
From, 
K.V.Sohan 
Advocate
High Court of Kerala 

Dated : 06-03-2019 
To,

The Honorable Chief Justice and Companion Judges 
High Court of Kerala
Ernakulam

Sir,
I  place  the  following  facts  for  the  consideration  of  all  the 

Honourable Judges in tune with established principles of law, justice, 
fairness and morality.

1. I was one among the 30 applicants for senior designation 
based  on  the  judgement  of  the Supreme Court reported in Indira 
Jaising vs Supreme Court Of India 2017 (9) SCC 766.

2. My name was proposed by one of the Judges of this Court.

3.  In accordance with the judgement of the Supreme Court the 
permanent   committee   for   designation   conducted   interview   on 
16/5/2018.

4.   The permanent committee members were, then Honourable 
Chief Justice Mr Antony Dominic (2) Mr Justice P.N.Ravindran (3) 
Mr Justice K.Surendra Mohan (4) Honourable Advocate General Mr 
C.P.Sudhakara Prasad and (5) Sri N.N.Sugunapalan Senior Advocate.
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5.  After  interview  the  permanent  committee  prepared  point
based format as stated in Para. 73.7 of 2017 (9) SCC 766.

6. The point assigned by the committee to each of the applicants
obtained under the Right to Information Act is Annexure-I.

7.  It seems totally discarding the merit assessment  and points
assigned by  the  Permanent  Committee,  the  names  of  all the 28
applicants were put up for voting by  individual Judges in the closed 
chamber meeting of all the Judges(Full Court).

8.  It  is  also  understood  that  out  of  the  28  applicants  three 
Advocates were able   to muster the votes of 29, 27 and 26 Judges 
respectively.

9. Evidently casting of the votes by the judges was not based 
on the merit and points the applicants were awarded by the 
permanent committee but rather based on their likes and dislikes, 
acquaintance or predilections .

10. Senior designation can only be based on merit and should 
not be founded on intimacy, likes and dislikes or predilections of 
Judges. The Voting totally disregarded the merit.

11. If the way in which all judges sat together voted out the 
meritorious candidate is adopted in deciding cases on various subjects 
what will be the consequence?

12. If the Government of the day after conducting merit based 
selection for a post, say Managing Director of a Public Corporation , 
by a competent selection body is totally   discarded and the State 
Cabinet Ministers by majority or unanimously appoints a person who
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is low in the selection list is challenged what all will be Principles of 
Law this court may state?

13.  If  the  High Court which is conducting examinations for 
selection   for   the   post   of   District   Judges,Munsiff   Magistrates, 
Assistants and peons, discards the selection list and put up for voting 
by  Full  Court,  Will  we  get  the  best  District  Judge?  Munsiff 
Magistrates and Staff?

14. An Advocate who devote his   lifetime and energy   to the 
profession  and  practice  before  this  Court,  the  prestige  of  this 
institution  is  dearer  compared  to  those  whose  relation  with  this 
institution is for a determined period, the date from which he accepts 
the assignment.

15.   I   submit   that   you  have  not  done  justice  and  acted 
conscientiously   towards the Senior members of the Bar, who are 
actively practicing  before this court for last 20 or more years. In the 
interest of Justice the decision which is not based on merit requires to 
be reconsidered applying the combined wisdom of all the Judges.

16. Annexing three comparative chart taking into account the 
points and votes as Annexures II,III and IV. Also enclosing a story 
from ‘wisdom in humour’ by Swami Sivananda published by The 
Divine Light Society,Uttaranjal Himalayas

Yours Truly

K.V Sohan 
Advocate
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