/dL 6.6-8.7
(Serum,Biuret)
Albumin 4.14 g/dL 3.5-5.29
(Serum,Bromocresol green) ’ . : .
Globulin 3.46 ) g/dL 2.6-46
(Serum,Calculated)
A/G Ratio 1.2 ' 0.8-2.0
(Serum,Calculated) :
Calcium ‘ 9.09 i mg/dL 8.8-10
(Serum,BAPTA) ’
Phosphorous , 3.50 mg/dL Adult: 2.5-4.5
{Serum,Phospomolybdate)
Lipid Profile-2 .
Cholesterol-Total 150 mg/dL Desirable: < 200
(Serum,Enzymatic) Borderline High: 200-239
: High: >= 240
Triglycerides level 170 mg/dL Normal; < 150
(Serum,Enzymatic) Borderline High: 150-199
: High: 200-499
Very High: >= 500
HDL Cholesterol 39.3 mag/dL Major risk factor for heart
(Serum,Enzymatic) disease: < 40
: Negative risk factor for heart
disease: >= 60
Non HDL Cholesterol 110.70 mg/dL Optimal: < 130
(Serum,Enzymatic) Desirable: 130-159
' Borderline high: 159-189
High: 189-220 \
Very High: >=220
LDL Cholesterol ' 76.7 mg/dL Optimal: < 100

7{;”@@* YR :'c.L

Dr. FIROZ SHABBIR SHEIKH
M.D (Pathology)
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CONDITIONS OF REPORTING
Metropolis Healthcare Lid.

1. Individual taboratory investigations should not be considered as canclusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. Thevalues of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued
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Mr. MD AYUB KHAN Reference: Dr.MOm TR (5
RAIPUR, RAIPUR KHAN

. Sample Collected At:
; 373
TelNo ;9437529786 Raipur (Lab One)
PIN No: 492002

mmia

PID NO: P612000008840 J t@aoli_s 30/0'4’/%9" ¢
Age: 74.9 Year(s) Sex: Male ﬁ'ég Raipur, CG. 495001, < ’3\3'\',323 12r2t‘z;dpcl\)/ln:
{Serum,Enzymatic) . * Near Optimal: 100-129
: ‘Borderline high: 130-159
High: 160-189
Very High: >=190
VLDL Cholesterol 34 . mg/dL 6-38
(Serum,Enzymatic) :
LDL/HDL RATIC 1.95 2.5-35
(Serum,Calculated)
CHOL/HDL RATIO 3.82 3.5-5

(Serum,Calculated)
Note: Reference Interval as per National Cholesterol Education Program (NCEP) Adult Treatment Panel Report.

VLDL,CHOL/HDL RATIO,LDL/HDL RATIO,LDL Cholesterol,serum,Non HDL Colesterol are calculated parameters
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Dr. FIROZ SHABBIR SHEIKH
M.D (Pathology)
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=
——" RAIPUR, RAIPUR KHAN Registered On:
==L TelNo = 9437329786 Sample Collected At: Qe 30/04/2023 09:51 AM
T— Raipur (Lab One) s =
»—Eg PIN No: 492002 Tymee : Collacted On.
==& PIDNO: P612000008840 ::g.‘"\gé Processing Location:-Lab One Metropolis 30/04/2023 9:54AM
=28 Age: 749 Year(s) Sex: Male %ﬁ%?{}@ g:;}lmcgg_"jégé%ar Hira Arcade, Pandri, Reported On:
=2 ' ' 30/04/2023 12:29 PM
— ]

Investigation Observed Value Unit Biological Reference Interval
25 Hydroxy (OH) Vit D 69.78 ng/mL Deficiency: < 20
(Serum,ECLIA) : Insufficiency: 20-29
Sufficiency: 30-100
Potential toxicity: > 100
Interpretation :

1. Vitamin D is a fat soluble vitamin and exists in twe main forms as cholecalciferol(vitamin D3) which is synthesized in skin
from 7-dehydrocholesterol in respanse to sunlight exposure & Ergocalciferol(vitamin D2) present mainly in dietary
sources.Both cholecalciferol & Ergocalciferol are converted to 25(OH)vitamin D in liver.

2. Testing for 25(0OH)vitamin D is recommended as it is the best indicator of vitamin D nutritional status as obtained from
sunlight exposure & dietary intake. For diagnosis of vitamin D deficiency it is recommended to have clinical correlation with
serum 25(OH)vitamin D, serum calcium, serum PTH & serum alkaline phosphatase.

3. During monitoring of oral vitamin D therapy- suggested testing of serum 25(OH)vitamin D is after 12 weeks or 3 mths of
treatment. However, the required dosage of vitamin D supplements & time to achieve sufficient vitamin D levels show
significant seasonal(especially winter) & individual variability depending on age, body fat, sun exposure, physical activity
.genetic factors(especially variable vitamin D receptor responses), associated liver or renal disease, malabsorption
syndromes and calcium or magnesium deficiency influencing the vitamin D metabolism Vitamin D toxicity is known but very
rare.kindly correlate clinically, repeat with fresh sample if indicated.

Associated Test Profile : As a holistic & scientific approach for diagnosis and optimal treatment for vitamin D deficiency, Vitamin D
plus profile is suggested. . .
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Dr. FIROZ SHABBIR SHEIKH
M.D (Pathology)
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nvestigation ' Obéewed Value Unit Biological R'eference Interval
TruHealth Master ' _
ESR - Erythrocyte Sedimentation 20" . mm/hr 0-15

Rate
(Citrate Blood)

|

Method: Manual Westergren

nterpretation;

Itindicates presence and intensity of an inflammatory process, never diagnostic of a specific disease. Changes are more
significant than a single abnormal test.

2. Itis a prognostic test and used to monitor the course or response to treatment of diseases like tuberculosis, bacterial
endocarditis, acute rheumatic fever, rheumatoid arthritis, SLE, Hodgkins disease, temporal arteritis, polymyalgia rheumatica.
Itis also increased in pregnancy, multiple myeloma, menstruation, and hypothyroidism.

'%a T St i’c‘j_...

Dr. FIROZ SHABBIR SHEIKH
M.D (Pathology)
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SUMMARY REPORT

Investigation; Outsude Reference Range (Abnormal)

Investigation

HbA1C- Glycated Haemoglobin, blood by HPLC method

Observed: Value Unit Biological Reference Interval

(EDTA Whole Blood,HPLC)

Glucose fasting
(Plasma-F,Hexokinase)

HbA1C- Glycated Haemoglobin 9.4 ‘ % Non-diabetic: <= 5.6

Pre-diabetic: 5.7-6.4
Diabetic: >= 6.5
284 mg/dL Normal: 70-99

Impaired Tolerance: 100-125
Diabetes mellitus: >= 126

(on more than one occassion)
(American diabetes association
guidelines 2018)

Investigaton Within Reference Rarige (Norma)

Urea, Serum

Calcium

Creatinine

Potassium

Sodium

HDA1C- lecatcd Haemoglobin C o Creatinine
12.004 108 2.00,
9.4
10.00 86 1.54
"~ 1.50- 197
~ 8.00- 85 9.1 3 1.16 '
> : S
©  6.00- E 1.00-
2 o 1.04 1.11
> 4.00 & '
-~ 0.50
2.00
0.00 . - . . 0.00 : — 1 - —
28-Oct-22 30-Apr-23 : 28-Oct-22 30-Apr-23
18-Aug-22 22-Feb-23 24-May-23 18-Aug-22 22-Feh-23 24-May-23
Visit Date Visit Date
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Ee————Ale] . . f f
= Age: 74.1 Year(s) Sex: Male Raipur, CG. 495001 . Reported On;
—— g 24/05/2023 10:56 AM
——— N
Investigation Observed Value Unit Biological Reference Interval
Urea, Serum
BUN-Blood Urea Nitrogen 15.8 mg/dL 7-18.7

(Serum,Urease)

Remark: In blood, Urea is usually reported as BUN and expressed in mg/dl. BUN mass units can be converted to urea mass units
by muitiplying by 2.14.

Urea Serum 33.81 mg/dL 18-55

(Serum)

Glucose fasting 284 ‘mg/dL Normal: 70-99

(Plasma-F,Hexokinase) : Impaired Tolerance: 100-125

' Diabetes mellitus: >= 126

(on more than one occassion)
(American diabetes association
guidelines 2018)

Creatinine 1.11 mg/dL 0.72-1.25

(Serum, Jaffe) .

Calcium , 9.5 mg/dL 8.8-10

(Serum,BAPTA) .

Sodium . 139.0 , mmol/L 136-145

(Serum,ISE) .

Potassium 4.50 mmol/L 3.5-55

(Serum,ISE)

Dr. KARTAVYA KUMAR VERMA
MD (PATHOLOGY)
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HbA1C- Glycated Haemoglobin, blood by HPLC method
' (EDTA Whole Blood)
Investigation Observed Value Unit Biological Reference Interval
HbA1C- Glycated Haemoglobin 9.4 % A Non-diabetic: <= 5.6
(HPLC) Pre-diabetic: 5.7-6.4
» Diabetic: >= 6.5
Estimated Average Glucose (eAG) 223.08 mg/dL
(Calculated) .

Interpretation & Remark:

. HbATc s used for monitoring diabetic control. It reflects the estimated average glucose (eAG).

2. HbAfTc has been endorsed by clinical groups & ADA (American Diabates Association) guidelines 2017, for diagnosis of
diabetes using a cut-off point of 6.5%. )

3. Trends in HbA1c are a better indicator of diabetic control than a solitary test.

4. Low glycated haemoglobin(below 4%) in a non-diabetic individual are often associated with systemic inflammatory diseases
chronic anaemia(especially severe iron deficiency & haemolytic), chronic renal failure and liver diseases. Clinical correlation
suggested. )

5. To estimate the eAG from the HbA1C value, the following equation is used: eAG(mg/dl) = 28.7*A1¢c-46.7

6. Interference of Haemoglobinopathies in HbA1c estimation. )

A. For HbF > 25%, an alternate platform (Fructosamine) is recommended for lesting of HbA1c. .
B. Homozygous hemoglobinopathy is detected, fructosamine is recommended for monitoring diabetic status
C. Heterozygous state detected (D10/ turbo is corrected for HbS and HbG trait).

7. In known diabetic patients, following values can be considered as a tool for monitoring the glycemic control. Excellent
Control - 6 to 7 %, Fair to Good Contral - 7 to 8 %, Unsatisfactory Control - 8 to 10 % and Poor Contro! - More than 10 % .

Note : Hemoglobin électrophoresis (HPLC method) is recommended for detecting hemoglobinopathy.

Page 3of 5 Dr. Kartavya Kumar Verma

INNER HERLFI°REVEALED

N ) € Bsé I ‘ Y e This is computer generated medical diognositcs réport that I;as been validated by an Authorized Medical Practitionef/Doctor. The report does not need physical signature.
’ i - ¥, : Results relate only to the sample os received. Refer to conditions of reporting overleaf. **Reffered Test )

B

The ‘Pathology Specialist A



RO SRR
CONDITIONS OF REPORTING

Metropolis Healthcare Ltd.

2

1. Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. The values of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to he prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued

3. Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect to it and takes no responslblllty for the authentlt:lty, quality and size of the image, affected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination :

4. Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out with reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due to certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
any warranty about the accuracy of the reporled results B. The test results are to be used for help in diagnosing/ treating medical diseases & not for
forensic applications. Hence these results cannot be used for medico-legal purposes

5. Since Metropolis does not verify the identity or the details of the customer except in case of certain tests it cannot be held responsible for any
misrepresentation or misuse

6. Incase you are not the intended recipient of this report, please immediately return the same to the concerned issuing desk. Any disclosure, copy or
distribution of any contents of this report, is untawful and is strictly prohibited :

7. Partial reproduction of this report is not valid and should not be resorted to.

8.  Alldispute / claims concerning to this report are subject to Raipur jurisdiction only

Lab One Metropolis Healthcare Services Private Limited

Ist Floor, Hira Arcade, Near New Bus Stand, Pandri, Ratpur. Chatttsgarh -492001, Tel. : +91-77142-43555

Registered & Corporate Office: 250 D, Udyog Bhavan, Hind Cycle Marg, Worti, Mumbai ~ 400 030. CIN: U73100MH2000PLC192798
Tel No.: 8422 801 801 | Email: support@metropolisindia.com | Website: www.metropolisindia.com

Global Reference Laboratory: 4th Floor, Commercial Building-1A, Kohinoor Mall, Vidyavihar (W], Mumbai - 400 070.

Engquiry & Home Visit Bookmg
- 8422801 801
- support@metropolisindia.com

Metropolis services are also available at:
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ROUTINE EXAMINATION URINE

Investigation Observed Value Unit

General Examination

Biological Reference Interval

Volume 30 ml

Colour Pale Yellow Pale Yellow
Transparency (Appearance) Clear Clear
Deposit ' Absent Absent
Reaction (pH) ‘ 5.5 4.5-8
Specific gravity 1.015 1.010-1.030
Chemical Examination

Urine Protein (Albumin) Absent Absent
Urine Ketones (Acetone) Absent Absent
Urine Glucose (sugar) Present i+ Absent
Bile pigments Absent Absent
Bile salts Absent Absent
Urobilinogen Normal Normal
Nitrite Negative Negative
Microscopic Examinaﬁon

Red blood celis - Absent /hpf ' ' Absent
Pus cells (WBCs) 1.2  Ihpf | 0-5
Epithelial cells ' 1-2 /hpf : 0-4
Crystals _ Absent Absent
Cast  Absent . Absent
Amorphous depdsits Absent Absent
Bacteria Absent ' | A ~ Absent
Trichomonas Vaginalis Absent Absent
Yeast cells Absent Absent

Note : 1. Chemical examination through Dipstick includes test methods as Protein (Protein Error Principle), Glucose (Glucose
oxidase-Peroxidase), Ketone (Legals Test), Bilirubin (Azo- Diazo reaction),Urobilinogen (Diazonium ion Reaction) Nitrite (Griess
Method).All abnormal resuits of chemical examination are confirmed by manual methods. 2. Pre-test conditions to be observed while
submitting the sample- First void, mid-stream urine, collected in a clean, dry, sterile container is recommended for routine urine
analysis, avoid contamination with any discharge from vaginal, urethra, perineum,as applicable, avoid prolonged transit time &
undue exposure to sunlight. 3. During interpretation, points to be considered are Negative nitrite test does not exclude the urinary
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MD (PATHOLOGY)
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1. Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. The values of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
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Mr. MD AYUB KHAN

"RAIPUR, RAIPUR

TelNo : 9437329786

PINNo: 492002
PID NO: P612000008840

Age: 74.1Year(s) Sex: Male

KHA

Sample Collected At: C~ +
Raipur (Lab One) = g—)

Processing Location:-Lab One Metropoiis
Healthcare 1st Floor Hira Arcade, Pandri,
Raipur, CG. 495001,

Reference: Dr.Mrﬁ)ﬁMi\O abhdm b (M@, Q%&Ye(ﬁ@ﬂ4@ rt

Registered On:
24/05/2023 08:30 AM
Collectedlon:
24/05/2023 8:32AM
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24/05/2023 10:56 AM

tract infections, Trace proteinuria can be seen with many physiological conditions like prolonged recumbency,

diet. False positive reactions for bile pigments, proteins,

disinfectants, therapeutic dyes, ascorbic acid and certain drugs.4.All urine samples are checked for adequacy
examination,

pS
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-- End of Report --

exercise, high protein

glucose and nitrites can be caused by peroxidase like activity by

and suitability before
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CONDITIONS OF REPORTING
Metropolis Healthcare Ltd.

1. Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conctusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. Thevalues of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued

3. Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect to it and takes no responsibility for the authenticity, quality and size of the image, affected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination

4. Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out with reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due to certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
any warranty about the accuracy of the reported results B. The test results are to be used for help in diagnosing/ treating medical diseases & not for
forensic applications. Hence these results cannot be used for medico-legal purposes

5. Since Metropolis does not verify the identity or the details of the customer except in case of certain tests, it cannot be held responsible for any
misrepresentation or misuse

6. Incase you are not the intended recipient of this report, please immediately return the same to the concerned issuing desk. Any disclosure, copy or
distribution of any contents of this report, is unlawful and is strictly prohibited ’

7. Partial reproduction of this report is not valid and should not be resorted to.
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HbA1C- Glycated Haemoglobin, blood by HPLC method
{EDTA Whole Blood)

Investigation Observed Vaiue Unit Biological Reference interval

HbA1C- Glycated Haemoglobin 9.1 % Non-diabetic: <= 5.6

(HPLC) , Pre-diabetic: 5.7-6.4
: Diabetic; >=6.5

Estimated Average Glucose (eAG) 214.47 mg/dL

(Calculated)

Interpretation & Remark:

1. HbA1cis used for monitoring diabetic control. It reflects the estimated average glucose (eAG).

2. HbA1c has been endorsed by dlinical groups & ADA (American Diabetes Association) guidelines 2017, for diagnosis of
diabetes using a cut-off point of 6.5%.

3. Trends in HbA1c are a better indicator of diabetic control than a solitary test.

4. Low glycated haemoglobin(below 4%} in a non-diabetic individual are often associated with systemic inflammatory diseases,

chronic anaemia(especially severe iron deficiency & haemolytic), chronic renal failure and liver diseases. Clinical correlation  _
suggested. ’ '
5. To estimate the eAG from the HbA1C value, the following equation is used: eAG(mg/dl) = 28.7*A1c-46.7
6. Interference of Haemoglobinopathies in HbA1c estimation.
A. For HbF >25%, an alternate platform {Fructosamine) is recommended for testing of HbA1c.
B. Homozygous hemoglobinopathy is detected, fructasamine is recommended for monitoring diabetic status
C. Heterozygous state detected (D10/ turbo is corrected for HbS and HbC trait).

7. Inknown diabetic patients, following values can be considered as a tool for monitoring the glycemic control. Excellent
Control - 6 to 7 %, Fair to Good Control -7 to 8 %, Unsatisfactory Control - 8 to 10 % and Poor Control - More than 10 % .

Note : Hemoglobin electrophoresis (HPLC method) is recommended for detecting hemogiobinopathy.

7;1"('1;_, N /;j_\’ .

- Dr. Firoz Shabbir Sheikh
Page 10 0f 13 1 b (Pathology)
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CONDITIONS OF REPORTING
Metropolis Healthcare Lid.

1. - Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and should be used along with other relevapt clinical examinations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. The values of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued

3. Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect to it and takes no responsibility for the authenticity, quality and size of the image, affected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination ' :

4. Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out with reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due to certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
any warranty about the accuracy of the reported results B. The test results are to be used for help in diagnosing/ treating medical diseases & not for
forensic applications. Hence these results cannot be used for medico-legal purposes

5. Since Metropolis does not verify the identity or the details of the customer except in case of certain tests, it cannot be held responsible for any
misrepresentation or misuse )

6. In case you are not the intended recipient of this repart, please immediately return the same to the concerned issuing desk. Any disclosure, copy or
distribution of any contents of this report, is unlawful and is strictly prohibited

7. Partial reproduction of this report is not valid and should not be resorted to.

8.  All dispute / claims concerning to this report are subject to Raipur jurisdiction only
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1st Floor, Hira Arcade, Near New Bus Stand, Pandri, Raipur, Chattisgarh-492001, Tel. : +91-77142-43555
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Investigation Observed Value Unit Biological Reference Interval
TruHealth Master
(Serum,ECLIA) )
Thyroid panel - 2( FT3, FT4, TSH)
Free T3 3.73 pMol/L 3.1-6.8
Free T4 1.20 ng/dL 0.93-1.70
TSH 2.30 piu/mL 0.35-5.5
INTERPRETATION .
TSH T3/FT3 T4/FT4 Suggested Interpretation for the Thyroid Function Tests Pattern
Within Range  [Decreased Within Range * Isolated Low T3-often seen in elderly & associated Non-Thyroidal illness. in
elderly the drop in T3 level can be upto 25%.
Raised Within Range Within Range *Isolated High TSHespecially in the range-of 4.7 to 15 mIU/m| is commonly
associated with Physiological & Biological TSH Variability.
+Subclinical Autoimmune Hypothyroidism
«Intermittent T4 therapy for hypothyroidism
*Recovery phase after Non-Thyroidal illness" -
Raised Decreased Decreased *Chronic Autoimmune Thyroiditis

*Post thyroidectomy,Post radiociodine
Hypothyroid phase of transient thyroiditis"

Raised or within | Raised

Range

Raised or within
Range

*Interfering antibodies to thyroid hormones (anti-TPO antibodies)
*Intermittent T4 therapy or T4 overdose

*Drug interference- Amiodarone, Heparin,Beta blockers,steroids,
anti-epileptics” ’ B

Raised or within
Range

Decreased

Raised or within
Range

‘Isolated Low TSH -especially in the range of 0.1 to 0.4 often seen in elderly &
associated with Non-Thyroidal illness T

+Subclinical Hyperthyroidism

*Thyroxine ingestion”

Decreased Decreased

Decreased

+Central Hypothyroidism
*Non-Thyroidal illness :
*Recent treatment for Hyperthyroidism (TSH remains suppressed)"”

Decreased Raised

Rajsed

*Primary Hyperthyroidism (Graves’ disease),Multinodular goitre,
Toxic nodule

*Transient thyroiditis: Postpartum, Silent (lymphocytic), Postviral
(granulomatous,subacute, DeQuervain's),Gestational
thyrotoxicosis with hyperemesis gravidarum"

Decreased or |Raised

within Range

Within Range

*T3 toxicosis
*Non-Thyroidal illness

References: 1. Interpretation of thyroid function tests. Dayan et al. THE LANCET « Vo! 357 » February 24, 2001
2. Laboratory Evaluation of Thyroid Function, Indian Thyroid Guidelines, JAPI, January 2011,vol. 59

.
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- CONDITIONS OF REPORYING

Metropolis Healthcare Ltd,.

1. Individual laboralory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical exarminations to
achieve the final diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. The values of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liable for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued :

3. Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect to it and takes no responsibility for the authenticity, quality and size of the image, affected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination )

4, Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out with reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due to certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
any warranty about the accuracy of the reported results B. The test results are to be used for help in diagnosing/ treating medical diseases & not for
forensic applications. Hence these results cannot be used for medico-legal purposes

5. Since Metropolis does not verify the identity or the details of the customer except in case of certain tests, it cannot be held responsible for any
misrepresentation or misuse

6. Incase you are not the intended recipient of this report, please immediately return the same to the concerned issuing desk. Any disclosure, copy or
distribution of any contents of this report, is unlawful and is strictly prohibited

7. Partial reproduction of this report is not valid and should not be resorted to.

8.  All dispute / claims concerning to this report are subjéct to Raipur jurisdiction only

Lab One Metropolis Healthcare Services Private Limited ,

1st Floor, Hira Arcade, Near New Bus Stand, Pandri, Raipur, Chattisgarh-492001, Tel. : +91-77142-43555

Registered & Corporate Office: 250 D, Udyog Bhavan, Hind Cycle Marg, Worli, Mumbai - 400 030. CIN: U73160MH2000PLC192798
Tet No.: 8422 801 801 | Email: supportl@metropolisindia.com | Website: www.metropolisindia.com

Global Reference Laboratory: 4th Floor, Commercial Buitding-1A, Kohinoor Mall, Vidyavihar {W}, Mumbai - 400 070.

Enquiry & Home Visit Booking:
- 8422801 801
- supportfdmetropolisindia.com

Metropolis services are also available at:
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ROUTINE EXAMINATION URINE

Investigation - Observed Value Unit Biological Reference Interval
TruHealth Master

General Examination

Volume 25 mi

Colour Pale Yellow Pale Yellow
Transparency (Appearance) Clear Clear
Deposit Absent Absent
Reaction (pH) 5.5 4.5-8
Specific gravity 1.025 : 1.010-1.030
Chemical Examination | '
Urine Protein (Albumin) Absent Absent
Urine Ketones {Acetone) Absent ‘ * Absent
Urine Glucose (sugar) . ~ Present 2+ : Absent
Bile pigments - Absent ) Absent
Bile salts Absent Absent
Urobilinogén Normal ' _ Normal
Nitrite ' Negative Negative
Microscopic Examination

Red blood cells Absent Ihpf . Absent
Pus cells (WBCs) 13 Ihpf 0-5
Epithelial cells 1-2 Ihpf ' 0-4
Crystals Absent Absent
Cast ' . . Absent Absent
Amorphous deposits Absent ' ~ Absent
Bacteria Absent - Absent
Trichomonas Vaginalis Absent Absent
Yeast cells Absent Absent
Remark . -

Note : 1. Chemical examination through Dipstick includes test méthods as Protein (Protein Error Principle), Glucose (Glucose
oxidase-Peroxidase), Ketone (Legals Test), Bilirubin (Azo- Diazo reaction),Urobilinogen (Diazonium ion Reaction) Nitrite (Griess

*;l;,?m—‘ Sl }CL

Dr. Firoz Shabbir Sheikh
M.D (Pathology)
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1. Individual laboratory investigations should not be considered as conclusive and should be used along with other relevant clinical examinations to
achieve the finat diagnosis. Therefore these reported results are for the information of referring clinician only

2. The values of a laboratory investigation are dependent on the quality of the sample as well as the assay procedures used. Further all samples
collected outside Metropolis labs/ patient centers are required to be prepared, stored, labelled and brought as per the guidelines of Metropolis.
Metropolis cannot be held liabte for incorrect results of any samples which are not as per the guidelines issued

3. Electronic images in the report are created by electronic processing. Metropolis. makes no expressed or implied warranties or representations with
respect to it and lakes no responsibility for the authenticity, quality and size of the image, affected possibly due to a computer virus or other
contamination

4. Metropolis confirms that all tests have been carried out W|th reasonable care, clinical safety & technical integrity A. However due to certain factors
such as reagent inconsistency, machine breakdown etc. beyond its control which could affect the testing, it does not make any representation or give
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misrepresentation or misuse
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In the matter of :
An application under Articles 226 and 227 of the
- . i Court T : ® ‘
Presented 10 Constitution of India.
=R And
1 In the matter of :
o0 Collector, Balangir. _ " Petitioner.
- Versus -
1 Hazi Md. Ayub Khan, aged about 57 years, »
! son of Abdul Gafar Khan, A )
) < fesideni: of Sivaji Nagar, Kéntabanji,'Di'st.Bol“angir.
| $2. Dr. Md. Ayaz Khan,aged.about 36 years,
son of Hazi Md. Ayub Khan, |
~ resident of Sivaji Nagar, Kantabaniji,
. Dist. Bolangir.
3. Dr. Asma Frheen Khan, aged about 26 years, .
wife of Dr. Md. Ayaz Khan, | | i
resident of Sivajinagar, Kantabanji,
Dist. Bolangir. - | |
>~ (Plaintiffs in the Court below)
4. D. Y. Patil Educational Society, N
2126, E. Tarabai Park, Kolhapur, |
Ma‘har‘_astra-4i6_003, represented by its
President, Sanjoy D. Patil. .



5. Sanjoy D. Patil,
President, D.Y.Patil Education Society,
2126 E.Tarabai Park, Kolhapur, Maharastra-416003.
. 6. Padmashree Dr. D. Y. Patil,
Founder, D.Y.Patil Educational Society, . . :
. 2126 E.Tarabai Park, Kolhapur, Maharastra-416003.
(Nos. 4 to 6 were Defendants 1 to 3 in the court below)
' . s . Opposite parties.
» y‘ -

- " . «
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AFR N THE HIGH COURT OF ORISSA CUTTACK

W.P.(C) No.4667 of 2010

In the matter of an application under Articles 226 & 227 of the

Constitution of India.

Collector, Balangir cees Petitioner
Versus

Opp051te Parties

Mr S P Panda Addltlonal

_Govemment Advocate

THE HONOURABL J USTICE BISWANATH RATH

/
e, : a;-”’

Date of Hearlng and Iudgment 14.12.2022

Biswanath Rath, J. Even after service of notice and appearance of set
of counsel for contesting Opposite Party No.1 appearing for the Plaintiff in
the Civil Suit No.67 02006, nobody is appearing to contest the matter.

2. The Writ Petition involves a challenge to the order of the Civil Judge
(Senior Division), Titilagarh in C.S. No.67 of 2006 in allowing the
f application of the Plaintiff vide Annexure-4 requesting the trial court for

disposing of the suit and passing the order for refund of the Court Fee. On a
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combined reading of Section 89 of C.P.C. and Section 16 of the\-Court"-F ees—"""' "
Act, taking this Court to the nature of disposal of the suit involving a
settlement outside the Court, Mr. Panda, learned Additional Government
Advocate contended that the impugned order does not meet the contingency
of Section 16 of the Court Fees Act. Particularly for there is no involvement
of action in exercise of power under Section 89 of the C.P.C.

3. It is in the above circumstance, Mr.Panda, learned Additional
Government Advocate requests this Court for interfering in the impugned
order and setting aside the séme Considering the contention raised herein by

the learned State counsel through {he. 1mpugned order vide Annexure-5, this

gst themselvesﬁ and the
‘jgreed amount 111 full and

plarnt1ffs have receive
ﬁnan01al of the claimx
Hence~ prayed that-
drspose St 'the suit and’] order for refund of court
ona combrned pleading: e,‘_ :

16 of the* Court fees act.”

It is in cons1derat10n ofy the- above apphcatron getting into the

7)) pleadmgs and the requests “this. Cou‘; ﬁnds “there remains no doubt that the
7l . Plaintiff and the Defendant have compounded the matter amongst
\ themselves without aid of the Court and however there involves a request to
‘; the trial court for passing an order for refund of the Court Fee in terms of
7 Section 89 of C.P.C. and Section 16 of the Court Fee Act. Considering
application of the provision at Section 89 of C.P.C. and Section 16 of the
Court Fee Act by the Plaintiff and the Trial Court also, the Plaintiff in filing
the application and the trial court in passing the impugned order, this Court

i here likes to take reference to the provision referred hereinabove as follows:-
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Section 89 of C.P.C.:- Application to set aside sale on deposit-
(1) Where immovable property has been sold in execytion of a
decree, any person claiming an interest in the property sold at the
time of the sale or at the time of making the application, or acting
for or in the interest of such person, may apply to have the sale
set aside on his depositing in Court.

(a) For payment to the purchaser, a sum equal to five percent of the
purchase-money and

(b)For payment to the decree-holder, the amount specified in the
proclamation of sale as that for the recovery of which the sale
was ordered, less any amount which, may since the date of such
proclamation of sale, have been received by the decree-holder.
(2) Where a person applies under rule 90 to set aside of his
immovable property, he= shall=not, unless he withdraws his

apphcat1on be entlﬂed to make o%,prosecute an application under

\i‘- ~¢

A

Section '{16”‘01‘ Court Fe nd the Feer Where the Court
refers the part1es to the su

modes stated therein. Looking to-t_he pleadings and the prayer involved in
Annexure-4, reading together with the provision contained in Section 89 of
. the C.P.C., this Court finds, the claim for disposal of the suit completely

remaining outside the Court and in no circumstance comes under the

disposal scope of Section 89 of the C.P.C. It is here taking into account the

provision at Section 16 of the Court Fee Act and reading through the

provision taken note hereinabove, this Court finds, this is a mechanism

[,
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ONCEBRRANCE, .

providing refund of Court Fee only in the case, there is reference of a suit to
be disposed of in one of the modes of settlement of dispute referred to in
Section 89 of the C.P.C. For the nature of disposdl/settlement of the dispute
claimed by the Plaintiff as recorded also by the trial court, for the opinion of
this Court the disposal of the suit does not attract any of the provisions under
Section 89 of the C.P.C. It is in the circumstance, there is no question of
application of the provision of Section 16 of the Court Fees Act, 1870 to the
case at hand This Court finds, the impﬁgned order herein against the
provision of law. As an outcome, this Court interferes in the impugned
order, vide Annexure-5 andset’sefsidg:thesémq

4. The Writ Petitjoh.

) L {
Ty ,f ;‘a. T T ’II Sh
sucgéeds. No'cost.;

i
Orissa High Court, Cutta%k.
Dated the 14" day of December,
\' 1

:

2022/Swarna, Junior Stenogra,
" ) o
& }

i
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'Ee*-'iween lf—)lau (\»\ol ’\*YUL) Khaf) Appellant/ﬁe‘hu@nea /PIamtlff
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Advocate (8) to appear for me/us, in the above case and to conduct and prosecute {or defend the
same and all proceedings that may be taken in rereC'r of any application connected with the same
‘orany. decree or order pass: ed therein inciuding all applications for return of documents or receipt - -
of any money that may.be payable to me/us inthe said case and also in appllcatlons forreview and
in appeals under Orissa High. Court Order and in apphcat:ons for leave to appeal Sumeme Court
" {/We authorise my/our Advocate(s) to admn any Coy i fadfidls mo,*orrﬂd Inthasaid aase: i e

C 7 Dated m...é&g./ .................. 120D 2

. Received from the executant (s)
© Satisfied andaccepted as i / We

hold no brief for tfie otherside. , £ TWOPEES B
PRASHANTA KU. NAY ' T s
e ADVOF ‘ \)\r)/%%

EN. No.-O- 1833871
M-70089075H6d as
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(Arising out of W.A. No. of 2023)

In the matter of :

An application for condonation of
delay under section 5 of the
Limitation Act and under Chapater-
VI, Rule 27(a) of the Orissa High
Court Rules ;
And
In the matter of :
Hazi Md. Ayub Khan
& others...... Appellants/Petitioners
-versus-

Collector, Bolangir & others.
....... Respondents/Opposite parties.

To

The Hon’ble Chief Justice of Orissa High

Court and His Lordships companion justices of the said

| i@/% e
Surendra Prasad D

Advocate
NOTARY.CUTTACK

e

Hon’ble Court.



v -2
The humble petition of the

above named Appellants/Petitioners.

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHEWETH:

1. That the appellants herewith challenge the
judgment dated 14.12.2022 passed by the
Hon’ble Single Judge without hearing the case
of the appellant. The said judgment has been
passed by the Hon’ble Single Judge, which is
against the judgment of the Hon’ble Apex Court
passed in case of “The High Court of Judicature
at Madras Rep. by its Registrar General —
Versus- M.C. Subramaniam & ors” reported in
(2021) 3 SCC 560. Hence the judgment dated
14.12.2022 is liable to be set aside and the
judgment dated 15.04.2009 passed by the
learned Civil Judge( SD),. Titilagarh may be

confirmed in favour of the appellant.

2. That the averments made in the Appeal

o)
C}M may form the part of this misc. case.

Surendra Pra s

Advoca-{u_
NOTARY. CUTTACK
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3. That the petitioner has a good prima facie
case to succeed and the balance of convenience lies in

favour of the petitioner.

4. That the petitioners humbly submitted that
the impugned judgment was passed on 14.12.2022. The
Appellant no.1 was dealing with the matter, who was
suffering from different ailments. The
appellants/petitioners have no knowledge regarding
passing of the impugned judgment. After gathering the
knowledge about the judgment , the appellants came to
the advocate for filing of the present appeal . This
appeal was prepared and filed before this Hon’ble
Court. Due to illness of the petitioner no.1, collection
of information and the documents for filling of the
appeal, the delay caused for filling this appeal. Hence
this is not intentional. The petitioners humbly pray for
condonation of the delay of day in the interest of

justice.

Surendrq P7'asa%@2/g

Adh’oca e

NOTARY. CUTTA K
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play unless the delay is condoned, the petiti;ﬁer would

suffer irreparably.

PRAYER

The petitioner therefore, humbly prays that
your lordships would be graciously pleased to allow
this application and condone the delay of  day in

filing the appeal in the interest of justice.

And pass any other or further direction/directions,
judgment/judgments, relief/reliefs which this Hon’ble

Court may deem fit and proper.

And for this act of kindness; the petitioner shall

as in duty bound ever pray.
Cuttack By the petitioners through

Date: D@ -0¢€ - 2022 Advocate P\gw@{ q .

<

Surendrg Prasacl/Dhe:

Advngars
NOTARY, CUTTA




Late Abdul Gaffar Khan, Village-Sivaji Nagar, PS-

Kantabanji, Dist-Balangir, do hereby solemnly affirm

and state as follows ;

1.  That I am the petitioner No.1/ Appellant
No.l in the instant case and have been
duly authorized to swear this affidavit on
behalf of other petitioners/Appellants.

2. That the facts stated above are all true to

the best of my knowledge and belief.

Identified by:
E%)J%j Rumar 7)@[.@'4&(&(

Advocat€’s clerk Deponent

Certificate

Certified that due to non-availability of

catridge paper this petition has been typed in thick
white papers.
Cuttack Advocate Q cwehn

Date: 28.08.2023 For the petitioner

The above named Depone 2009 / W/L/&

Solemnly affirm opa.. |
?}M}& tée%? Surendra Prasad Dha.
.................. q fie sad Dha

ﬂ?w { )Q X NOTARY CUTTACYK
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