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August 27, 2013.

W.P. No. 24905 (W) of 2013

Shri Vijay Agarwal
-versus-
Life Insurance Corporation of India and others

* Mr. Kishore Datta
Ms. Sumita Shaw
... for the petitioner.

Mr. Soumya Majumder ‘

Ms. Saswati Chatterjee
...for the respondent ne. 1.

The petitioner has been subjected  to z2n enquiry by the
appropriate body under the Life Insurance Corporation of India
(Agents) Regulations, 1972 into the allegations of imprapricty on the
petitioner’s part for the purpose of terminating the agency of the
petitioner. The petitioner complains of the refusal by the body to
summon employees or other personnel engaged by the Corporation
at the behest of the petitioner. .

In the context of the present proceedings, nothing more than
what is absolutely necessary need be said. It would suffice to
recognise that the primary charge against the petitioner is of
causing an application to be made for a policy of a deceased person.
The petitioner’s defence is that at the time that the application was
made, the person was alive and he died subsequently in a road

accident.

The petitioner informed the authority conducting the inquiry
or the disciplinary proceedings by a letter dated July 26, 2013 that
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the petitioner desired to cross-examine “some of the employees of
Life Insurance Corporation of India and the doctors o “The
petitioner harbours the ;mprcssioxm that it is the obligation of the
authority conducting the enquiry to ensure the presence of the
relevant employees of the Corporation or the concerned medical

practitioner to afford the petitioner a chance to cross-examine

them.

In support of the petitioner’s contention, reliance has been
placed on the judgments reported at 1979(1) All ER 209 and 1982
(1) All ER 646 for the proposition that the prosecution cannot
suppress any material fact or key witness if it is within the special
knowledge of the prosecution <that the fact or the witness may
demolish the prosecution case. The principle is too well-known to
be doubted.

In course of any enquiry to assess whether the agent is guilty
of the impropriety complained of, the authority conducting the
enquiry should ensure a fair procedure that would allow the agent a
chance to rebut the charges or disprove the same. Towards such
end, the authority has to facilitate the petitioner calling any witness
for such purpose, as long as the authority is satisfied that the
petitioner is not attempting to delay the process by calling irrelevant
witnesses. But the authority would be no obligation to ensure the
presence of any witness or furnish the names of the cmploycés who
may have been involved in processing the relevant policy. It would
be for the petitioner to discover such facts as would enable the

petitioner to rebut the charges.

The petitioner does not refer to any material or fact for the

application of the principle recognised in the reported judgments.
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WP No. 24905 (W) of 2013 is disposed of by observing that the
authority conducting the enquiry will allow the pctitionci to call any

ng as the evidence is relevant to the issues that arise in

but the authority will not be obl
Corporation or summon such

purpose of the petitioner

witness as lo
the proceedings,
names of any employee of the
ployees or any other person for the

iged to furnish the

em
cross-examining them.

It will be open to the petitioner to forward a copy of this order

immediately to the appropriate authority conducting the enquiry for
¢ the hearing is to be reopened to

the authority to consider whethe
the petitioner’s

afford the petitioner an opportunity to present

evidence.

There will be no order as to costs.

if applied for, be urgently

Certified website copies of this order,
to compliance with all

made available to the parties, subject

requisite formalities.

(Sanjib Banerjee, J.)



- &

THE EOLKATA MUNJ(,!I'AL CORPURATION \ .
I.[EALTII DEPARI'MLNJ

’n‘l‘

iy Q[

_,fl

~-'—-...

ST
220

o~ ——
NN

3 l!'}!l '

l;(:

ot Ng,—.¢ J'\iﬂa:j?
(See Rule 9, W. B. Bith & Death Registration Rules) |
DEATH CERTIFICAT E

(Issued under Sectior 12017 of R.B.D. Act 1964

Thes s wcertily that (he following information jas been taken from i)

or lgmal tecord of deatly whicl; is the register for (Local ALY v i n
-\ N S SR . T G1 -under Kolkata Municipal Corporation of Distrizt

lmll:ata nf State West Bengal, )

Niaune PRH%HNQ‘T —DHS

MName of l"lthllHusb.md g-y P)"CLC 5 ke Dasd

-

\ddres\ '-::.;:- ) H Kﬂb’L L /{?’ML’?’LC’ g),l Ur[\__;‘_}:‘ ,Lbl -

e 9

';':.. 3 A r c‘_.c;{_ Ptk % /L' L(.' s
Date OV—DE&IJJ“ st P( /‘H(//’l /5 (/"L/atl //Q‘: {_{ . ‘j} Lj e

e TR ol
</x LU ji JL, LU‘,c—LLL/‘r e ok T e
”L}!l\fh(“()ll Nr) H‘/ L)‘/O (- N ;L-.'.-I_.g_.l =,

‘I ,‘n‘

F e rn Hm."l lI’l(l()u I, ‘ ol ) O I»} \Q\—I—-——"-—’;'_i:-—f."“
k. ol
Stgnature of lSqmu" authmlh
. , i JU}’*RCUH#GT [\ b B.G.
Daic. . 43 0.0, 0L (ke Caj, 1 ):FF Corporatio;
(CL M. A
No Disclosure shall be made m particulars regardinz (Ne czuse of death
as entered in the Rcrs ¢ §ee proviso o Sectien 17(1)

s o

€ P —7rn_92u m-'!-l()()nnu



i
P0 0000000000000 000000000000000000000<Q

Serial 38.
August 27, 2013.

SG

W.P. No. 24905 (W) of 2013

Shri Vijay Agarwal
-Versus- .
Life Insurance Corporation of India and others

Mr. Kishore Datta
Ms. Sumita Shaw
... for the petitioner.

Mr. Soumya Majumder
Ms. Saswati Chatterjee
...for the respondent no.1.

The petitioner has been subjected to an enquiry by the
appropriate body under the Life Insurance Corporation of India
(Agents) Regulations, 1972 into the allegations of impropriety on the
petitioner’s part for the purpose of terminating the agency of the
petitioner. The petitioner complains of the refusal by the body to
summon employees or other personnel engaged by the Corporation

at the behest of the petitioner.

In the context of the present proceedings, nothing more than
what is absolutely necessary need be said. It would suffice to
recognise that the prfmary charge against the petitioner is of
causing an application to be made for a policy of a deceased person.
The petitioner’s defence is that at the time that the application was
made, the person was alive and he died subsequently in a road

accident.

The petitioner informed the authority conducting the inquiry
or the disciplinary proceedings by a letter dated July 26, 2013 that
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the petitioner desired to cross-examine “some of the employees of
Life Insurance Corporation of India and the doctors ...” The
petitioner harbours the impression that it is the obligation of the
authority conducting the enquiry to ensure the presence of the
relevant employees of the Corporation or the concerned medical
practitioner to afford the petitioner a chance to cross-examine

them.

In support of the petitioner’s contention, reliance has been

. placed on the judgments reported at 1979(1) All ER 209 and 1982

(1) All ER 646 for the proposition that the prosecution cannot
suppress any material fact or key witness if it is within the special
knowledge of the prosecution that the fact or the witness may
demolish the prosecution case. The principle is tao well-known to
be doubted.

In course of any enquiry to assess whether the agent is guilty
of the impropriety complained of, the authority conducting the
enquiry should ensure a fair procedure that would allow the agent a
chance to rebut the charges or disprove the same. Towards such
end, the authority has to facilitate the petitioner calling any witness
for such purpose, aS long as the authority is satisfied that the
petitioner is not attempting to delay the process by calling irrelevant
witnesses. But the authority would be no obligation to ensure the
presence of any witness or furnish the names of the employees who
may have been involved in processing the relevant policy. It would
be for the petitioner to discover such facts as would enable the

petitioner to rebut the charges.

The petitioner does not refer to any material or fact for the

application of the principle recognised in the reported judgments.
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WP No. 24905 (W) of 2013 is disposed of by observing that the
authority conducting the enquiry will allow the petitioner to call any
witness as long as the evidence is relevant to the issues that arise in
the proceedings, but the authority will not be obliged to furnish the
names of any employee of the Corporation or summon such
employees or any other person for the purpose of the petitioner

cross-examining them.

It will be open to the petitioner to forward a copy of this order
immediately to the appropriate authority conducting the enquiry for
the authority to consider whether the hearing is to be reopened to
afford the petitioner an opportunity to present the petitioner’s

evidence.
There will be no order as to costs.

Certified website copies of this order, if applied for, be urgently
made available to the parties, subject to compliance with all

requisite formalities.

(Sanjib Banerjee, J.)
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District : Calcutta.

IN THE HIGH: COURT AT CALCUTTA
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction
APPELLATE SIDE.

Advocate on Record :

~ Ms. Sumita Shaw, Advocate,

28/25, Dhakuria Station Road,
Kolkata-700031.

In the matter of :
W. P. No.2194(W) of 2013.

Subject matter relating to Residuary

falling

under

Group IX of the

Classification List.

In the matter of :

Shri Vijay Agarwai.

... Petitioner.

. - Versus -

Life Insurance Corporation of India and

others.

... Respondents.



SUMITA SHAW ol
a .~ ADVOCATE '
’ 28/25, Dhakuria Station Road, Kelkata - 700031,
) " ' Residence :
14/ 1A, Jogendra Garden, Kolkata - 700078,
Ph. No..9836111231

17th August, 2013

1. The Chief Se}etary
Life Insuraneé Corporation of India,

Yogak-s ma, Jeevan Bima Marg,

2 _The Zonal Manager, Eastern Zone, '
V" Life Insurance Corporation of India, '
4, Chittaranjan Avenue, Hindus-than Building,
Kolkata-700072. .
3. The Bran 'rla/Manager,
Salt LaKke Branch, C Y .
Lifgrinsurance Corporation of India, S s st i
~335, Salt Lake City, Kolkata - 700 064. : '

\

Re: W.P. NO. 24905 (W) OF 2013.
Shri Vijay Agarwal
VS.
Life Insurance Corporation of India and |

others.. =
Sir(s), '

Enclosed please find herewith a copy of the above-appliea_tion under
Article 226 of the Constitution of India along with all annexures thereto
which will speak for itself.

Please note that the aforesaid matter will appear before the Hon'ble
Justice Sanjib Banerjee on 23.08.2013 or soon thereafter as the
business of the Hon'ble Court permits. :

Thanking you.
Yours faithfully,

Q—Dacw%a @Lu .

Advocate.

Enclo : As above.
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' " ' ADVOCATE
28/25, Dhalkuria Station Road, Kolkata - 700031,

* . Residence.:
14/1A, Jogendra Garden, Kolkata - 700078,

Ph! No./9836111231

4 A7 August, 2013
Scenlor Divisional Manager,

Life Insyrance Corporation of India, ; '
KSDO, DD-5, Salt Lake City, w4 F|. o '
Kolkata-700064. g

Re: ' W.P.NO. 24905 (W) OF2013.
i Shri Vijay Agarwal
" VS. -

60000000000 0°

v

others..” 9
O Sir(s), -
|
© Enclosed please find herewith a copy of the above application under
O Article 226 of the Constitution of India along with all annexures thereto
® which will speak for itself. = ; '
Please note that the aforesaid matter will appear before the Hon'ble
@ Justice Sanjib Banerjee on 23.08.2013 or soon thereafter as the
e business of the Hon'ble Court permits. s
@) * Thanking you.
: Younjs faithfully,
,. — )uu.»'l*:
O -~ Advocate.
[®) Enclo : As above.
O
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SUMITA SHAW .

Life Insurance Corpqraffbh of Indiaand " " " :
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SUMITA SHAW

ADVOCATE

Dl s aton Road, Kolkata - 700031,
Residence
AN dopendra Garden, Kolkala - 700078,

. QP:‘E Ph. No. 9836111231

L7t August, 2013

ek Cinief Socretary
Lite asurance Corporation of India,
Yogak-shema, Jeevan Bima Marg,
Mumbai-400021.

2. The onal Manager, Eusterm Zone,
Life lnsurance Corpoiaticn of India,
=, Ui ttaranjan Avenue, Sindus<than Buiiding,
Welieia-700072.

S, e Zranch Manazer F
$al° Lake Branch. o =
Lie tsuranese Do- mrasdald ogia, o
| e . S s
& =2, SE’ FRIR i SHA e = 3(’ \364‘.
R Wil me. 24905 (W) OF 2043.

Shri Vijay Agarwal
VS.
Lii= insurance Corporation of India and
others..

2ase find coave, i 2 o203y of the above applicaticn under
sisie 23 o the Sonouu anoef Lo i o with all annexures thereto
wihnsh wili soeak T ier

i
LS VR

A0t oL woen o will tupear before the Hon'ble
aevje. S5 020U v soon iherealter as the

Yours faithfully,
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Advocate.
Eiicio @ 4s atove.
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District : Calcutta.

IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction
APPELLATE SIDE.

t
]
1
1
Il

-In the matter of :

W.P.No. (W) of 2013.

- And -
In the matter of :

An application under Article 226 of
the Constitution of India.

- And -
In the matter of ;
-Shri Vijay Agarwal.

- Versus -

... Petitioner.

Life Insurance Corporation of India

" and others.
... Respondents.
INDEX
Sl.No. PARTICULARS PAGES
01. | List of Dates. : '
02. .| Points of Law.
03. - | Application under Article 226 of the T
"| Constitution of India. =)
04. | Annexure P-1 : Copy of the Licence. SR
05. [ Annexure P-2 : A compilation of the achieve- >
' ments of your petitioner as an agent of LIC, 5
06. [Annexure P-3 : Copy of the proposal along 7? 947338 3"&;"/“
‘with enclosures. : 0
07. [ Annexure P-4 : Copy of the letter dated 10 10 4/
'August, 2005. L
08. [Annexure P-5 : Copy of the letter dated 307 0 ¢ ASto(103 ENLa
October, 2006 and a copy of the Life Insurance | ladion Sk
_Corporation (Agents) Regulation Rules, 1972. ('i'e‘kb‘h UV/—)
09. [ Annexure P-6 : Copy of the letter dated 207 1]y
-November, 2006. :
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10. | Annexure P-7 : Copy of the show cause notice 27 215
' dated 20" December, 2006 along with the |2& Q{ f
forwarding letter.

11. | Annexure P-8 : Copy of the reply dated 27" /ZS—

. December, 2006.

12. [ Annexure P-9 : Copy of the forwarding letter 4
-along with the final order both dated 10" (2
‘March, 2007 in the disciplinary proceedings.

13. | Annexure P-10 : Copy of the letter dated 6™ 128

November, 2007.
14. | Annexure P-11 : Copy of the Memorial dated [ 2 |
29" June, 2009. i .
15. | Annexure P-12 : Copy of the order dated 12* 1R
August, 2009. W 13% r(/
16. | Annexure P-13 : Copies of the letters dated -
' 14™ September, 2010 and the reply thereto 13 S
‘dated 28"™ September, 2010.

17. | Annexure P-14: Copy of the order dated 18" [0
March, 2013. _

18. | Annexure P-15 : Copy of the letter dated 5% |43
'March, 2013. ' ! = rﬂ,

19. | Annexure P-16 : Copies of the letter dated 23 | g-g/p\'l,” 0
April, 2013. : il

20. | Annexure P-17: Copy of the letter dated 26" | g%

- April, 2013. :

21. | Annexure P-18 : Copy of the letter dated 16" Lo

May, 2013. !

22. | Annexure P-19 : Copy. of the letter dated 22" 161
iMay, 2013.

23. 3Anhexure P-20 : Copy: of the letter dated 3™ 165
June, 2013.

24. | Annexure P-21 : Copy of the letter dated 13™ 160
June, 2013.

25. | Annexure P-22 : Copy of the letter dated 25™ 165
‘June, 2013. :

26. [ Annexure P-23 : Copy of the letter dated 2" &%

; July, 2013. :

27. [ Annexure P-24 : Copy of the e-mail dated 8" | &%
July, 2013. : '

28. | Annexure P-25 : Copy of the letter dated 18" ] 69
July, 2013.

29. | Annexure P-26 :Copy of the letter dated 26" 17 o
-July, 2013.

30. | Annexure P-27 : Copy: of the minutes dated 5 ’;L[

' tAugust, 2013.
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District

Dated

In 1992

13. 02.:2004

12.03. 2012

. Calcutta.

IN THE-HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction
APPELLATE SIDE.

In the matter of :
W.P.No. (W) of 2013.
- And -
In the matter of :
An application under Article 226 of
the Constitution of India.
- And -
In the matter of ;
:Shri Vijay Agarwal. A
' ... Petitioner.
- Versus -
Life Insurance Corporation of India
and others.

... Respondents.

LIST OF DATES
Events.

The petitioner qualified for-the Chairman’s Club.

The petitioner brought in a proposal of one Shri

Prasenjit Das, aged about 23 years for an insurance

policy with LIC.

The proposer duly underwent medical e'xamination



31. 03.:2004

May, 2004

22. 05. 2004

03. 07.2004

10. 08. 2005

from the Authorised Medical Examiner of LIC. Such
proposal was submitted on 25" of March, 2004 and

the same was registered on 31% March, 2004.

The proposal was registered by the LIC. However,
but the respondent authorities proceeded on the

basis that the proposal was registered on 16" April,

2004,

In the first week of May, 2004, the petitioner came to
learn that Shri Prasenjit Das had died in a road

accident on the 10" of April, 2004.

The petitioner duly informed the respondehts of the

death.

Claim Forms: were submitted by the nominees of;_Shri

Das.

The pétitioner received a. letter from LIC through the
Senior Diviéional Manager withdrawing the _peti-
tioner’s authority for givfng Moral Hazards Report on
the ground that on examination of relevant pépers
pertaining to the claim under the six polici'es on the

life of Late Prasenjit Das had found the same to-be a
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30. 10. 2006

20. 11.:2006

26. 12. 2006

bad claim.

LIC registered a Vigilance Case against the petitioner
to investigate and examine the papers relating to the

said policies.

By a letter, the petitioner was duly informed about
registration of Vigilance Case and the petitioner was
asked not to procure any new LIC business till

finalization of the Vigilance Case.

By a letter, the petitioner gave a reply to the said
letter dated 30" October, 2006 stating therein that
the proposa.ls brought by the petitionér had been
converted into policies after completion of all
procedures énd formalities laid down by LIC through

various authorized personnel of LIC.

The petitioner received‘ a notice intimating the
petitioper about initiation of a di;ciplinary .procee:ding
agalns£ the petitioner issued by the Senior Divisional
Manager. Such notice proposed termination of
Agency and. forfeiture of renewal commission and
directed the petitioner to. show cause on various

charges.
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27.12.:2006

10. 03. 2007

15. 03. 2007

06. 11. 2007 :

29. 06. 2009

12. 08.'2009

By a letter, the petitioner duly replied to the said

show cause notice.

By a letter, the petitioner was forwarded the final
order also dated 10" March, 2007 passed by the
Senior Divisional Manager. The petitioner was found

guilty of charges mentioned in the said show cause

" notice and thereby terminating the agency of the

petitioner.

By a letter, the petitioner duly appealed against the
said final order dated 10" March, 2007 before the
Zonal Manager of LIC, Eastern Zonal Office asking
for reconsidération of thg order.

By a letter, the petitioner was informed that the
Competent Authority did not reconsider the aforesaid

appeal.

The petitioner preferred a Memorial before. the

Chairman of:LIC.

By an order passed by the Chairman, the Chairman
held that the penalty imposed on. the petitioner, was

justified thereby disposing of the said Memorial
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20. 07.,2010

14. 09.:2010

28. 09.12010

dated 29" June, 2009.

By a- lettelf addressed: to the respondent No.2
through the petitioner’s Advocate, the petitioner
requested for reconsideration of the said order dated

12" August, 2009, which has not been reconsidered

till date.

By a letter, the petitioner requested the respondent

authorities to withdraw the allegations against the

.. petitioner and to release all commission amounts

due to the petitioner within 15 days from the date of

receipt of the said letter.

The respondent authorities by a letter stated that
such allegations against the petitioner Would not be
withdra_wn and the request was not tenable as the
same have already been settled.by'the said order
dated 12" August, 2009‘passed by thefChairman of

LIC with regard .to the petitioner’s Memorial dated

29" June, 2009.

The petitioner filed a writ application before this

Hon'ble Court.
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18.03.2013

14.04.2013

23.04.2013

By an order, the Hon’ble Justice Dipaﬁkar Datta
allowed the said writ petition and directed that the
proceeding must immediately start from the stage
after submission of reply given by the petitioner. The
Disciplinary Authority was directed to extend
opportunity of hearing to the petitioner and ensuré
that the proceedings are brought to its logical
conclusion as early as poésible, but not. later than

September, 2013.

The petitioner received through Speed Post, a letter
dated 5™ March, 2013 issued by the Senior

Divisional Manager of the respondent no.1 where it

.. appears that in compliance of the order dated 18"

March, 2013, the respondent authorities have sent
the documents mentioned therein which were relied

on by the Disciplinary Authority in the disciplinary

_ proceeding. j

By a letter, the petitioner pointed out before the

respondent authorities that when the order passed

by this Hon’ble Court on 18" March, 2013, how the

respondents; could issue the letter dated 5 March,
2013 in compliance with the order of this Hon’ble

Court.
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26.04.;013 : By a letter, the Manager (L&HPF) of the respondent
no.l informed the petitioner that the date of
issuance of the letter is 5" April, 2013 instead of 5t"

March, 2013.

16.05.2013 : By a letter, the petitioner requested the Senior
Divisional Manager of the respondent no. 1 to let him
know which of the documents the respondent

~ authorities want to .rely and for what purpose so that

the petitioner can prepare his reply effectively.

22.05.52013 : By a letter, the Divisional Manager (In-Charge) of
. the respondent no.linformed the petitioner that all

the documents, put together, which had already

been sent t;o the petitioner by the |etter 5™ April,

: - 2013, comprise the evidence which hava t_Jeen relied

‘ upon by the'DisciplinaryuAuthority in the disciplinary

proceeding. -

03.06.2013 : By a letter, the petitioner mformed the Senlor

Divisional Manager of the respondent no.1 that the
‘ petntloner dld not agree with the handwrltnng expert
~ report, dated 12" July, 2006 and requested, him- that

~the petitioner wants to examine the Medical
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13.06.2013

25.06.2013

02.07.2013

Examiner who had given the reports.

By a letter, the Divisional Manager (In-Charge) of
the respondent no.1 requested the petitioner to

submit the reply in writing along with the documents

* which the petitioner wants to rely at the time of

hearing of the proceedings to enable the

respondents to proceed further as per direction of

this Hon'ble Court.

By a letter, the petitioner requested the respondent

authorities to furnish various documents viz. (1)

]

~ claim Forms submitted by the family members of

Late Prasenjnt Das on 3™ July, 2004; (ii). the letter
issued by the father of the deceased between April,
2004 to 31 December, 2004 requesting for release
of death claim; and (iii) demand notice issued by the
Advocate against inaction to pay the death claim on

31% December, 2004.

. By a letter, the Divisional Manager (In- Charge) of

the respondent no.1 mformed the petltuoner that the
respondent authorities intended to .ﬁx up. a date of
personal hearing of the petitioner wnth the

Disciplinary . Authority on receipt of reply of the



08.07.2013

18.07.2013

26.07.

petitioner and the petitioner was requested to

submit his reply within seven days.

By an e-mai, the respondent authorities informed
the petitioner that the respondent authorities had
received the reply of the petitioner dated 25t June,

2013 and as such the respondent authorities

. requested the petitioner to ignore the letter dated

2" July, 2013.

By a letter, the DiVisional Manager of | the
Respondent _lno.l forwarded three documents as per
the request of the petitioner made‘ on 25% June,
2013 and requested the petitioner to visit the office
of the Divjsional Manager (In-Charge) ' of the

respondent no.1-on 5" August, 2013 at 11.30 A.M.

' by way of .providing an opportunity of personal

heaﬁng.

By a letter, the petitioner informed the Senior
Divisiqnal Manager of the respondent no.1 that the
petitioner, in order to defend himself in-respect of

the chargesf levelled against him, wants to Cross+

.. €xamine some of the employees of the respondent

no.1 and the doctors. In the said letter, : the



05.08.2013

=10

petitioner requested the respondent authorities to

-produce those persons positively on 5" August 2013

for cross-examination.

The petitioner appeared before the Disciplinary
Authority and sought permission to examine those
persons as mentioned in the letter of the petitioner
dated 26" July, 2013 as according to him, the order
of this Hon.’ble Court directs only opportunity of
personal hearing. The petitioner was also informed
that a§ ther'e was no direction in the order of this
Hon’ble Court for examination or cross-examination
and that the Instaﬁt proceeding is not the_ forum for
doing .such examination or cross-examination, the

petitioner would not be allowed to examine or cross

 examine the persons as mentioned in the letter of

the petitioner dated 26™ July, 2013. Finally, the

disciplinary authority concluded the hearing and the

proceedings :of the meeting was incorporated in the
| : , :

* minutes dated 5 August, 2013.
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IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction
APPELLATE SIDE.

In the matter of :
W. P. No. (W) of 2013.
- And -
‘In the matter of : .
‘An application under Article 226 of
‘the Constitution of India.
- And -
In the matter of ;
‘Shri Vijay Agarwal.
' _ .- Petitioner.
- Versus -
Life Insurance ‘Corporation of India
-and .others.

... Respondents.

Points of Law

Whether the final order passed by the Senior Divisional
Manager holding the. petitioner guilty of charges aqd
t%arminatihg the agency of the petitioner under_. Rule 16(1)
afndm(.Z) ’ of the said Rules and forfeitihg all renewal
cjommission payable to.the petitioner under Rule 19(1) read

with Rule 10(6) of the said Rules is tenable in law ?

Whether the Chairman of Life Insurance Corporation of India
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vs;/as :justified in upholding the view of the Senijor Divisional

l\?anager ?

Whether the actions of the respondents have seriously

prejudiced the rights of the petitioner and have consequently

“resulted in loss of livelihood of the petitioner in a manner not -

sanctioned by law ?

Vyhether the punishment imposed on the petitioner is
shockingly disproportionate to the gravity of the charges and

whether the same is sustainable in law ?
1

Whether the decision taken by the respondent authorities as
: :

incorporated in the minutes dated 5" August, 2013 is in
conformity with the directions of this Hon’ble Court ?

E ;

Whether the personal hearing given by the respondent
authorltles is said to be a hearmg in compliance with the

prmcnples of natural justice ?

‘ Whether the petitioner .is entitled to the reliefs prayed for in -

the writ petition ?
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District l Calcutta.

IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
CONSTITUTIONAL WRIT JURISDICTION

APPELLATE SIDE.

In the matter of :

W. P. No. (W) of 2013.
- And -

In the matter, of :

An application under Article 226 of the

Constitution of India.

In the matter of:

A Writ of and/or in the hature of

Mandamus and/or Certio.rari and/or

Prohibition and/or issuance of any

other appropriate writ or writs, order

or orders, direction or directions;

. -And- |

In the matter of:

Life Insurance Corporation of India. :
-And-

In the matter of;
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Life Insurance Corporation of India
(Agents) Rules, 1972.
-And-

In the matter of :

Purported decision taken by the

Disciplinary Authority in the meeting

held on 5" August, 2013 declaring the

proceeding to come to an end.
-And-

In the matter of :

Shri Vijay Agarwal, son of Hari Ram

Agarwal and Tesiding at Flat No. 4-D,

North, Divine Bliss, 2/3, Judges Court

Road, Kolkata - 700 027.

.. Petitioner.
-Versus-

1. Life Insurance Corporation of India,
service through the - Chief
Secretary, Life Insurance Corpo-
ration of India, Yogak-shema,
Jeevan Bima Marg, Mumbai-

400021.

2. The Chairman, Life Insuranqe

Corporation of India, Yogakshema,
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Jeevan Bima Marg, Mumbai-

400021.

3. The  Managing Director, Life
Insurance Corporation of India,
Yogakshema, Jeevan Bima Marg,

Mumbai-400021.

4. The Zonal Manager, Eastern Zone,
Life Insurance Corporation of India,
4, Chittaranjan Avenue, Hindus-

than Building, Kolkata-700072.

5. The Divfsional Manager, Life
Insurance Corporation of India,
KSDO, DD-5, Salt Lake City,
Kolkata-700064.

6. The Branch Manager; Salt Lake
Branch, Life Insuranqe Corporatiqn
of India, CF-335, Salt Lake City,
Kolkata = 700 064.

7. The Disciplinary Authority, Life

Insurance Corporation, Kolkata
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Suburban Divisional Officer, Jeevan
Prava, DD-5, Sector-1, Salt Lake

City, Kolkata-700064.

8. Senior Divisional Manager, Life
Insurance Corporation of India,
KSDO, DD-5, Salt Lake City,
Kolkata-700064.

. Respondents.

To

The Hon’ble Mr.Arun Mishra, Chief Justice and His Companion

Justices of the said Hon’ble Court.

The humble petition on behalf of the

petitioner above named most respectfully -

Sheweth:-
1. The ;petitioner is a law abiding and peace loving citizen of India

and residing at the address furnished in the cause title.

2. The petitioner was a direct Insurance agent of Life Insurance

Corporation of India, Kolkata Suburban Division, Eastern Zonal

Office and having Code N0.97633411D till 27" March, 2007
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since his agency was wrongfully terminated by the respondents

i
being the subject matter of.challenge in this proceeding.

3. The respondent No.1 is Life Insurance Corporation of India, a
statutory body within the meaning of Article 12 ' of the
Constitution of India and having its Head Office at the address
mentioned in the cause title. The respondent No. 2 is the
Chairman of the respondent No.l organization and is the final
authority in all discnplmary matters against the agents of Llfe
Insurance Corporation of India. The respondent No.3 is the
Managing Director of the respondent No.1 organization and is
re;p?nsible for the overall functioning of the organization. The
respondent No.4 is the Zor)al Head for the Eastern Zone of the
respc;mdent No.1 organization and is responsible for tﬁe overall
funcéiohihg of the org'aniza.tion in the Eastern -Zone and is also
the Appellate Authority fqr disciplinary proceedings initiated
agairi.wst agents of Life Insurance Corpqration of India. The
respcjmdent No.5 is the Divjsional Head of the Salt Lake: Branch
of kolkata Suburban Divisional Office of Life Insurance
Corporatlon of India and is the Disciplinary Authorlty for
proceedings Initlated against agents of Life Insurance
Corppration of India. The respondent No.6 is.the Head of the
Salt ].ake Branch of the respondent No. 1 organiéatlon being the

Branch where the petitioner was attached at the relevant time. :

i
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4. The betitioner states that the petitioner became an agent of Life
Insurance Corporation of India (hereinafter referred to as UC),
beiné the respondent No.1 herein in the year 1988 and has since
actec._;l successfully as such. The petitioner brought proposals to
LIC estimating on an average Rs.8 Crores annually with a yearly
payment of premium of more than Rs.40 lal;hs The petitioner'’s
total. business to LIC in force as of date will be approximately
Rs. 102 Crores with a first premium income of Rs.3 Crores. The
petntloner has issued insurance coverage for more than 4,000

lives; which bring it a renewal commission of Rs.15 lakhs a year.

Photostat copy of the Licence is annexed herewith and marked

as Annexure “P1”,

? The petltloner qualif“ed for the Chairman’s Club in the year 1992

and has also-been qualifying for the Million Dollar Round Table of

LIC agents for the last 12 years. The petitioner-has occupied

various. prestigious positions as an agent of LIC for since the

yearf§1989. The petitioner also occupied the first position.in tﬁe
club ‘i:for four years. The petitioner was invited as a teacher to
Tralning Classes for agents of LIC at the Training Centre both at
the Dlwsional Level Training Centre as also at the Zonal Level
Trair;lng Centre. The petltsoner has also been a regular Invitee

by most of the branches of LIC and at the Divisional Offices for

motiyating ofher agents of LIC. The petitioner is a founder

'
|

!



P00 0000000000000 000000000000000000000

mem:ber of the Corporate Club of LIC and had been WOrking as a

direét agent of LIC for more than 18 years i.e. up to March,

2007.

A cdrnpilation of the achievements of the petitioner as an agent

of LIC is annexed hereto and marked as Annexure “P2”.

. The ipetitioner is the sole bread earner of the family which

1

consists of himself, his wife, two children both of whom are
going to college and dependant mother. The petitioner’s mother
earns a paltry sum of Rs.3,000/- per month as widow’s pension.
The épetitioner's primary and only source of earning was the
commission he received from the Policies he procured for Life

Insurance Corporation of India as the petitioner was a full time

- LIC Agent with no other occupation.

i

. The petitioner states that in an around 13" February, 2004 the

petitioner brought in a proposal of one Shri Prasenjit Das, aged
aboul.t 23 years for an insurance policy with LIC. This being the
15‘P;Plicy of Prasenjit Das through the .petitioher, the pétitioner
dulygcaused 'e'nquiries and submitted his Moral hazard Report
along Witﬁ such proposal. The petitioner states that fhé
petitgon,er thought that the proposal was genuine and would
mattjre into a Policy. The broposal being rather large attracted

special reports, which were done by various medical laboratories



authorized.by LIC for the purpose. The proposer duly underwent
medgcal examination' from - the Authorised Medical Exammer of
LIC on the 12" of March, 2004 and the proposer duly signed the
same in the presence of the Authorised Medical officer. The
petitioner states that the Authorised Medical Examiner as per
practlce directly sent the proposal to the respondent no. 6. The
petlt:oner subsequently learnt that such proposal along with
Medlcal Reports was submltted on the 25™ of March, 2004 and

the same was registered on 31 March, 2004.
i =
Photostat copy of the propesal along with enclosures is annexed

hereto and marked as Annexure “p3”,

. The petnt:oner states that the proposal was duly scrutmized by

the respondent authontaes, primarily the respondents no. 6 and
thereafter by the respondent no.5 herein above. As the
proposals were in order end no defects or deficiencies arose
durlr]'g such scrutiny ﬁnally"6 policies were issued in ‘the name of

the p;roposed=the details of which are given herein below:

Sl Policy No. Sum Assured Quarterly Premium
No. ‘ ' (Rs.) __(Rs.)
i.. | 423881681 1,01,000 587 |
ii. 423881682 1,01,000 ' 627 |
iil.i 423881683 : 1,01,000 , 631
iv. 423881684 1,01,000 615
V.. 423881685 1,01,000 567 |
vi. 423881686 10,00,000 1,325 |
' . i (half yearly) }
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9. The petitioner states that such proposal was duly scrutinized by
the respondent no.5 and duly approved by the respondent no. 6
and such policy was finally accepted and Policies issued. The
petitioner states that the petitioner subsequently learnt from the
respdndent authorities that the proposal was registered only on
the_ 31St Marc;‘h, 2004 after completion of necessary paperwork

'and due éompliance of formalities although the pfoposal was
received on the 25 of March, 2004. The pétitioner states that
the 'Policies _however commenced on and frqm the 28" of

February, 2004.

i :
. Itis ;submitted in this connection that though the proposal was

registered by the LIC on 31 March, 2004, but the respondent
auth&sprities, proceedgd on_ the basis that the proposa'l was
regis:tered on 164" April, 2004. Hence, the respondents
brocéeded on a wrong basis and contrary to the documents on
record.

7 The‘?petifioner states that «in the first week of May, 2004, the
Lﬁvetitioner came to learn that Shri Prasenjit Das had died in a
lroadéacg:i;lqnt on the 10" of April, 2004 on his way to Digha. The
petiti:oner received such information frorq the nominees .Qf the
dece;ased. Thg petitioner after having come to know of the death

duly informed the respondents of the death on the 22™ of May,
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2004. Claim Forms were submitted by the nominees of Shri Das

dated 3™ July, 2004 at the office of the respondent no.6 on 5th
July, 2004,

The petitioner states that the petitioner received a letter from
LIC through the Senior Divisional Manager dated 10 August,
2005 withdrawing the petitioner’s authority for giving Moral
Hazards Report with regard to intending client's with immediate
effeqt. The reasons of such withdrawal being that LIC on
exan'gmination of relevant papers pertaining to the claim under the
Six p.olicies on the life of Late Prasenjit Das had found the same
to be a bad claim. Even after such withdrawal, LIC accepted the

busiriess earned by the petitioner for LIC which was to the tune
l

of R§.4-5 crores.

Photostat copy of the said letter dated 10 August, 2005 is

annq’xed herewith and marked as Annexure “P4”,

The 'petitioner states that the petitioner is not aware what
constitutes a Bad Claim. The petitioner states that such: letter
was iissued to the petitioner after expiry of more than a-year
sincé the claim of Late Prasenjit Das. The petitioner states that
till tljen jno Show Cause had been issued on the betitionér gividg

the petitioner an opportunity to defend himself against any

charges.
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14. The petitioner states that LIC registered a Vigilance Case being

15,

16.

Regu:lar Vigilance Case No.VIG/EZ/811/9629 against the
petiti:oner to investigate and examine the papers relating to the
said policies which was informed to the petitioner by letter dated
30" October, 2006. By the said letter the petitioner was asked
not to procure any new LIC business in accordance with Rule
16(3§) of the Life Insurance Corporation of India (Agents)
Regulations/Rules, 1972 (hereinafter referred to as “the said

Rules”) till finalization of the Vigilance Case.

Photostat copy of the said letter dated 30 October, 2006 and a
copy of the Life Insurance Corporation (Agents) Regulation

Rules, 1972 are annexed hereto and marked as Annexure “P5”.

The betitioner has not been communicated of the result of such

vigilance case till date.

The petitioner states that by the said letter dated 30" October,
2006 the Competent Autho’rity'alleged that on reviewing policy
bearing No. 423881681 various alleged anomalies were noticed.

Such anomalies were. in the nature of: —

a) Algl the policies were adjusted against a proposal deposit vide

BOC No. 11657 on 12" February, 2004 in the name of one

|
|
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+Shri R. L. Gupta and no deposit was made in the name of the

deceased policy holder.

b) All proposals though dated 25% March, 2004 were registered
-on 16™ April, 2004 i.e. after the death. No information

regarding the death of life assured was given to the office

before registration.

c) It'_ has been established that the proposals relating to the said

policies were not signed by the Life Assured.

d) In the proposal, a cousin brother, Shri Biswajit Das, was
named as nominee while the parents of the deceased is allve

and thus insurable interest is under question.

The .petltloner states that such letter was not a Show Cause
i
notlce but it in effect suspended the License till ﬁnahzatlon of the

viglia_nce case.

17. The petitioner states. that it is the discretion of the: proposer to

appoiint a nominee and the petitioner has no say whatsoever in
the said matter. The petitioner denies ‘that the proposals were
not %ign‘ed‘:byi' the proposer. The petitioner states that not only
werei tha_proposa|s signed by the proposer but the proposer alsa

underwent various medical tests as was mandatory. The
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petit oner states that after submission of a proposal with the
authorrzed medical examiner it is for the respondent authoritles
to take action in the matter by issuing insurance policies and it is
not open to the agent to act any further in the matter. The
petltloner states that BOC No. 11657 dated 12" February, 2004
in the name of one Shri R, L. Gupta had inadvertently been
entered against the Proposal. Hence, BOC No. 11657 against the
said ,proposal'was accepted-and approved b'y the respondents.

18. The ;i:»etitioner,states that by a letter dated "20"‘ November 2006
the petttloner gave a reply to the said letter dated 30t October
2006! statlng therein that the proposals brought by the petntnoner
had i been converted mto policies after completion of all
procézdures and formalities: laid down by LIC. Such formalities
were completed through various authorized personnel of LIC.
The petntroner further stated that the policies were adjusted
under third party BOC i.e. under the name of Shri R.L. Gupta. by
LIC. The claims after the death of Shri Das were made to the
Claims Manager, and was u!tlmately sent to the Divisional Ofﬂce
for tne satisfaction of Shri" P. B. Roy, who was then the Sen:or

Dlvis;ional Manager.

Photostat copy of such letter. dated 20" November, 2006 is

annexed hereto and marked as Annexure “P&”,
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The ;;:petitioner states that the petitioner thereafter received a

notié’e dated 20" Decem_ber, 2006 intimating the petitioner

abouf initiation of a disciplinary proceeding against the petitioner
.; .

under Rules 16(1)(a) and (b) read with Rule 19(1) and 10(6) of

the Life Insurance Corporation (Agents) Rules, 1972 issued by

the Senior Divisional Manager. Such notice proposed termination

of Agency and forfeiture of renewal commission and directed the

petitioner to show cause on the charges that -

0F

(ii)
!

The six policies in the name of Shri Prasenjit Dés
introduced by the petitioner were not signed by the life

assured, namely, Shri Prasenjit Das.

Such policies were adjusted aéai,nst a proposal deposit

~with BOC No. 11657 dated 13™ February, 2004 .in the

_name of Shri R. L. Gupta and.no deposit was made in

the name of the c_]eceased policy holder, Shri Prasenjit

Das.

The proposal resuited in six policies on the life df Shri
Prasenjit Das with registration dated 16t April, 2004,
The policy was in pre-death claim, who died on 10%

Apjril,"2004,.which was before the registration of the

; poiiciés even thodgh the proposals twere:dated' 25M

March, 2004.
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(iv) The signature of the life assured on the proposal papefs
and related documents of the policy were proved to be

vague and no intimation on the death of the life assuréd

was sent to LIC by Shri V. K. Agarwal.

20. The petitioner states that such purported notice did not disclose

21,

any @documents through which such charges were to be proved

nor did it disclose the name of the witness to be produced at the

trial.

The :petitioner states that by such notice the respondents

'prop'osed to terminate the petitioner’s agency and also forfeit

renewal comm:ssnon payable to the petitioner. The pet«tnoner was
dlrected by such notice to show cause in writing within 15 days
as tq why he should not be held guilty of such charges and the

punishment proposed should not be imposed on the petitioner.

Photostat copy of the said show cause notice dated 20"
December, 2006 along with the forwarding letter is annexed

hereto and marked as Annexure “P7".

22. The ;f:etition,e,r states that b.y a letter dated 27" December; 2006

the ;;)etitioner duly replied to the said show cause notice dated

20" December, 2006. The petitioner duly stated therein that the
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sngnatures and the proposals were of the deceased introduced by

the petltnoner and stating ‘that the proposal was registered on

31t March, 2004. The petitioner also stated that the petltioner

being unaware of the death of the policy-holder had not

informed LIC and only informed LIC of the same in May, 2004.

Photostat copy of the said reply dated 27" December, 2006 is

annexed hereto and marked as Annexure “p8”.
! i

. It is stated in this connection that as an agent, the petitioner had

no o:bligatlon to inform’ the LIC about the death- of the policy
ho|d<lar. The proposals having been registered on 31t March,
2004 and the policy holder having expired on 10'™ April, 2004, it

L

was ‘incumbent on the beneficiaries and/or the nominees to

mform the LIC of the death of the pohcy holder.

The ;’petitio'ner states that by a letter dated 10™ March, 2007 the
petit’ionec was forwarded the final order also dated 10™ March,
2007§ by the Senior Divisional Mdnager in respect .of the
procriaedings initiatedl ‘under the said R:ules. The petitioner was
theréin allegedly found guilty of chérges mentioned in the said
show c_ag§e:dotice ‘d_ated.ZO"‘ Deéember, 2006 and _therepy
terminating the agenéy of the petitioner under Rule 16(1) and

(2) é)f the said Rules and forfeiting all renewal . commission

'
‘
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payable to the petitioner under Rule 19(1) read with Rule 10(6)

of the said‘Rules.

Photestat copy of the said :forwlarding letter along with the final
orde;' both dated 10" March, 2007 in the disciplinary
proceedings is annexed hereto and marked as Annexure “P9”,

The .ipetitioner states that;the said purported final order was
cryptfic and does not disclose any ground for holding the
petitgoner guilty of charges as mentioned in the show cause
dated 20% December, 2006 The said impugned Order was made
mecnamcally without dnsclosmg the materials which were taken
in consnderation nor any reasons were assigned for the conclu-
sion errived ét in the said impugn'ed order. In the said impugned
Order tnere Was no ﬂnding to the effect that the petitioner has

comr,'nitted,an‘y fraud.

It is ,submltted that since no reasons were spelt out in the final
order, no subjective satlsfdctnon has been rendered therein |n
support of- the finding of guilt. No opportunity of hearing was
glven to the. petitioner. The entire proceeding was held in an
arbltrary and- unfair manner It is well settled that there cannot

be any fair appeal to an unfair trial,
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27. The petitioner states that ithe petitioner duly appealed against

N
(00]

N
(X}

the §aid final order dated 10" March, 2007 before the Zonal
Man:-;\ger of LIC, Eastern Zénal Office by a letter dated 15%
March, 2007 asking for reconsideration of the order. By a letter
datea 6" November, 2007 the petitioner was informed that the

Competent Authority did not reconsider the aforesaid appeal.

Photc;astat copy of the said letter dated 6™ November, 2007 is

annexed hereto and marked as Annexure “P10”

b

. It would appear from the letter dated 6 Nbverﬁber, 2007 that

the appellate authority did not apply its mind and has passed

one 'line order rejecting the appeal of the petitioner. The
i

appellate authority did not discharge its duties aé required in law
and has acted mechanically and in compl‘ete non-application of

mlnd,.

v
1

. It is well :settled principle of law that the appellate authority has

the éuty to give reasons, give an opportunity of hearing dealing
with ?the contentions raised in the appeal, consider the evidence
on record and express its own views and pass a reasoned ordelr.
In tﬂis case, the appellate authority did not discharge its duties
and ifunctions as an appellate authority .and has mechanically

rejected the appeal of the petitioner.

1

|
H
!
i
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. The petitioner states that the petitioner accordingly preferred a

=ifgs

The 3petitioner states that the Order of Appellate Authority was
equa%lly cryptic and no reasjon whatsoever-was asslghed for as fo
why}the said appeal was dismissed. The said impugned Order
was thus wholly without any reason and does not show any
appli:cation.of mind by the Appellate authority. In the said order
also i:l1e Appellate Authority did not come to any finding that any

]

fraud was practiced or involved.

The petitioner states that Lmder the Agents (Regulation, 1972)
afterx- the appeal, an agent :gets a further opportunity to present
a. memorial to the Chairmap of the Corporation within the peridd
of t;h;ree months from. the date of receipt by the agent a.copy pf
the c';)rder of the App_ellant' Authority and in terms of the said
Proviision. Thé Chairman is required to make an enquiry as he
deerﬁs necessary and to pass such Order thereon as thé

circuimstances of the case justify.

i

Memorial dated 29" June, 2009 before the Hon’ble Chairman of
LIC to kindly consider the Memorial.
Photé)stat copy of the said Memorial dated 29" June, 2009 is

annexed hereto and marked as Annexure “P11”.
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33. The petitioner states that by an order dated 12" August, 2009

34.

passed by the Chairman and communicated to the petltloner by
a letter dated 14™ August, 2009 inter alia held that the penalty
imposed on the petitioner was justified thereby disposing of the

said Memorial dated 29" June, 2009.

Photostat copy of the order dated 12™ August, 2009 is annexed

hereto and marked as Annexure “P12”.

The;petitioner states that by a further letter dated 14"
September, 2010 the petitioner requested the respondent
Authioritles to withdraw the'allegations against the petitioner and
to release all commission amounts due to the petitioner within
15 qays from the date of receipt of the said letter dated 14th
September, 2010. Such demand for justice on behalf of the
petitioner was duly received by the respondents and replied to
by a Ietter dated 28" September, 2010 stating that such

allegatlons agamst the petltxoner would not be wnthdrawn and

“the (equest was not tenable as the same have already been
| '

settled by the said order dated 12" August, 2009 passed by the
Chaifman of LIC with regard to the petitioner’s Memorial dated

29" June, 2009.
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Photostat: copies of such letters dated 14" September, 2010 and
the reply thereto dated 28™ September, 2010 are annexed

heret;:o and collectively marked as Annexure “P13”.

“a

The betitlo‘her states that the Chairman of the Respondent No.1

went:f beyond the memorial as well as orders of the disciplinary
authority as well as appellate authority in passing the impugned
order In passing the said lmpugned Order the Chalrman did not

guve .the petitioner a heanng nor considered the facts m proper

perspectlve. The Chalrman proceeded on the basis that the

petitioner had proposed insurance on the life of a dead person

overlooking the fact that the proposal was made out when the
deceased was alive. He also overlooked that the deceased as a

proposed policy holder duly appeared for various medical
exammatuons before varnous doctors and cllmcs whuch were

!
reco?mzed by the Life Insurance Corporation. The said Chalrman

'WIthout any foundation came to the conclusion that medical

reports-were-manlpulated in commg to the said conclusion the
Chalrman overlooked the fact that no dispute was raised agalnst
the ri'nedlcal reports either before the Disciplinary Authorlty or

before the Appellate Authoraty

The Chasrman also came to the conclusion that the petmoner

“had | defrauded the - Corporation. The Chairman: found the

i
|
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petitioner guilty of a charge which the petitioner was not
defe;E;\ding.

The Epetitioner states that the Chairman of the Respondent, on
the materials on record could not have come to ahy edditional
finding on charges which were not there either before the
Disci'plinary Authority or the Appellate Aufhority.

The fpetitioner states that on the findings entered by the
D:scnphnary Authority and the Appellate Authority, even if such
f‘ndlng was sustained, the petntloner was entitled to commnssion
on premlum received by the respondent.no.1 in respect of the
buaness secured by the petitioner even after termination but by
reasen of the final order, the petitioner has been debarred from
recel'ving the commission ~on the premiums received by the
respondent no. 1 in respect of the business secured by the

petitioner as such agent.

The petitioner states that at no stage did the Chairman’ of the
Respondent No.1 disclose his mind and/or serve a notice to the
petitioner indicating that he was inclined to hold the petitioner
guilty of fraudulent act and or a manipulator of medical 'reports,

which were not findings of: the Disciplinary Author'ity as well as

the Appellate Authority.
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- 40, The betitioner states that the said order of the Chairman of the

Respfondent No.1 has, thus-vitiated in law and is liable to be and

. should be set aside.

Challenging the action of the respondent authorities, the
petitioner filed an application under Article 226 of India before
this Hon’ble Court which was registered as W.P.N0.12898 (W) of

2012 (Vijay Agarwal -Versus- Life Insurance Corporation and

othe(s).

. The isaid writ petition was taken up for hearing on various

occa;aions by His Lordship the Hon'ble Justice Dipankar Datta.
Flnally on 18‘h March 2013 His Lordship was pleased to allo‘w
the sald wrlt petitlon mter-alla, holding that omission to furmsh
the qpmlon of the hand wrltmg expert together with the dlsputed
signatures to“t'he petitioner constitutes a serioua infirmity.in the
decis;ion. making process of the Chairman and it .is in clear
viola;tion of principle of fairness, transparency and non-
arbltrarmess ‘which is the sole of Article. 14 of the Constitution of
Indla His. Lordship was further pleased to hold that as the
Chaifman has levelled. new allegations in hns order and has found
the petltloner to be guilty thereof, His Lordship was of the view

that 'lt was. not open to the Chairperson to proceed to hold the

petlt;oner gunlty of an allegat|on for which he was never charged.

His Lordship was further pleased to hold that the: proceedmgs

!
|
|
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havmg been conducted in. clear breach of prlnclple of natural
Justlce, the order of the Chairman and the orders that merged in
hle order are indefensible. Accordingly, His Lordship was pleased
to set aside the said' order. His Lordship was further pleased to
direct that considering the gravity of the allegations levelled
against the petitioner, the proceeding must immediately start
from. the stage after submission of reply given by the petitioner.
It was further directed that the Corporation shall make avallable
to the petitioner withln a fortnight from the date of receipt of a
copy of the order all documents that it seeks to rely on to derive
home the allegations levelled against the petitioner. The
Dlsc1p|mary Authority shall thereafter extend opportunity of
hearing to the petitioner and ensure that the proceedings are
brought to lts logical conclusion as early as poss:b!e but not
IaferI than September, 2013. His Lordship was also pleased to
d:rect that the petitioner shall be entltled to submit: evxdence in
suprrt of his defence and raise appropriate contertions which

shall;be given the, considerations the same deserves.

|
Photostat copy of the said order dated 18" March, 2013 is
annexed herewith and marked as Annexure “P14”,
Surpirisingly, on 14 April, 2013 the petltaoner recetved through
Speed Post, a letter dated 5" March, 2013 issued by the Senior

Dthslonal Manager of the resporident no.1 where it appeafs that
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in compliance of the order dated 18 March, 2013, the
respéndent' authorities ha\/e sent the documents mentioned

therem which were relied on by the Disciplinary Authority in the

dlsciplmary proceeding.

Photostat copy of the said letter dated 5" March, 2013 is

annexed herewith and marked as Annexure “P15”.'

44, On recelvmg the said Ietter the petitioner by a letter dated 23™
Apnl 2013 pointed out before the respondent authorities that
when the order passed by this Hon'ble Court on 18"‘ March
2013 how the respondents could issue the letter dated 5
. March, 2013 in compliance with the order of this Hon'ble Court. -
1 s ' '
Photostat copy of the said letter dated 237 April, 2013 is
' annexed herewith and marked as Annexure “P16”,
45. On 26‘h Apnl 2013, the Manager (L&HPF) of the respondent no.1
lnformed the petitioner that the date of issuance of the letter is

, 5" Aprl!, 2013 instead of 5™ March, 2013.

t

Photbstat copy of the said letter dated 26t April, 2013 is

annexed herewith and marked as Annexure “P17”,
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46. By the letter dated 5% March, 2013 which was dlleged to be 5t
April;: 2013, the respondent authorities forwarded host of
o docu;'nents fo the petitibner In such curcumstances, the
petltioner by a letter dated 16" May, 2013 requested the Senior
Divisional Manager of the respondent no. 1 to let him know

which of the documents the respondent authorities want to rely

and for what purpose so that the petitioner can prepare his reply

effectively.

i

PhotPStat copy of the said letter dated 16%™ May, 2013 js

annexed herewith and marked as Annexure “P18”.
| 3 : g

47 In reply to the letter of the petitioner dated 16" May, 2013, the
ans;onal Manager (In- Charge) of the respondent no. 1, by ia
Ietter dated 22™ May, 2013 informed the petitioner that all the
docu'ments put together, which had already been sent fo the
petltloner by the letter 5™ April, 2013, compnse the evidence

R whlch have been relied upon by the Disciplinary Authority in the
disci pl ir!ary. proceeding.
.i | l
Photostat .copy of the said letter dated 22 May, 2013 is

annexed herewith and marked as Annexure “pP19”,

! ) ' ;
48. Thereafter, by a letter dated 3% June, 2013, the petitioner
informed the Senior Divisional Manager of the respondent no.1
|

!
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that ;the ‘petitioner did no'r agree with the handwriting expefrt
repoft dated 12" July; 2006. The petitioner reserved His. right to
prod}uce necessary evidenoe in this regard. The petitioner also
raieed his objection that M-edical Reports/Documents containing
the signetores of Late Prasenjit Das have not been sent to the
hanqswriting expert for his opinion. In tne said.'j'letter, the
petit{:oner also reserved his right to produce oral and

documentary evidence in support of his defence in course of the

proceedings to be held as dlrected by this Hon’ble Court by the

'order dated 18th March, 2013 In the said letter the petitioner

l
categorically mentioned that the petitioner wants to examine the

Medical Examiner who had given the reports.
Photostat copy of the said letter dated 3 June, 2013 is annexed
=

herewith and marked as Annexure “P20”.

On 13"June, 2013, the Divisional Manager (In-Charge) of the

| -
respondent no 1 by a letter requested the petitioner to submlt

the |rep!y m wnting along with the documents Wthh the

5 petltioner wants to rely at the tame of hearing of- the proceedings

to enable the respondents to proceed further as per directnon of

this Hon'ble Court.

Photostat copy of the sald letter dated 13™ June, 2013 is

annexed herewnth and marked as Annexure “pP21”,
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50. In response to the letter of the respondent authorlty dated 13"‘

i
June, 2013 the petltloner by a letter dated 25" June, 2013

made a representation before the Senior Divisional Manager of
the respondent no.l. In the said letter dated 25% June, 2013,
the petitioner requested the respondent authorities to furnieh
varidus documents viz. (i) claim Forms submitted by the family
members of Late Prasenjit Das on 3™ July, 2004; (ii) the letter
|ssued by the father of the deceased between April, 2004 to 31
December, 2004 requesting for release of death claim and (iii)
demand notice issued by the Advocate against inaction to pay
the death claim on 31% December, 2004,
I
Photostat copy of the said letter dated 25" June, 2013 is

annexed herewlth and marked as Annexure “P22”,

!
\

'

By & letter dated 2™ July, 2013, the Divisional Manager (In-

Charge) of the respondent no.1 informed-the petntloner that the

respondent authontves intended to fix up a date of personal
hearmg of the petitioner with the Disciplinary_Authority on
recei:pt.of reply of the petitioner. In such circumstances, the
petitiioner wa_e requested to;submit his reply within seyen days. :

Photostat copy of the said letter dated 2™ July, 2013 is annexed

herewith and marked as Annexure *P23%.

!
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By a;n e-mail dated 8" July, 2013, the respondent authorities
infori‘ned the petitioner that the respondent authorities had

received the reply of the petitioner dated 25% June, 2013 and as

'suchi the respondent authorities requested the petitioner to

ignore the letter dated 2™ July, 2013.

Phot@stat copy of the said e-mail dated 8™ July,.2013 is annexed
he;'e\:/vith and marked as annexure “P24”,

i
By a! letter dated 18" July, 2013, the Divisional Manager of the
Respfondent no.1 forwardec'! three documéhts as per the réque;.t
of th:e petitioner made on 25™ June, 2013. By the said letter, the
petitioner was requested to visit the office of the Divisional
Manager (In-Charge) of the respondent no.1 on 5% August, 2013
at 1;1.30 A.M. by way of providing an opportunity of pefsonal
heari?ng'.

\
Ph"otc‘pstat copy of the said letter dated 1,8‘h July, 2013 is annexed

herewith and marked as Annexure “P25",

The petitioner by a letter dated 26" July, 2013 informed the
| {

Senior Divisional Managef of the respondent no.l1 that the

petitjoner, in order to defend himself in respect of the charges

1

levelled against him, wants to cross-examine some of the
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emproyees of the respondent no.l and the doctors viz. 0)

emproyees who were connection with the registration of the

Aproposal forms, (i) the empanelled Medical Exammer who

examined Late Prasenjit Das as well as the authorized
empanelled doctors who p'repared the special medical reports;
(iii) the officers who under-wrote the proposal accepting the
same; and (iv) the investigating officer who was deployed by the
respondent no.1 to investlgate the case after the death of Late
Prasenjlt Das. In the saxd lettér, the petitioner requested the

respondent authorities to produce those persons positively on 5t

August 2013 for cross-examination.
Photostat copy of the said letter dated 26 July, 2013-is annexed

herewith and marked as Annexure Y'P26".

! : . ..
On St“ August, 2013, when the petitioner appeared before the
DiscnPhnary Authonty and sought permission to examme those

persons as mentioned in the letter of the petitioner dated 26t

-July,, 2013, the Dlsc1pllna_ry Authority refused to allow the

» petltqoner to- examine those persons. Moreover, the petmoner

was lmformed that as  per the order of this Hon'ble Court, only

_opportumty of personal hearing was extended to the petitioner

and :the petnhoner ‘was free to place his submission. The

| 1

petutioner was also mformed that as there was no direction:in the

order of this Hon’ble Court for examination or cross-examination
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and that the instant proceeding is not the forum for doing such
exartflination or cross-exarnlnation, the petitioner would not oe
allovs;ed to examine or cross examine the persons as r'nentione‘d
in the letter of the petitioner dated 26% July, 2013. Finally, the
_disciplinary authority concluded the hearing and the proceedings
of tne meeting was incorporated in the minutes da'ted 5."‘
August, 2013,

Photostat copy of the minutes dated 5" August, 2013 is annexed

herewnth and marked as Annexure “p27”.

In the said meeting, the petitioner categorically submitted that

‘ exarnlnation and cross-examination of the persons mentioned in

the letter of the petitioner dated 26 July, 2013 is very much

necessary to prove the petitioner as innocent.

The oetutloner submits that. by the order dated 18™ March, 2013,
His Lordshlp the Hon'ble Justice Dipankar Datta was pleased to
specifically c_lnrect that the proceedings against the petitioner
must_' immediately start from the stage after submission of reply
glven by the petitloner In the said order, His Lordship the
Hon’ble Justice Dlpankar Datta was also pleased to direct the
respondent authorities to extend opportunity of personal hearing

to the petitioner. As per dlrectlon of this Hon’ble Court and in

accordance with the princuples of natural justice, the petitloner
f :

!
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shou]d be given an reasonable opportunity of hearing, that
{ - ®

mear'ns, the hearing must be a genuine and effective hearing and

not to comply with empty formality._ The respondents being the

welfare State are duty bound to act fairly and reasonably.

The petitioner submits that instead of giving the petitioner
propér opportunity of hearing, the respondents maintained only
empty forrhality. Such forrﬁal hearing is only to show that the
respci)ndents have complied with the order of this Hon'ble Couri;
though the petitioner was not brovided with propel; opportunity

to substantiate his case.

The j'petitioner submits that the petitioner should have beén
givef:w an 'effe:ctive opportuqity c;f hearing ‘and since this was n?t
donq, the principle qf natLiral justice has been violated and a;s
suchithe declaration of conclusion of hearing as- incor;laorated ;n
the éninutes dated 5™ August, 2013 stood vitiated. In such a

situation, on the basis of the fake hearing, the respondent

authorities.should not be allowed to take any final decision.

[l
i

It is%submitted that the persons mentioned in the letter of the
petitioner dat.ed 26" July, 2013 are required to be examined in

the proceedings for proving; innocence of the petitioner.,
. ' . ]
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62. It lsisubrnitted that opportunity of hearing as directed by this
! : X

63.

64.

Hon’!ale Court impasses an effective hearing which includés
prod{Jctlon of evidence, material witnesses who were involved in
the processing of the application for insuring the life of Prasenjit
Das, ‘the doctor who has examined Prasenjit Das and all person's

connje'cted with the processing of such application.

The petitioner reasonably apprehends that in view of the

reco_ll:dings in the minuées dated 5™ August, 2013; the
respandent no.8 wauld nass the final order even without
affor:jlng any opportunity to the petitioner as durected by this
Hon’ble Court.

| ! o
‘The jpetitioner submits that in the instant proceeding, the

petitioner categorically asked for an' opportunity to examine and

'cross examine the employees who were connectlon with the

reglstration of the proposal forms; (ii); the empanelled Medlcal
Exammer who examined Late Prasenjit Das as well as the
auth;rized empanelled doctors who prepared the special medical
reports;.(iii) the officers who un'der-wro.,te the proposal accepting
the sfa_me; and (iv) the invqstigating officer who was,deployed by

the tg'espondent no.l to investigate the case after the death of

Late:Prasenjit Das as mentioned in the letter of the peﬁitioner

; dategl 26“" July, 2013. In spite of the same, the respondent
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authorities denied the petftioner to extend such opportunity to

the o,etitioner.

As st_ated above, on 5% Au"gust, 2013, the disciplinary authority
conciuded the hearing without giving the petitioner an effective
opportunity to substantiate his case and as such the decision,
taken in the said meeting is not a decision at all in the eye of law
as the sald deasuon has been taken in gross violation of the

prmcmles of natural justice and thus the same is liable to be

struck down.

66. The :"petitioner submits that the direction of this Hon’ble Court to

67.

give an oppoftunity of hearing means that the petitioner should
be allowed to deal with the materials submitted agamst him and
WhICh are relied upon by the respondent authorities. Thus, the
petlt(oner should have been gnven an opportumty to examine or
cross-examine the persons who had supplied those materials or
given evidence against the petitioner. Since, in this case, the
matenals were gathered behind the back of the pet:tioner, the
petut‘oner should have been allowed to examine those persons
who had given evidence agamst the petitioner.

The ipetitioner submits that all actions which involye:' p_e,nal,or
adveﬁrse-consequences must be in accordance with the principles

of natural justice. The basic requirement is that the action of the
. |
!

.
‘
!
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respondents.must in .a free and fair manner and the decision
, ; :

i ; 5 »

takEI;l by the disciplinary authority must be arrived at.in ‘a just

and iobjective manner with regard to the relevance "of the
matérials and reasons. As the petitioner was not allowed to
examlne and cross-examine those persons who had. supplled the
materials against the petitloner, the opportunity of personal
hearing given to the petitioner cannot be said to be a reasonable
oppo:rtu'nity of hearing and is thus violative of the principles of
natural justice. Accordingly; the proceedings initiated against the

I

petittoner is vitiated in law and is liable to be dropped.

_The petltxoner submits that the statement taken from a thIrd

party and the documents gathered from the third party were aII

behmd the back of the pet:tloner and the same cannot be utilized
|

against the petitioner wuthout gnvmg the petitioner an

opportunity to controvert those statements and/or documents. :

N

69. The betitioner submits that to provide an adequate opportunity

to the petitioner means the petitioner should have been provided
with lan opportunity to examine or crosa-examine thosbe persons
menéioned in’letter of the petitioner dated 26 July,"2013. In not
doing so, the respondents have denied the petitioner an

opportunity of effective hearlng and thereby the petltloner has

been greatly preJudxced The decision taken by the respondents

as |Pcorporated in the minutes dated 5% August,2013 to

'
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conciude the hearing being violative of the principles of natural
justice is thus arbitrary, unreasonable and liable to be recalled
: ;

and/or set aside.

The petitioner submits that in not giving the petitioner an
cpportunity of proper hearing, the principle of natural justice has
been "violated and on this ground alone, the impugned
proce;:eding against the petitioner is null and void and liable ﬁo
struc?k down.
N -

The petitioner submits that the respondent authorities merely
gran;ted the petitioner to place his submission, but that did not
cure. the fncurable dgfect in the proceeding. Furthermore, th?s
Hon’ple Court by the order dated 18" rlvlarch, 2013 .directed the

respg)ndents to give an opportunity of personal he'arincj to the

petitioner. Obporjtunity of personal hearing was meant to allow

-the petitioner a full fledged: hearing including opportunity'to deal

with ithe documents and to examine and cross-examine thos
i 2 i ) "

persons named in letter of, the -petitioner dated 26" July, 2013.
P , : :
It is, pertinent to mention that by giving the petitioner an

effecitive hearing, the respondent authorities will not be

1

prejudiced in-any manner.

The .petit_ioner submits that there is no doubt that as per the

order of this Hon'ble Court dated 18 March, 2013, an
P . :
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opDO.[rtunity of hearing, as én attribute of the principles of natural
i !
justice, 'is an essential requirement in the instant case,

Therefore, there is no difficulty in holding that the declaration to
conclude the hearing as taken by the respondent authorities in

the instant case is not in compliance with the direction of this

Hon’ble Court.

73. The petitioner submits that the respondent authoritles were

74.

75,

reqmred to follow the prlncnples of natural justice by g|V|ng the
petltioner an opportunity to examine or cross-examine the
W|tnesses and to present their evidence fairly. Since this
requirement was not fulfilled in the proceedings initiated algain'st
the petitioner, such proceeding should be.set aside and the

petitioner must be allowed to examine the witnesses and to

present his case properly,

| : |
The petitioner, thus, most’ humbly and respectfully states that

1

the impugned decision to conclude the hearing is liable to be and

should be set aside and/or quashed since it is hit by Article 14,
19 and 21 of the Constitution.

Thus' being aggrieved by and/or dissatisfied with the action of

the respondent authorities. and being further aggrieved by the

decnsnon of the disciplinary authority as mcorporated in the
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minutes dated 5™ August, 2013, the petitioner begs to prefer an

1I.

appeial there from on‘amongst others the following -

GROUNDS

For that by the order datéd 18™ March, 2013, this
Hon’ble Court was pleased to direct that the
proceedings against the petjtioher must
immediately ‘start from the stage after submission
of reply given by the petitioner and that the
respondent authorities were further directed to
extend opportunity of personal 'hearing fo the
petitioner. As per direction of this Hon’ble Cou;'t
and in accou.’dance with .the principles .of'naturél

justice, the petitioner should be given an

~ reasonable opportunity of hearing, that means,

the hearing. must be a genuine and effective
hearing and not to comply with empty formality.
The respondents being the welfare State are duty

bound to act fairly and reasohably.

For that instead of giving the petitioner proper

opportunity of hearing, the respondents

~ maintained only empty formality. Such’ formal

hearing is only to show that the 'respo,r.mdfen't's have

1



PO 0000000000000 000C00000000000000000¢

®

III.

V.

i300=

complied with the order. of this Hon'ble Court
though the petitioner was not’ provided with

proper opportunity to substantiat.e. his case.

For that the petitioner should have been given an
effective opportunity of hearing and since this was
not done, the principle of natural justice has been

violated and.as such the declaration of conclusion

H

. of hearing as incorporated in the minutes dated

5" August, 2013 stood vitiated. In such a
situation, on the basis of the fake hearing, the
respondent authorities should not be allowed to

take any final decision.

For that the persons mentioned in the letter of the

petitioner dated 26" July, 2013 are required to be

“examined in the proceedings} for proving

innocence of. the petitioner.

For that oppbrtunity of hearing as directed by this
Hon’ble Court impasses an effective hearing which
includes produétion of evidence, material

witnesses who were involved in the processing of

- the application for insuring the life .of Prasenjit

- Das, the doctor who has examined Prasenjit Das
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and all persons connected with the processing of

such applicaéion.

For that the petitioner reasonably apprehends
that in view of the recordings in the minutes
dated 5™ August, 2013, the respondent no.8
would pass the final order even Without affording

any opportunity to the petitioner as directed by-

this Hon'ble Court.

For that in the instant proceeding, the petitioner

- Categorically. asked for an opportunity to ex_amirje

and cross-examine the employees who were
connection with the registration of the proposal
forms; (ii) the empaneiled Medical Examiner who

examined Late Prasenjit Das as well as the

- authorized empanelled doctors who prepared the

special medical reports; (iii) the officers who
under-wrote the proposal accepting the same;

and (iv) the investigating officer who was

deployed by the respondent no.1 to investigate

- the case after the death of Late Prasenjit Das as

mentioned in the letter of the petitioner dated

26™ July, 2013. In spite of the same, the

i
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respondent authorities denied the petitioner to

extend such opportunity to the petitioner.

For that on 5" August, 2013, the disciplinary

authority concluded the hearing without giving the

- petitioner an effective opportunity to substantiate

his case and as such the decision taken in the
said meeting is not a decision at all in the eye of

law as the said decision has been taken in gross

""violation of the principles of natural justice and

%,

thus the same is liable to be struck down.

For that the direction of this Hon’ble Court to give
an opportunity of hearing means that the
petitioner should be allowed to deal with the

. l .
materials submitted against him and which are

- relied upon by the respondent authorities. Thus,

the petitioner should have been. given an
opportunity to examine or _cross-e#a‘mine “the
persons who had supplied those materials or
given evidence against the petitioner. Since, in
this case, th_é materials were gathered behind the
back of the petitioner, the petitioner should have

been allowed to examine those persons who had

- given evidence against the petitioner.
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For that all a;ctions which involve pena;l or adverée
conseqUencés must be 'in‘ accordariée wit;h fhé
principles lof natural justice. The basic
requirement is that the action of. the respondents
must in a free and fair manner and the decisic;n
taken by the disciplinary authority must be

arrived at in a just and objective manner with

regard to the relevance of the materials and

* reasons. As. the petitioner was not allowed to

" examine and cross-examine - those persons who

had supplied the materials against the petitioner,
the opportur)ity of' personal hearing given Ato the
petitioner cannot be sa_id. to be a reééonable
opportunity of hearing aﬁd is Ehps violative of the

principles of natural justice. Accordingly, the

proceedings  initiated against the petitioner is

vitiated in law and is liable to be dropped.

For that the statement taken from a third party

and the documents gathered from the third party

- were all behind the back of the petitioner and the

same cannot be utilized against the petitioner

without giving the petitioner an opportunity to

““controvert tﬁose statements and/or dqcuments.
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XII. For that to :provide an adequate opportunity fo

XIII.

XIV.

the petitioner means the petitioner should hav'e
been plovlded with an opbortunlty to examine or
‘cross-examine those persons mentioned in letter
- Of the petitioner dated 26 July, 2013. In not
" doing so, lhe respondents have ~denied the
petitioner an opportunity of effective hearing and
thereby the petitioner has been greatly
preJudlced The decision taken by the respondents
as mcorporated in the minutes dated 5th
August, 2013 to conclude the hearing being

violative of the prmcnples‘ of natural justice is thus

~ arbitrary, unreasonable and liable to be recalled

and/or set asnde

For that in not giving the petitioner an opportunlty
of proper hearlng, the principle of natural Justlce
has been violated and on this ground alone the

impugned proceedlng against the petltloner is null

and void and liable to struck down.

For that the respondent authorities ‘merely
granted the petitioner to place his submxssnon but

that dld not cure the incurable defect in the
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. For that the?respondent authorities were required
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proceeding. 'Furthermore, this Hon'ble :Court by

- the order détedf 18™ March, 2013 directed the

respondents to give an opportunity of peérsonal
hearing to the petitioner. Opportunity of personal
hearing was’ meant to allow the petftfioner'a full
fledged hearing including opportunity to deal with
the documents and to examine and cross-

examine those persons named in letter of the

petitioner dated 26" July, 2013. It is pertinent to

mention that by giving the petitioner an effective
hearing, the respondent authorities will not be

prejudiced in any manner.

For-that there is no doubt that as per the order of
this Hon'ble Court dated 18™ March, 2013 an

opportunity ,of hearing, as an attribute of the

'princrp,les of natural justice, is” an essenttal
. requlrement in the instant case. Therefore, there

" is no difficulty in holding that the declaration to

conclude the hearing as taken by, the respondent
authorities in the instant case is not in compliance

with the direction of this Hon’ble Court.,

.. to follow the'principles of natural justice by giving
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the petitioner an.opportunity to examine or cross-
examine thé witnesses. and to. present their

" evidence fairly. Since this requlrement was not

_ fulfilled in the proceedings initiated against the
petitioner, such proceeding should be set aside
" and the petitioner must be allowed to examine

the witnesses and to present his case properly.

XVII. For that the impugned decision to conclude the
: hearmg is Inable to be and should be set aside
' and/or quashed since it is hit by Article 14, 19

and 21 of the Constitution.

\
i

76. It is Jsubmitted that under mnsconceptlon and wrong adwce, the

petttloner has prayed for mercy from the respondents It is
submitted that since the entire proceedings are without

junsdlctlon and in breach of the prmcuples of natural justice and

sunce the:same violates the fundamental rights of the petltloner,

'suchgmercy petition of the petitioner cannot debar the petitioner

from;challenging the actions of the respondents.

f A : 1 .
i H

77. The petitioner has no other or alternative efficacious remedy and

i
the ﬁeliefs as prayed for herein will afford complete remedy to

the petitioner.



x
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78. The’petmoner has repeatedly demanded justice from the

respondents which has however been denied to the petltloner
!
As such any further demand for justice is Iikely to result in mere

idle and empty formality.

79. The petxt»oner has not frled any other writ application against the

respondents or any of them on the self-same cause of actlon
elther under Artlcle 226 or under Article 32 of the Constitution of

Ind:a before this Hon’ble Court or any other ngh Court or before

the Hon ‘ble Supreme Court of India,

H

80. The petitioner states that until and unless an order is passed as

(o]
-

prayed for hereln the petltloner will suffer prejudice, _]USthe,

i

substantlal loss and/or irreparable injury,

&
!

The petitioner states that all the records related to the instant

Case,are lying with the Appellate Side Jurisdiction of this Hon’ble
Court and as such this Hon’ble Court has jurisdiction to entertaln

and try this application in lts Appellate Site.

. The Fet(tloner states that this application is made bonafide and

for the €nds of justice and the petitioner is not in guuty
The petitioner therefore, humbly prays

before Your Lordships for -



(a)

(b)

(c)

-47 -

A Writ of and/or in the nature of
Mandamus do Issue directing the
respondent authorities to forthwith
cancel and/or set aside and/or rescind
and/or  withdraw the purported
decision as incorporated in the
minutes dated 5" August, 2013 and all
proceedings relating thereto and/or

thereunder.

A Writ of and/or in the nature 6!’
Mandamus do issue. directing the
respondent authorities not tb gi\_/e any
effect to aqd/or- fu&her effect t:o
and/or to tak_e any- steps. and/or
further steps on the basis of the
purported decision as'incorpor'ated in
the minutes dated 5™ August, 201.'3
and all proceedings relating .thereto

and/or thereunder.

A Writ of and/or in the nature of
Mandamus do issue d.irecting the

respondent no. 8 to produce all



Al

(d)

(e)

. .48 -

witnesses as = requested "by» the
pfetitioner in his letter dated 27th July,
2013 and to glvé an opport;un}ty to the
petitioner to 'examlne'such Witnesses
and allow the petitioner to produce his
evidence in defence and 'the;reafter to
take a decision in the matter.’

A Writ of and/or in the nature of
Certiorari do issue'commaﬁding thé
réspondents to trans.mit'the entire
records of the case to this Hon’ble
Court formiﬁg the basis of th:e
purported decisibn as incorporated in
the minutes dated 5™ August, 2013
and all proceedings r‘elating therel;o
and/or thereunqer and on.being so
certified quash the same so that

conscionable justice may be rendered.
)

Rule Nisi in terms of pray;ers (a), (b),

(c) and (d) above.
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<

(f)

(9)

-49 -

An order of injunction be passed
directing the respondent authoritie_;s
n|bt to give any effect to and/or furthe;r
effect to and/or to take any.'steps
and/or further steps on the basis of
the purported decision as incorporated
in the minutes dated 5 August, 2013
and all proceedings r.'elating tl;lereto

and/or thereunder and/or thereunder

till the disposal of this application.

An order of stay do issue staying all

further proceedings 'pufsuant to the

_ hearing held on 5" August, 2013 till

(h)

the disposal of this application.

Ad-interim order in terms of prayers

(f) and (g) above.

Such further or other order or 6rdei's
be made and/or direction or directions
be given as to this Hon'ble Court may

deem fit and proper.

And your pétitioner as in duty bound shall ever pray.

i
i
1
!
!
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AFFIDAVIT

I, Vijay 'Agarwal, son of Hari Ram Agarwal, aged about 49 years, by

religion, Hindu, -by occupation business residing at Flat No.4- D,

North, Dlvme Bliss, 2/3, Judges Court Road, Kolkata-700027 do

hereby solemnly affirm and say as follows :

I, I am the petitioner above- named and am well acquainted with

the Facts and circumstances of the case out of which the present

application arises,

2, Thatjithe statements contained in paragraphs 1 toSZ are true to
my knowledge and the rest are my humble submissions before

this Hon’ble Court.

Prepare,:d in my office. The deponent is known to me.
i 2 ’ . .

i Advocate, Clerk to :

Advocate.
Solemnly affirmed before me on

- this ZQ ll',day of August,2013.

Commissioner.
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JAagent Licence 'y !Page 1 of 1
IO i : ti);f wod A R m-wfal- v a (R 33 ) FORY IRDA-AGENT-VB(SEE REGULS
o s . @ S
ML 2 h AR TR
lf\'&lf‘?i?.“‘ Rersts ,::4,(-..' Vi
e . i N S
i s i e '

"

i |
: i R sty Rarr ;mamr ( a1 wPyanf ypwreT) R, 2000
! l RANCE REGULATORY AND DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY (LICENSING OF INSURANCE AGENTS)
REGULATIONS, 2000,
i Rfyarre e Rere sy, #aviame INSURANCE REGULATORY AND DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY ,HYDERADAD

sy vle LICENCE NO: 761906

dbn AP, 1938 (1930 T 4) ¥ vor 2 3 3R Qi el & X wd TRy % fore sequi@r
LICENCE YO ACT AS AN INSURANCE AGENT UNDER PART 11 OF THE INSURANCE ACT,1938 (IV OF 1938)
Am wfa@l w0 !
NAME OF INSURANCE AGENT: VIIAV.AGARWAL
LR T
ADDRESS: 7, HARI SAVA SYREEY
KOLKATA =
KOLKAYA YT
WEST DENGAL -700023 _ .'l

mﬁam&mwmamv\mm“ﬁmmﬂWNmmﬁﬁmwvaMmthm T,
T % R 1571072008 1 i o & g W v o e aved oy s 4 '

Having pald the prescribed fee and hlvlpg made lhef\uuury declaration (5 heredy autharized to act an Insurance agant for three years | L
from 15/10/2005 for pr gor lnsurance bust of both Life Insurance & Goneral Insurance.

-

TR Place: Hyderabad Co y : Y }
R Date: 23/8/2005 7 i fafrapre oY from mfFWm .

for Insurance Regulatory and Devel

qu . 573'4 e

syt Chalrperson
N ﬂuﬁf-’f

sefam & gwner Signature of Licence Holder sfifa wfis Deslgnated Person

vsargiﬁimamﬁfﬁwmaﬂsﬁhmmﬁmmhmmvfammﬁmw&:manasmmﬁ : 7
mrfg?mﬁﬁmmm,mmtmmafrem-wwwaﬁ|mﬁ\uﬁ:-vﬂﬁnfﬁ# taa'P g,:
Uil ' -

This licence Is not vatld unless It bears » I of the es of tha Ch orthel ¢ Rag Wh’t‘ 3]
Initials of 3 person authorized by him In this behalf, the signature of the licence holdar and the Identity urd(tp L3

pa

signature as soon a4 licence Is racelved. A

fewur Notes

LAY g0 w0 ) el 3R U g ity e ) o & b @ PPrante e (bes e (@ i g RBTY, 2000 b KA 3 4§ wrfyn W
wegaen (e s she adiorm & Mg wken wqaf) A wald h i MRt it & S T o S | T WU W G Qs Ry, 1938 T g 42 )
) (330 (3 ) N aved o) ade W wrgeve Moo o 9 L

1. 1t Is desired to renew this licence for a further period the procedure aid down in Regulation 3 of INSURANCE REGULATORY AND DEVELOPMENY
AUTHORITY (LICENSING OF INSURANCE AGENTS) REGULATIONS, 2000, shall be followed, and application for renewal should reach the

Designated Person before the licence expires, In this connection attention is aléo Invited to the provisions of sub-sections (3) and (3A) of section
42 of the Insurance Act, 1938,

ata-

2. Mg Nqia, uk suirt R G oy & Mg et w4 wd vl & g ¥oRwA @ whpn wal §, 3 va R off m:ﬂ wed o o o e QA
ot T P, Roek gra Grend w) awert ) wi, saf ov ot o oen i .

2. Tnis licence authorises the licence holder to act as an agent for the Insurance business specifed thereunder, and therefore no Identitying mark or
note of any description by which the Identity of an Insurer might be established ;l:fuld ba placed on the licance.

¢
3. snxgufawn-u‘llg!:mmmﬂnnnvlmnnnmrthmw.smrtmluﬂmmfimummmmnhﬁnmrmmmanwunwwm

3, Na correction In this licence will be valid unless Initialiod by the Insurance Reguiatory and Development Autnority or 3 person suthorised by nim in
this behalf, Y

4. gelmd i Ao PR 3¢ Rwm mitrans (dn Aol aqere) RET, 2000 & ROvTY 8 & ad RARY: urn ufken A e vre M w8, W7 e
«l’mhM«aﬂmememﬂnl. . z

4. The attentlon of the licence holder Is drawn to the codes! conduct specified under Regulation 8 of INSURANCE REGULATORY AND DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORTTY (LICENSING OF INSURANCE AGENTS) REGULATIONS, 2000, and gny violation of coda of conduct may result In canceltation of licance,

N

GENGY CODE NeD7.633. 4 1\ Branch Oitkes Salt- akker »

' http://www.irdaonIine.org/for}ns[Printl.'icence.asp?a=0&CnvCom=O&Licno=761906 9/20/2005
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1D Card : Page 1 of 1

e @1 agwi .
B < Licence No .' 029 761906

W "
£ of the Agent
(e v w ™
o 's/Husband's Name
5\ mi m wrlem, Dok me
- TR owmt)
A of the Insurer LIFE INSURANCE

- thom the agent CORPORATION OF
; M ‘hed INDIA
lﬂ-\»‘ VJM"} T ¥ U it e s il & e P @) g

Agentys s@m o (g gt B
ol Thg Jjolder of this card Is authorised to sell our .
y IR/ance products, as per our terms and conditions. s e s

gwy .s' 0, ————————y A —— -
w o
Issued on:
23/8/2005 FRuwt Signature of
an Al et wn g (z1 i)
Valld upto: Name of Insurer (with Seal)
14/10/2008
) o g 3 4
Born on! by
23/5/1963 (Please see on the reverse)

-

el m mo MR EDRY o (1R g v v tm&ﬁﬁ'{gﬂ‘\?s‘ua’u& wrn

Wil §)
Address and telephone numbers of the Insbl heddaitarson
contacted by any one In connection wBBrg ugt('- U-} Gal .
Oy or-l, Sall Lake Cf
Kolkula-64 i

ch m e —— - ey

VIJAY AGARWAL
HARI RAM AGARWAL

w0 ADDRESS
R11.54 cIry
Rrer DISTRIGT
= STATE

s ee e

afront @ v 2 doute
Address and telephone numbers of the Agent:

HOUSE NO 17
STREET : HARI SAVA STREET .

TOWN I KOLKATA o k] arama e e o) o
STATE + WEST BENGAL -700023 . ’

PHONE + 033-4497370

gaaég

'

http://www.irdaonline.org/forms/idcard_va.asp?a=0&CnvCom=0&Licno=761906 9/20/2005

b - — WA St . wag
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. CHAIRMAN CLUB MEMBER

M. D.R.T, (USA) .
EASTERN ZONAL ROUND TABLE
NEW YEARS HONOUR N.B GOMPETITION
MDRT& MULT|CROREPATI MEET
ZONAL LEVEL CONVENTION
ALL INDIA ACE AGENTS MEET
CROREPATI AGENTS MEET
TOP PERFORMANCE AGENTS CONVENTION
ALL INDIA ACE AGENTS MEET
CROREPATI AGENTS MEET
FELICITATION MDRT QUALIFIERS
FELICITATION MDRT QUALIFIERS
FELICITATION MDRT QUALIFIERS
FELICITATION MORT QUALIFIERS
FELICITATION MORT QUALIFIERS.
ALL INDIA ACE AGENTS MEET °
ALL INDIA ACE AGENTS MEET .
BLUEPRINT FOR SUCCESS ‘;
ALL INDIA ACE AGENTS MEET,
ALLINDIA ACE AGENTS MEET -
CERTIFICATE OF MERIT
FELICITATION MDRT QUALIFIERS
KUDOS TO FORERUNNERS
HEARTY CONGRATUJLATION
FELICITATION MDRT QUALIFIERS
EASTERN ZONAL ROUND TABLE_
FELICITATION MDRT QUALIFIERS
FELICITATION MDRT QUALIFIERS
LETTER OF APPRIATION '
LETTER OF APPRIATION
LETTER OF APPRIATION
LETTER OF APPRIATION
LETTER OF APPRIATION
THE PROFILE OF A MEGA SALESMAN
75 LACS DHAMAKA
THE MASTERS OF MASTERS'
ONE CRORE DHAMAKA
THE INVINCIBLE EPICHERD |
OUR PRIDE MR VIIAY AGARWAL
HAMARA GARV VIJAY AGARWAL
MEGA PERFORMANCE BY MEGA STAR
A MASTER PIECE OF- PERFORMANCE
TOPPER OF THE DIVISION ALL.COUNTS
TOPPER OF THE DIVISION ALL COUNTS
TOPPER OF THE DIVISION ALL COUNTS
“TOPPER OF THE DIVISION ALL COUNTS

f:

G i

CENTRAL OFFICE

CENTRAL OFFICE
ZONAL OFFICE

- DIVISIONAL OFFICE

DIVISIONAL OFFICE
ZONAL OFFICE
CEMTRAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
CENTRAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL QFFICE

.. CENTRAL OFFICE
‘i CENTRAL OFFICE

CENTRAL OFFICE
CENTROL QEFICE
CENTRAL OFFICE
CENTRAL OFFICE.
CENTRAL OFFICE
CENTRAL OFFICE
CENTRAL OFFICE

. CENTRAL OFFICE

OIVISIONAL OFFICE
CENTRAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
GENTRAL OFFICE
ZONZL OFFICE
CENTRAL OFFICE
CENTRAL OFFICE
ZONAL OFFICE
BRANCH OFFICE

. DIVISIONAL OFFICE

DIVISIONAL OFFICE
ZONAL OFFICE
BRANCH OFFICE
BRANCH OFFICE
BRANCH OFFICE
BRANCH OFFICE
8RANCH OFFICE
DIVISIQNAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DIVISIONAL OFFICE
5

=3

FAOM 1992 TO 2007
FROM 1897 TO 2007
2002-2003
2003-2004
20032004
1993-1994
1998-1999
1997-1998
1994-1995
1994-1995
1849-2000

27/05/1996 °

06/09/1995

05/42/1997
05/04/100%

15/05/1983
1993-1994
1995-1996

'5THTO 7TH MAY2002

2001-2002
1994-1995

19/11/2002

21/02/2004
2003-2004

200z

1993
1998

06/12/2003
07/07/2002

24/12/2001
17/01/2002

06/01/2001

23/04/2004
23/04/2004
20/08/2001

08/04/2001 °

25/06/200%
29/05/2001
21/06/2001
2001-2002
2002-2003
2001-2002
2003-2004
2003-2004°
2004-2005 "
2005-2006
2006-2007
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CORPORATE CLUB MEMBER - * CORPORATE OFFICE  2004-2005
CORPORATE CLUP MEMBER . CORPORATE OFFICE  2003-2006
INVITATION LETTER TO GIVE LECTURE AT ZONAL OFFICE Aug-99
INVITATION LETTER TO GIVE LECTURE AT ZONAL OFFICE Nov-99
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" CORPORATE CLUB FOR AGENTS
‘Certificate of Membership

R : This Certiﬁcate'is.aw-arded’;o
Boehby " Vijay Agarwal
as’rﬁf!ma amfas?nmarqvaﬂaardhrm mﬁaﬂaﬁmmmmm
in recogm rzon of. oul.uandmg achzevement in extgnding the. beneﬁts of Life Insurance

anf zoos 06 B Tig aorer Wt Agwaar sl wver o3 g werer fasar, stwar & |
/.« andthus qualifying for Members}up of Club. for the year 2005-06

wzﬁnn g
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A maﬁfa}*éa' fﬁma' &g " CORPORATE i FORAGENTS
. é&é‘ . . Cern’ﬁcate ofMadbershtp
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‘ / “ '_ 77::.: C'emf catez.rawam'ed lo.
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a?@@rzzma‘}mm

¥ Hlaar fiar ma?m%qua}aﬂzsam
in recognition of oulstanding acizifevement In extending the benefits- of Life Itﬂ’urance l
adzoot-dsd‘ﬁvmwfmmﬁfﬁza}a% Qmﬁ?wwarél e ['
and t]xm qualz;jzmg jbr

Membe;s]up of Club for the year 2004-0s
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Rz 35 08.2005 -
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8 Wa afga ¥ Zonnl Tmnlng |C9n(ta o 5 Ao
: ' noxo, .
Rezeae AR (<Ave), 61 1@ i ?s'?h"‘é’é’é?)" Buildings (An

Meotery wivg, mowwi=700 072

3 J : a, cnmarnnlun Avonuo
\-‘t-_x { 27-7600, 27-0366, 20,3431 Wﬁﬂaﬂ ﬁmfﬂam‘ Calcutta-700

“Phone1 2 ;Hoo A;: £385, 26.3431 Sy
L . Qfe anmnu Gotporn(\m ef Jmlh ) ' \

; L
- — T o
Ref : EZTC/P . . S A, 10th-August, 1999

k Sl S
SrFi Vijay’ Agarwala, / L h : e~
HORT Qualifier, 41 ° g : ‘ ' 3
LIC of India, 3 A i B : ol
Salt Lake Branch,j o o
CF-163, Salt Like cH:y. s : :
Sector - 1, . : ‘ .
Calcutta - 700 I64._ " i
Deéar Sir, ¥ o= F i 'fi' L o o ﬂ : ;
Be:fﬁlnv1t5t1on for -giving "lecturs.

We are ho\dinq ‘a’ Session [No.lﬂall for T;rget Groupt
CH's/ZNH's Club Menber- Agents: from 16.08.99 to 19.08.99 at ZTC
Lecture Hall 'No.- 1, Hindusthan Bujlding [Annexe), 5th Floor, 4
Chiittaranian’ Avunuu. Calcutta - 780 0672.

We rsquast you to k¥ndly dc\%vcr' a lecture on the
following subject and Ynteract with tha, participants on the
fo11owin9 dat;:‘" ot . a

Date S | 17.08.99

Day I | Tuesday * -~

Time = ' - 1 §2.30 to 03.30PH

Subject ;' 1 Harketing Ana'lysis

e Session’ with 2 Role Hode1

We also.i request you to take 1unch-nith us at 1.30PM on
that day. ’ . . .

‘- = »,

5 . N ) . ygur:;faithfu11y,
‘ : ; e , : Principal (EZTC) ,
', 2 \ ol ol A
. T Yo i O MR ; - :
i
l Ty
& % s )
i) !
» \‘ i
o d RS l
. ;
I .J
5 <
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.- ST . J._.)"v. ’ o B .
T X
% . o &L@ | U — Jalmng -

o AP ~
o Ay wfaa ¥5 e Hindusthan aulldlnga’(Ann,oxo).

. o . . ; .

i fafevrg (mitym) Sutaw - i ! ﬁaﬁﬂ (6th Floor)

o frurior qitrg, SEET-700 072 %{r@( Grda;{ @3{[ .01 4; Chittaronjon Avenue
“q)ir & 27-7600, 27-0365, 26.3431 ‘

Calcutts-700 072 )
rhonei 27.7600; 27-0356.'26-“31

gy s IR g“‘fc Snsumlltt Gotpomiou of gudiu Qram i SNAAPRADESH

E : W 12¢h Novaember, 1999.

sri vijay Aqa;wa]_; T 5 -
MDRT Hualifier, : T

- cM's Club Member Ageht, . v , i

LIC of India,
salt Lake Branch,

. CP-163, Salt Lake Citly,’

Sector - %, Caleuttd’'- 64.

Deax Sir, i s
[ e > : _
Re s Invigation for giving lecturc. 2
we are héldiz?;'g’a session (No. 1111} for Target Group ! _gM's/z'M's
,11,99 at 2TC'Lecture Hall No. 1.

Club Member Agents from 15.11.99 to 18 ¢ C
Hindusthan Building; Annex=, Sth Floor, 4,:C.R.Avenue, calcutta = 72.
$ (I . 2 y . " =

we request you to kindly. dsliver a-'iectu:e:'on,the.fcsu_.&w:!.‘h’q .
subject and interact with the participants on the. £following date :

Date : 16.11.99

Day i- Tuesddy =

Time : 02.30 to 03‘.3ODM; !
’ : 03.45"to 05.00EM .

“Subject :.Tn:grketmg ‘Ariglysis’ Gcoslon with 3 Role -Modal

we also mqﬁest you to ta;ée‘ lunch with us at 01,30PM on that
day. s o g i o AR

S _ Yours fui‘\:’:\‘lfﬁlly:'
i W o -”.L. :

{ T  rprincipul (EwTc) .

. v
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.LICI, Salt Lake. Branch

umm .mnmmnu m;.wml TCTAE TR, FhAwTat- 700064 '
l\ollu ; Ahurbml ()lvlslunul om“. Juvnn l‘rpbhm nO-3 .‘h.c-l Sult Loke Clty, Kolkats7(0 ()M

Sri BB.Toy, - ‘ N, &% K na .

LATA

Sr.0julslonal Ma;wer

-
5 . . - -

Dear Sri A'garwal', 50" . Y G " 12 May, 2004.

Please, accept my heardeat congmtulaﬂona for ocewpying No.25%
Position on N.O. P.,: Mo 14th Poqltan on S.A, as on 31.3.2004 in Eastern
Zone. Please keep xq up. I expect-many more -Jaurcls from you in the
current financial ye,’ar A copy. of the merit: Iist of top 25 Agents as on

31.3.2004 of Eastern Zonal offi ice ' is- cnclosed herew:th for your
,mformatxon e :

: e
With best wishes,

With kind regdrds,

Ygug:_s sincerely ,
Sti Vijay Azurwnl ( P..B. Ray). . -
Agent, O A
L

e e

. » Cig il i .
(/11 2 033) 2337026306427 094 g.kynl)’u‘:”mnnl 70609, e /E-mail.: Kecudo

. N s )
ical vanlanel.in, Jesdumin@vaal,nct
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Dated-23-03-08

B | ’

St Vijay Agarwa] B, Com (H), Chalrmcn s Club Member Since
MY 1994 95 has once aocln odded a new and the most
coiourrul featHorjn his ccp by lntroqyclng business of more fhcn
17 Crore with deposlt of mora than Rupees'SIx Lacs on today. Srl
Agarwal has aquady Complefod b ;]neaa of A 1.51 Crs With Rs
8.97511.00 as FPI Day 27th Fab '98 I
_Bormn on 23rd MO,Y) 1963 Ina fomlly
he Join Lucor lndlp SaitLake Branch omco GcAgentIn 1087 The
rellnqulahed th ls:Jo.slﬂon of'a sales lcxecutlve of “NESTLE“ In
secrch of a ful( time profess!onal careor ln Llfe Insurance

g Markeﬂng. He hos quallfied hlmselt asa pcrtlclpam of MDRT of

the year 199 rqr the forth time* In succession, ‘He quailified
himself as an All: ]nlo Ace Agent on three:previous occasslons
andforthe ye r07-98, He has clso qucllfy as a Super-Star Agent

In both count. For hls performcnce ln Morch, ‘98. Calcutto

Suburban division wlshes hnm to’ be tho MVP (Most Valuable
Ployer) cnd the,’"Mcn of the year ror e year 97.08+

- T

. A.K.Bose "
.8, Di'vl{lopcl Manager

~

Life lnsurc:nce Profession. *




« N .ﬁfe Jmumme @@m@m&wn 0 Ja‘aﬁm
- KOTTAYAM DIVISION

- All India Comzentxon for. MDRT Quahfiers 2003
[FYC Period 01—04—2002 To. 31-10-2002]

s « CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION : :
Tﬁw s to cert i tﬁat Sn/Smt AGARWAL V ﬂng-'

Lo Qf @mnc/i S}lﬂf Lﬁ?{ﬁ | unc[er 7{5@0 @wwzon 'z7£x
2 ' qs/’UTEl(W Zone fas pcm:wzpatec[ in the above conventwn-_-

| r’ie&f at Kumamépm,?(ottayam on 19- 11-2002 T o

anwﬁ"'/ “

X PLACE :KOTTAYAM
SrDmsmnal Manager .. -

DATE  : 19-11-2002
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A. K. Mahato
Mprkollng:-Managor «
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Apr. 23, 04 i s - 3
Sri Vijay Agarvéal'.."- : '

Agent, Chaleman §'¢1ib Membery

LI of Incly, |

Salt Lake Branch 9

Kolkata : 700 004, ;oo
Cpear Sin. ty : '

"3 Ll R ;

Re s Yo Performunce for theyenr 20()3'—2(.)04 .
" At the outset 1 congratulate you ' for your ‘brilljiant performance during

the year 2003-04. Y The Ranking; List is pn_closod. Your (.omppsi!t.‘

woh

TN O P

1

performance ih Ab

. ) o
T e e 6} AT B3
v .

Y, F, AgTal | 8 4 ' @3 4 P 5

Life Jasurance Cocpornfion of Judia
e wafera

whEwmn T { umufera
Kolkata Suburban D nal Ofllce

1 s o ohgw went, TJeoven Pfabha*
] L W) WA, WAEL A, DO-EFSactor =1
o WA R, W ;= 700 084
il ! sall Loke iy Keikainl~700 084
o TN Phona @ 321.2088, Rasl} 330-4074

drodl Fax t(032) 237-0009
v E-Mall: liccsdo @ oalivenlnetin

solute Terms Isius follows

- S. Al “,)‘
Fep1: . |- s@818380° "7
: ' ( Excliding Corporats Ageals. Mt

Zonal Muri€ List and I believe you, must get a.‘berth'
son, some p_eople say - "SKY 1$ THE

We are yet to receive
u - “SKY'1S JUST A BEGINNING.

in the same. Far a successful Rer
LIMIT". But fo mg, for peoplé fike yo
A ; L . N ;
While wishing yf}u every success in your.futurc life, I expect many more
laurels to come.:, S . .

vours faithfully,

Mal'l(e L anagcr 3 . - .o P

‘EH(.‘[Q. Joud, : . ;
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ales drm s . ! Q Qfe Insurance (]'orpomllon of IJndia
2943, Sahu . ‘ v e/ wiermn wvemite v e

Kollml Suburban Divialona! Olflce
“Sr. Divislons! Manager 1 Bubur via

‘ Sk 5 e RA1", *Jeavan Prabha’
v R oA A, ﬂ'nn 1, DD-5, Seclar« 1
i . WA, M2, Whevemn » 700 004 'l"
. Sall Lake Cny Kolkols » 700 084
R . KX Phone 12337-0662/0232
£ v BeT%T Fax ¢ (032) 2237.0600
} ~ YAF G-Mail ¢ eeado@eal.venl.nat.in

APRIL 27, 2004

Dear Sri Aga.i'.w'al - . L e

I convey my lieartlest congramlations to you for bringing -
laurels to: yourself and to our.Division having stood number ¢ !
ONI3 Inall ﬂlc3 Counts of NOP. SA. &P I

You have achleyed a rire feat’ You have also added a feather

in your capjof %{alifying yourself as MDRT within only 3-
months of .

I have seen you very closely; you are endowed with knowledge,
intelligence, Zeal & vigour and with all capabilities to make
things happeni to the best advantage of yours.

Frankly speakmg, giving: hcart and soul backed by strong
détermination; to scale’ new heights, you are.one among the
valued Azems of this Organtsation who Is uble to do It

Really, we are‘'proud of you. - : !

pray Almlghty to give you: courage. and bnength to bring
name and fame to ‘this. Dmsibn by ranking 1* in the Eastern
Zone and in the country.

What seems to: be impossi'ble. becomes possible after some
" time, provided:you desire slncerely

I always believe in the. saymg ~G0OD HFLDS THOSE WHO HELP
THEMSELVES” ”

While wishing:you all the best.to your endeavour, I assure my
sincere supporf at all tlmes: g %

Withregards - a, i

- . " Yours sincerely,

[ sCsahu] - .
-SRI VIJAY AGARWAL,

AGENT, MDR T} -. ¥ f |
- "CHAIRMAN'S TLUB MEMBER, . !

LIC oF INDIA, SALT LAxe BRANGH,
‘SECTOR 1,

KOLKATA : 70Q gfsa.

~a
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24 ) fife Jnsurance Corporation of Jadia

|OAWUT  IIATT 'm';"r wrgig, A5, RYeT-1, gezaw . qrE), tr:am-od
Calcutia Suburban Diviaslonal OMce, Jesvan -Prabhs; DD-5, Scc-l, Sali Lake City, Cnl."l

Ref: KSDO/MKig/MM i " June 1, 2001

Sk . .{.‘ :
Bri Vijay/Agarwal,, |
' a& er}.’t. o . oo L
1IC of India,
Salt Lake Brarich,
Holkata : 700 084,

Doar 5&, 7,2 |
Ro ‘leéndid'-gorforcha on 290" May, 2001,

£ lease aceapt my heartiest congratulations for your
- Rrilliant: | ‘Yorformance which has been - displayed in

the . enclosed “FLASE" specially - printed tor
. -commenmiorate your euccees, . : ’

I wish this.is '.onlY: the bighnihg and eager to
=h

witness many more lavrels in near future,

While ! wrishing your every suedess . in  your
endeavouy;. we assuye our best co~operation at all.

-

Yours f@iﬁﬁfully.
Markﬁmg M a.n'aéer_

i g
lr.
v
o
' o

k!

ERIQ/Tel: *3370242/P4ST/0I46, Ruar/Pax : 03303370609, €« Xw/Cmall ; Livesdo @ -calovany, nel o,

"
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¢
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i
"o
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FLASH ]FLASEI VF]LASH'

“BRANCEH; SRI VIJAY AGARWAL( 97633411 )

ONCE AGAIN! ONE CRORE
o DMMM’ :

ONCE. AGAIN THE MEGASTAR OF SALT LAKE

HAS BROﬂEN HIS OWN.RECORD OF ONE CRORE'

(15,02, zopn BY PROCURING NB ( 15 03.2001) AS .
FOLLOWS: .

P_____ROPOSALS 'SAPROPOSED  DEPOSITS!BOC) |
090 1,01,00,000  3,04,318.

THE BREAKTHROUGH PERFORMANCE

o SUPERCEDES ALL HIS EARLIER RECORDS.

.HEART]EST CONGRATS TO. SRI VIJAY

s AGARWAL F OR HIS MONUMENTAL
| SUCOESS *

Lo .BRMANAGER |
DTD. 15.03.2001 * . . - ity — -
ot s SALTL

BiPAL DEY
Brunch Mmugﬂ
PO A T o % A s:m!..akoﬁr
Y CF-GSS galt Lako
" Calcutta-84, Ph; 337-8007

4>
e S : T Ri—— e
S o e i
) ;(& 3; uﬂdﬂﬁmﬁam
. [ife Jnsumn:c@oryomhonofJnd\o
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5t. Divisional Managor » * & U T e mutt, *Jasvan Prabnat

'xocxm Suburban D}vlllonnl Ol(lu

N8, A, 1, 00-8, Saclor -1 ¢
. : vﬂaﬁm Rrd), wsrumn « 700 064
N SO Sall Lake Clly, Kolkata - 700 084
- ' LYW Phona * 2337-0652/0232
| Ut Fox § (023) 233740600 + '
o AN Lot 2 tiucadugdealvaiilaut in +

APRIL 27,2004

I
5
.

Dear Sri Agarwal,

- 1 convey my heartiest congramlanons to you for Lringing |

laurels: to yourself and to qur.Division having stood xaumber -
ONE in all the, 3 Counts of-'NOP. SA.&TPL

You have achieved a rare fedt. You have also,added a feather
in your cap of qualifying: youxself as MDRT within only’ 3
months of MD fI' Year. i

I'have seen you; very' closely, you are endowed with knowledge,
intelligence, . zeal ' & vigour and with all capabilities to make
things’ happen to the best advamage of yours, :

Franldy" Speakng. giving heart and soul backed by strong.

determination 'to- scale new. heights, you are one among the
valued Agents o"f this Orgaxusadon who is able to do it.’

, Really. we are proud of you. -

I pray A]mig‘hty to give you courage and stre.ngr.h to brlng
name and famp-to'this Division by rankmg 1 in the EaStem
Zone and in the country.

Whart seems to be nnposslble, becomes posmble after some
time, provided you desire. sincerely i

I always be]ieve in the saylng "GOD HELPS THOSE WHO HELP

+ THEMSEL ’

While wishlng you all the best to your endeavour, I assure my
sincere support at all times.

W1thregards._ o0 e e T

1

Yours sincerely,

j} ¥ . .."W'
' ' [ S'CSahu)

Sm ’u/w AOAR‘WAL,

-'.- . AGENT.MDRT.'
** CHAIRMAN'S.CLUB MEMBER,

LIC OF INDIA,. sAl:r LAKE BRANGH,
SECTOR 1, !

v,

Rl .

w




. ©o-operation ‘for fulfilment of Sri. Agarwal's dream. -
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Hats off:to .Shri Vijay Agarwal, Member- Chairman’s Club {7
for Agents, Salt Lake' Brarich for his- unprecedented achieve- - /
ment of New Business in the year 2000-2001, by which he - "
topped the {Division in ‘both SA ‘and’ FPI counts, His score i
excluding -Blma Nivesh.and Single Premium came as under :

SA=7.10 Crore; FPI=28.03 Lac. R
* s/naérljrg.congrém/e{?é..'Shri Agarwal for his. unputdowiiable . §+

performance..in the’ year 2000-2001- and beliove that .he will - -
definitly cross many mare imilgstones In “his. Journsy .towards i,
excellence. in" 20 [73002.‘My special congratulations to- his--—p~

betterhalf Smt. Wyoarwal for. her.sacrifice and active ...

I also c&;@gratu/ate:all'\:,tbe. employees .and officers of the
Branch for:thejr contribution‘towards realisation of Shri Agarwal’s .
dream. % l': _ - C oy ‘- o !:.. .. . ) T R A oS
s ,'Lj/ith..best'w'is/.fzgs',-.,-

| (N

% & .
clad v b
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" st Vijoy ALorwcl 8. Com (H) Chclrmon s Club Member S|nc:e

3 M.Y \994-95 has once’ agaln added @ new and the raost

3 colourful fea'ther Inhis cap by, Introducing business of more. mcn
K3 1 Crore with deposit, of rqo;e 1hcn Rupees Six Lacs on today. st

Agarwal has already Cor‘m:lered usiness of SA 1. 5\ Crs With Rs
8, 97611.00i08 FPI Day 27Hh Feb '98

‘Born on 23rd May. 1963 I a family of Life Insurance Professlon.
“he loln LICot Indlc Salt Lake Bronch office os Agent In 1987, The
rellnqulshed the posltlon of o scles execuhve of "'NESTLE"
search ot' c full time professloncl career In Lte. lnsuroncé
Morketlng. f—le has’ quclmed himself as a pomclpom of MDRT of

2 the yeor HDO& tor tne ‘torth fime In success\on. He qucllﬂed

) mmselt as rl:n Au Inlo Ace Agent. on three prevtous occassions

; cnd for 'fhe year 97-98. He has also qucllty asa Super-Stcr Acent

“in both coum For. hls gertormonce In Mcrch '98. Cclcuﬂc
Suburbo ‘dIVIslon wlahesshlm to be 1he "MVP (Mosr Valuable
Player ahd the * Mcn or the year'* for me vecr 97-96 ’

0

5% E ) Y ke e
2 8 § o, A. K. Bose
_Dqted-23~03'-98, L S Divislonal Manager

\ !" P | L
. . " g -: 3 L % ‘

T i haaint b ok

|
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i f i “",' 1 B Lfc Inourance Terporation éfJ'ndm
R. K. MISRA 0 2 . \lﬂ i wrdnra
ZONAL MANAGER { -" ' . ﬂw

o ; i 4, Rrtom vy, w700 072
!‘ . oo Eastorn Zonal Olfice

Hindusthan Bulldings,
: . 4, Chittaranjon Avenuo, Kolkota+700 072 -
' I ) {wn[Tul 225-2658
e | Fax @ 225-1700
{\\w/ E-)4nll 1 liocal @ glasclot.vantinal.in

==
December 245 2001.

R

~ My dear Agnrwnl :

\ Kindly accept my compliments on. your 1" position in'Sum

. Assured and 5™ posntlon in F.P ,I amongst ‘the top 15 Agents in thc

Zone. et 3
Next 4 months are crucml and thh a lxttlc more. planning

~.and @' deep pcx'specm'c for t'uture, you ‘may also, expand. your '™
customcr-b'xsc nnd’ thereby secure’ ‘your pos'ltron on other "count

also.
My best wstcs to .you nnd your family for a hnppy and
prosperous New chr. . =
.: ; Yours smcerely, '
& AL g ) e ( R K. MISRA ) ﬁ
e . 2358 U . H
" Shri V.‘Agarw:'ll;, f‘ . :
Agent, . : o
L.LC of India, .. ; - o

Salt Lale Branch QOffice,
CR-335, Salt Lake. Clty,
Kolkata 700 064

ol
*J.v‘ ei' B - v
i : '?' 4 2 tive
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ArX.'Mahatd () Bife Jnsurance G{ztporqlipn of Jndia-
Matkefing Mnndgq.r . ’ » 1Kolkals Suburban Divislodel Olfice " *

'. o Sioon : "{J’:’, "W W'Y, “Jesven Prabha’

.

TN Fax ! (033) 337.0600
E-Mall : u::moo:n.v,nv.nu.m

,Apr. 23, 04

Sri Vijay Agarwal, Yo e
t Agent, Chairmanls.Club Member,

LIC of India, <. e
Salt Lake Branch, C, R
colkata 700 Do . i !

. Dear Sir,

7 Re L @ Xour Perforinance for the vear 2003 - 2004
At the outset I congratulate you for your brilliant performance during
the year 2003-04.° The. Ranking List i$ enclosed. Your Composite
performance irf'Absolute Terms is as-follows : :

AN D5, NvEe- 1, DO, Sealor - 1
viecw frd, ™ + 700 boe
Oall Lehw Cily, Kolkalk~ 700 084

AIMIX Phene 1321-2080, Nesl 1 530-4974

83 5 T RANK ']
Vi N O P 504 = 15T |
S.A, ..10,34,82,887 - 157 _ :
; p) SRVITALgE S : 2ND
Py ' ' 38,18,380 AT
i i T i S riront R . A Bxcluding Forporslo Agonte)

We are yet to receive Zonal Merif List and 1 believe you-must ger a berth
In the same. For a successful jperson, some people say - "SKY 1S THE
- LIMIT". Butito:me, for peopl,g.,llk_'e, you - "SKY IS JUST A BEGINNING",
W o e . o

. X L , ¢ P T y . " ) :‘

While wishing )_’,?U'every suecess in your [uture life, | expect many more

laurels to comet i B : ; b
come.t

3

Yours falthfully, = o i
' M T R s
Markeling Magagcr e : C o -g;i
Encly  oas . : . %
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. Lfe Insurance Corporalion of Jndia
_Wi{“‘whu Sseut) T TG WVE Wl

e Co , : * Kolkala Subyrban Divisional Oflico
. St Divisional Manager a— » sl -5, *Joovan Prebha®
. - A s, 1\m 1, DD-5, Saclor - 1
: + i . wiwdw R, wiwwmm - 700 064
=i . Sall Lako Cily, Kolkola - 700 064
3 o ZEUIM Phone : 2337-0652/0232
F C . © &R Fax ! (033)2237.0600
I {A| E.Mal ¢ llccedo@eal vsalnetin’

R0

o d T —pRIL 272004

Dear Sri Agarwal, - R : - w0 g

| convey. my heorﬂest congrofulcﬂons to you for ochievlng
Position cmongst 19000 Agems of our Division.

After opening up of our lnsurcmce ‘Market and In the
competitive scqnano. the winners always: find themselves at the
top of the list: ’Yd\u\hdve got*cll the potentigliies to. explore the -
Insurance Mcrlée’f with" your: knowledge inteligence, zeal and
vigour. With' q:~strong & posmve mind set; | am confident this
. year you wnll‘ scale new . helghfs and . fo ‘take.a target of
doubling your premlum Ingome; wlthin 31!* Dec. '04, so as to
quailfy.yourselfione dmong:the M DTT“TTEe Divisten. —

~aTT

P -

Please ‘make n’(f*hoppen for‘»ycurself and bring glory to your
family’ members and ta fhe Orgcnlsahon as a whole.

} .
What seems to ‘be Impossible, becomes possuble after some
time, provided you deslred slncerely :

| alwdys believetin the scyt@g "GOD HELPS THOSE WHO HELP
THEMSELVES" 7 .59

L, e——

While wushlng you all the. best fo your endeovour | assure my
sincere svppod ot all times. .. ¥ w

" With regcrds cnd blesslngs, o o

' .‘ X o - "‘ : —— -

! P . s T . YourSSW. l‘
i B [sC'sahv), -

SRI VIJAY AGARWAL : )
" AGENT, CHAIRMAN sCLUB MEMBER _ o

.
7

QECUS

T emepmree

... LICGOF INDIA; {(' o s [
"* SALT LAKE BRANCH, _ i,
i oL A
S ~
% L :
‘ ‘{‘ ., - -

P LR e
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e ICIT AOXT  FKIQ[EY, (X5, VA1, @eIdE A1, Gagwe6d

Calcutta Suburbaa’ Divislonal O 'J?i Jooyan Prabhs, DD-S, Sec-l, Salt Lake City, Fﬂl-él ' )
Ref: KSDO/Miig/MM S " June 1, 2001
Sri Vij_cy%gc;wul, i"
Agent, ;1 .
LIC of Indlia, . L : .
Salt Lake Branch,, D ;
- Kolkatd t 700 064, : e -
4 : . : k
Dear Sir, _ . - : _
" Re . splendld pexfoimbncé on29m'May, 2001.
Please- accept my heartiest congratulations  for your
: splendid performance by introducing 21 Proposals worth Rf'
% 112 Cigres Sum Propoted with little over. Rs. 5 lacs Deposit
T on a:single date - 29miMay, 2001, .
In ourilast DMC held-n 31 May, 2001: all the HODs of the
. Division. joined me ‘in congratulating you for such o
remdrkable performarce. : : "3
"W {* i ){:HA- ' . o

0

There .l@.'-'*-"cr-proverb,-" "Morning shows the day", hence, we
hopae, gdurlnq. Ihe- cumrent vear' your performance wil
definitgly lead youito & height where theé Zonal Heroes are
occupying thelr names: - E -

While Wwishing you_i_n; every success in.your endeavour, |
assure my. best co-8peration at all times,,

By i N W
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M. S. NATARAJAN

Executive Director (Markeling)

Dear Shri A:gan‘aal :

With ,regan_is s

Encl:As above.

7 Harisabha

treac s
Calcutta=23.;

>

-

e

. ZEIECr . v

s shri, Vijag Agarwal,

‘&nf{c‘i,hr Sfewt uﬂauﬁmr

(q’y fife Jusurance
Tovcporalion of Judia

W6zt wraterd, W, w1, 4. 10053, JFage 400 021

.GL‘N'HV\'L OFFIGE; P, D. NQ. 13433, MUMBAL- 400 021,
Tel (O) ¢ 2027627 , . .

{POX) 1 202 1367 (Extn,) : 2922

Fax 1 022/207 0274 » 202 B0D

29th September, 1997.

I was delight:ed to bo with you at Kedaikanal duriﬁg
the Ace Agent; Convem:ion 1n June! 97

I .have great pleasure

:.n sending you a phot:ograph ‘as a memenco.

Yours sincerely,

t

1\-—-——-

(M.S. Natnrajan)

i
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1 “ \F E Proposal lor Insurance on own lifo
=*°‘37rr(c_ﬁa ST Ao oo .

(g & R w el wmp = gim)
ftfe Jusurance Corporation of Jndia

(Nol lo be used on the life of minors)
5 A dn Fm AR 1956 aTa siveal
E (Establshed by the Llie Insuranco Corporation Act, 1955 A ww /inward Number fenn/Dale
} ' W e wvsE/Kolkata Suburban Division
. g whreal zm y@ /o be.filled In by Agent T & BrdfFor Offico use
i . A
{ \
{ | om smabrwBranch Office e wrfer/Branch Office w/Proposal No. /VQ
} N, hgaraval y{ 3o Wio/D.0. Cod & \(\‘k sl
B ' sl VAUt o :
i | Pl m awAgl's Name s ﬂ%m% Lu,J socl SL)
( ‘ e w1 e 3a5.0.C No. ol
{ ik Wty fR/Dato of Expiry Wt S e v s .
Rew/Dgutis - i [ Do .'),f
PR o e fod aRYs w8 af, fg S frl wor W e o ¥ w8 W@eR T 6w
{All answer to be filled in legioly, Answers must be given in words, Stroke ol the penor dots or dashes will not be accepted as roplics)
N M (FEH B2R) 6 qm Renl 9amew e o I w
(A [ Full name (Surn

ame lirst) anc: Address o which communication are lo.be senl

Dhs YROABRNT

Objpet of Insurance
fpme :

W R Lo
Placeof Birth ~Ma{icala ™

| N e LN . R

z| Qo R seoed i L-A/\(Q,(& b @ s o\

=

= N\

E l“\'f k TAFL é&,\;o\ 5h Vo) % ' NalurﬂAge Proolsubmullcd & )

(8]

9 : g (Fuem afriz w) = R

= Wal ™ R PIN m Age (Nearer Birthday) " | “' *Dale of Birth

g | Wostia gu thssrer o o) o) < :
IR . (W.ﬁ.:h.?ﬁa)lrelephone no. (with STD code) :

A L R
SR / Residence : wratea Joffice $-%d / E-mail i g PO e

W!ﬂrdl(amtlﬁf%m‘dm

I ) Permanenl Address. il dilferent lrom above

\br |5, Mepat Meogd s Qionect
W a - a kg, fa PIN (B0 QI SLY]

AR m_Sken Name I

AN BLOCK LETIERS: o

Rt wn gz amy (Ferm wum) Father's name (Surname lusl)
> a
oDk DhS PRADIP K pR
aﬁamﬁsmmm(w mntm)w'mvm

- g N RN Ry
WNominee's Full Neme (Surnz ne lirst) and Address ' Age Relationship o yoursel/

AL BrmoNTTa T 3y C“e"""’t‘;\. N
' et

[0 | 3 L R T T e —— g i &fis & ma Ry
i1 " Nominea is Minor, appoinie s Full Name and Address Age Relationship to Nonbingass

(24

=

GO Woawa W w afve w ewoan

Signature ¢ Agpeintes as lokan of consent
MNote : wanua w1 feg Ww A gfen s 3o A 81 1Lis in the Interast ol'the proposer to nvall the facllity ofnomlpa!lon 7
(3 | v o i s fm s It §a ua afe | afen dfia ¢ o '
q antl o izl frram Raiw a2 iR . f
Plan & 1erm Sum Prope sed VRYUFA B 6l? ufe nied v -;‘fmmrm §? | wroy mw?dfﬂﬁ ] rr::m.u:l
s Torm Ride sum Proposert|  Crilical lfinesy Sum  |Is Accident bonom afterge Doposrlod
/ é[l rajg / m_g (llroqulmd) Proposad (il roquired) * raquimd? .. I Bali u lo ba UAI dta :
- @,p, b’lS‘.
mnﬁﬂ(uﬂvadmﬂ* , fmd T T Wt/ 3 0) e i) faw 3
3 m 3 'mlmmu W -
Mude (yearly, Hall-yearly, Quur lly, Monthly or | Paying Authori l r$.8 No.
omdo ) y ying Authorlly Codo Depll, No, . Badgjho ot N

—
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m Tl ww wd, ard . ged 3aw9/Present Occupation & Exact nature of Dutiex

T T AT iace of N

Wellla o

Educational Qualification

N =

Arinuial Income Rs

A | IS, o0 |

qifter ‘o', Ye

Source of Inceme

/ fara j ime 4 R (T ¢4 [T 1 17) BT S A
48 Frare nd address ol present emiployae u W
i b e e (\/\_,{(} ) ‘Lenglth ol scrvce vath Hin
15) [vefor g, - ama - ama @ S, @ 62

Are you an Incom. Tex Assessoc?

A

16) [uft s, ryferrfarg s W

arherd) ¥ ) gal fea w wav| o/ o you are omployad in‘Ihe-Armed Forcos, Please slals .

Tz (Tw)
Rank Iherein

Rm wmm gl B T
*{Wing 1d which you balong

¢

’ " |3 A (Rm) R 309 <mafRa §)

Dute ol Last Medical Examination

wrerg 9fn & ure wmay W)
Medical cotogory alter modical
exnminalion

T TS WA 4R Rt sfra
TR #2 gl @ #own?

whothor yuin wene iver calngon-
S0 bolow A- 1.l 50, =1ty prenid

7) | 3 Am & Rl weleu wowm G e Bl s @ 6 }U‘

a3 el @ ik wx s Qi g §2 3w ) R 27

ATNG-U7 .2 Y A 6 ) i
> SIS ThS
Il your lile now baing proposed foranolhor assurancc or an application for.ravival of Policy o your

life under considaralion in any offico of the carporation or any ollior Insurance Co?.11.yes glive dalails. L-\}

505Uy
1 /AMW L

B e e B YT PG LI

(A | P & AR el o wiga B wa wnile SAma M

L Tm-ga (i @ SR s gdne 9 walim aii mdmeow) oof)
Has & proposar(oran application lor 1ovival of a'Policy) on your le made

o any difice"f the Corpoation sverbeun. : ;

¥ - for, waifi, TR U iy e Reai g @

a Withdrawn, Doferiod, Oropped or Declined 7 e

3. 3R I es 9o o wdya @ few wn w2

.| - Accepted with Exira onmiym or Lian, ' .
v wiE St s vl W wiym Ry oy g2

lc) Acceptad o terms otherwise than those. proposed?

C

R W -ad o g
Answer *Yes” or No”

o
(4R
(VAN

ufe gEr # 0 yn fiaea Al

I Yes, o sl

T mfi;naw w i f-

88 ™ WY VR YR ava @ &
HEE T 6. ) : N ke
Have youduring pastone y. r relurned any policy ol the corporation as

the Same.was nol acceplab (o you? Il 50 yive _u'r:lnlls.

A%

4 s R o v nNe fadin Qe (fins G2 v R E ]

o . v | . L0 ey
Please. give/details of you previous insurarico I (including Policies' Surren

v wafla sl @ afinRia i)

duredilapsed during last 3 years.)
KL ST L ey i S I ol | : : ,
: A Wﬂﬂv 5 QAN U farm 2ty & s v ohem i ki [ it Rt fam gy | o ana |
AR ¢ A Ty SR i gy " | Amoint ol [ @94 : fifaem i 3o
Polley * . w?r?amm itmﬂ'uﬂ:) 7: 'ﬂ?g Table 4) [Assurance [ o oo | Asculent 0 T3 afem [ A0 [ er
Nummber B e TR A A Y (?:" “ |HidarSum{’ o o0 Benefit [ Yearar [ MR A | fafpn [ e 5 Kol e |

’ /AT W Term ,\;s‘_',r,"[,d Ac;;é“ Ridar Sun [ lsen e Wi Mudical | Wit ' bt
Insurance comp iniss Pl 19000k W Assmin (00 Whelher of [ntarce | ol s
Irom whore the ph Zlous plan .* (000) acceplodas | Nen. | forfull due dinle o

Policy/policies nave (600) ‘proposed al (medical | . Suin Last
baen purchasey with Ordinary Assured | Premium

address (if pro ous ralas paid or

policies are from i IC of date ct
Iindla, give nane of surrentat

Branch/D.0.). ]
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QLR T LG TE R R R gy T g1
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] osaifor insrance where & Policy has Lapsad or hag been converied Into paid up Policy wijt-n th . s Jyeas }
witaie yfigs) Wila/Alive a'Dozg —]
Faniily History-, Tt My WRA H Rufg ey Y W o 04 & 3 iy

Present Agp StaJus of Haallh Yaar of doulh Cuuse of Death Age al de:«lli’
fenFainer ue . :

.,
Aravtdolher - ¢ i L(_o ﬂ’h’-é/
s 3ishlive No, - e N SV
ol i - . : o i . ,
Brotlers 7w ¥ /Dead No, - (A= | L - j
a3 JAlive Neo T i >
JRabARg N T N3 g ! ]
Sisters V1 ./Dead No. it T i ;
Se[SAWe/Husband, ¥ R : z — |
wifa T /Alive No. i [
- /
Chliton 3a H/Dead'No. [ - --~][- / -~ - ’
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in ’?:rlrm‘m P i SRRV @Ay chfan jufe ww @ v o fitenn il
[ s IParsonal Histary = Ancwut “Yes“or ‘0" I “Yes”™ Pleass qve tull detaily
0 wa and flom viv ad i ey 1wl b Bad X faa fo woame ol %
e aw e W) sngmarm A @, R fewm A wad frn 22 o Ve ‘ )

¥ ﬁ‘hmup the 1ast live years «hd you consull & medical Prachitioner Inr any ailmont
umumnp frealment lof nigre than A week?

(i) %@t 3m @) ol e wite 2owm, oy @ Rl vew @ nee Miean &
R s m sim e ¥ mfa v r &7 -
Have you ever been admitiad 1o any hospiial ar nurging homo for qerwal check
up. observahion, Irgalment o operation?

tnlvmmﬂoamnq\tmmmb....rmuw\wdda;ﬂﬂm!w*\‘?

Have you remained absent «om your wark on frounds of healih during 1ha 1nst 5 yeurs?

) Tun AR wa Yz, weu, el sRes v wmueisi vmﬁn R Gl 2
Gfisa ¥?
A you sulfering fiom or bave you evor sulletod silmaonts pmnlmnq 10 Livet, Slomacis
MHeart Lungs. Kidney. Brain or Nervous System,

(v) M 3T WRE, Ha, I ow B T, Swr, A, SR ordRng, Wiy ] iy wds e 4
fb"&wﬂnvuﬂrmn a0 W va iR &2, Ao menaiien 8
Al you 5 sttenng iromor! = you ever sutlered lcom Omhclos Tubercalosis High Binod . (\‘% : i e

Pssine Lew (ot ies v Gancer. Epilepsy. Haimia, Hydracale. Leprasy o1 any
bt Dieases®?

et anl ety adfen aame @d 4R o w2 2 < s ERRAN
Lt you Fave any buddy 0 Lot dotorn g st ' ' ) Lyt " .. b

tviipun s e eave o gl w o &7 e =L e "\/\ - 0 X RIS S0
Lta you ever have any acen — or ingury? A (\' ! <o

fvii) itm e yeon, srewn ea o o add Tan, R wae @ anm ™odea v ' L

a ) R &2 . SR LT Ll
D0 you use or iave cver sed alcohlie drink, Narcotics. any othet drugs. ¢ . o leie8 8
1abacco in any form? Ll s

() e st e ) 5 R A oo (‘ el e e e )
What has been your vsual e ol hoalil” ,b(' Al G I P g o
(x) 72 319wl weunfen ¢ o ogn 0 fm fafew wdrl-vam w s wed * ’

CRRcUER Boc i B T (\:VQ

Have you ever required at p asent availing'undergomg medical agvice. Irealinent ar 1e w1y
e eannecton wath Hepatinz 3°er an AIDS ictalud contlition

!
. 31 T 19 4 3 Syt . 4 . Hag EiL)] IAN fn w
} Sz fme-ifaan lmml 4 gm A g Adnhicr u o S Yz e [5d (R '.'h Hoight Cns o, | . Weight . Kys.
IrovsneMedical Cases. plo sy state exact Foight in Cins. sand Walghl in Kgs. - o . -
(vahoul shoon) : . TR (P T 22 RS YA

PEET| IRt S -

7@ o mird §2 0 oifm wrw AR | T sngw) @0 wiim w mlim: o Rl gan‘wn? ok @ faw é'thrﬁl Rod wla wl @ (AR

134) &
= Are you Pregnant now?  Date ol lasi dolivery | Have you had any abortiof dr mismlags on cagsanan sechon? If 50, =1 i Datu ol last Mansturaiion
w nive Uolails SO E LA
£k
& o
“ p . e .
éf uid W Y3 AN Hosua s Full Name LTI SUGIA). His Ogeupation TR mila 3/ 4is Annual income
2 ’ ‘
3 ’
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=
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2 : > ~

”3(;, e M A walRar e SRR | Otaits of Husburils Insuriaghs ;

wiferd) sz 93 @i wearfiai & moa m@ R g/ it @il on E R | g s afim v sufy| difd @ o Rl

Pulizy No i iRl wrda e Prm g A wd @ ey W 0 ) Sum Assured Twh)Marm "' Present status of the Policy
Invurance Companies from where I1)s previous policy:Policies have (000 . e s 4
teun purchased wilh address (Il pfovious policies are Irom LIC of
Intha, give name of Branch/D.0,),

AULITIONSL QUEST;
e Wy ¥

¥ A3 w0 38 34 dionn & P nur ek aned gla: o . ¢ wap - e .-~
Hiwve you understoad tully tho terms and conditlions of the plan you pioposo 1o laki ? AT pil IR S T
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| “gRaTqar §IR1 B9vI’/DECLARATION BYTHE PROPOSER

ira A% & ne ke m
1% ywk e & fAy seafta fea wu B, gazEn wgvn s u«vnﬁ“ 1([7; m‘rqua:::eu;‘ u.i :‘;:v:)“n& a:\m u: ‘%17:1 agmugma; by 4\'1: el
W nen L sy e e L
'"“ﬂ'\!mm—ﬂmxﬂfmHn\(mwwﬁtlimmmm i £ warf ol v waafh Pme o o e A wedl el vdlie
m uy e piete wd od Riea A adal e qo e & g : oty
bl ugdnghiodocd W\nmrum‘ el mﬂs’rwtrmmu :\’ rﬂme: e ot W ranen @ Al W vafda Rl arraih w e b goe v el 'im |ﬁp‘2.h "L:I;:{n‘:ls'
l“?:;mi. m,&bm’m‘iﬂ .u-im“m Al e i oh R g b o) coAand A& wilm F PRy §, vagmn nenf 24 1 M &) w0 v R
.4 e dher fm B &) wih gen 44 ¥ B e 1 : .
;ﬂmid fx . mmmnf;::lmf‘umﬁﬂuuﬂ:mﬁmM1;1e!!“]ﬂnmn1-!14\m'haum'wthwﬁ-Mumtlu‘*ﬁ:f:::l:aa{‘\ﬂ:
r"ﬂ"“\mmmmwtm':'mﬂwhtuwtﬂ&)tﬂi\l&vn«nimmnrﬂmwl n NG Pre @ A wtie -lmn(auvmv&'mﬂw!:ﬂm:‘mm“ - ’h;" -
N ff‘l"' m“fvm (lion) & snars w vl (s oam § we wvfen vl & s s vl or MR Ao oo ) M4 6 voere R cophal i
mnnﬁuf:";’m\ﬂﬁl‘m&'ml";\lma‘wwdl\\ommw'ﬂ\fhlemwmmnﬂmn"ﬁunﬁmimsnmkm_iw-rlmm s s

Ing slalements and answers have
R S e O iy e a1t R ko P oy o
an ]
o‘ Q‘?Ie yang 323!‘5 (] Iha?ﬂlou:- ﬂﬂ%?ﬁu?‘ﬂ? Ior:}: duclaration shall ba tho basis of tha contract of assurance bolwao? 'mo !:\mli' m’ :i‘l)eu Lr;sg;%\lc:“t’:‘o';g::?'l’ta ga
by g‘h 1" nirug avermon e conlalnad thereln the said contract shall be absolulely null and void and all monays wi llcn s nl el rornbn-ns e
1? :&%d laor!o?lgydulo lhg Carpore in, Nol with slanding tha provision of any faw. usega ot cuslom or convonlion lor ls:s u:m b: n°|'2° &r:gypl m haus‘e Zaculorf-
pilal and/or omployar from ikl any knowlgdge or In’?\’a'w;ol?ﬂ%?g:{ ol 3ﬁ?ﬂf;ﬁﬂl’u‘a‘.’.{1‘3&3‘,"f::'ﬁ’f%’n’a’é‘ﬁ’&%’?fa‘é’?nss%.?a"n‘é"mfz ohomby 2g160 il Such auionly
ini naas or an: Jlhar parsen of parsans 5 \ [ a,
:rll‘;ss‘:fc.}r‘z)(i(sn%‘v,\ga?gs;go? l%lormali n, shapll al ony lﬁna bo al liberly lo divulge and such knowlodge or inlormation lo the Corporation

[ In my occdpallon of any adverse
lon of tha proposal bul bolura tho lssua of the First Promiuni Racalpl (i) any chango
Lﬁ!f&?ﬁ%‘é’égﬁﬁﬁm‘aﬁ ::yn I(: .ﬁ%&ﬁfﬁ?{?\'o" gnelal hogléh‘:)l mysoll o ""I:'d ofany m‘a’mtnmldolj r;}z :?ergl?’%%cc\g (i)Js aaI g:) n(::sr:la :‘; 33?33&5: g: :33,-25&'5:'{3,'}1 |g:
i i 1y lilgay lico of the Corporation has boon withdrawn or droppad. |
::?n!n%l glgg:fga?\na? :' ?101 l: ngﬂo(;lg(\:vollg li\l(mnlneho same lo the Corporatlon In wrlll‘r)m 10 considar larmg ol accaplance o{ assurance, Any omission on my pal
{0 50 shall render thi grifnc. Invalld ond all monays which shall I% pald In rospact lheraol forfelidy Corpomtion.
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+veSalt Lako Braxah, f.‘// i & Ry wrfa @i & wemR @ st P
""'“‘tm élgnaluro ol thumb impresslon of the Petson whose life Is proposed la be a5+

VAddress /i),

! SfRfm TR il
ol wE R R

he answor and/or signature hetain have above arefis In varnocular then he/sho should daclara above histher signature in own handwrlting that the repliey were
@ sen after fully and properly unde rstanding the questions,
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A o o s w4 R A s W o R ¥ e s wanfad ¥ DR wen wite f T A T A i d

) T dheom o v T wfe % o R o) wite (1) hmrmnrﬁwvnm{&ﬁﬁmnﬁw&mnnwﬁaﬁﬁumm fo
@ Declaration by the persor: filling in the lorm : iR T g RY M wrd W @ - o R
orqunwat 4 § = \ g’ i | hereby dactare Ihat | have fully explained the above quostions o (e
@ ™ M W wavDe larant's Name & Address Pruposer and | have lruthlully recorded the answaers iven by the Projinar
@ BT LRy U PR MLl s tﬂls«gnalure """""
R W0 L R (1, T, GRIGY A vy innenrnrnseesneses o ssesstssssisssesssenesnsesseeresbeeseneseseeessenes

@nnmﬂvﬂtm&u‘[:ﬂmutnﬁuﬁqﬂm‘dmmvrﬂ’i ul A wafen wwR & afna w tom Rrar 8 )
cortify that the contents of the form and.documants have beon {ully oxplained to mo by (name, Deslgnation, Occupation)

Ir/Ms and | have understood the significance of the proposed contract.
@m ¥ farg e @iy ¥ TR W 3iet frur/Signature or thumb Impresslon of the Person whoso lile Is Proposed 10 be 8ssUred. .. .cuieviivieiiniiriin s
) U wwmew 39y §/ln case the proposer Is lliiterate :

' wreTes W) et Frer R & wfifm why e R weum e A B (2) i wrgn dieen e % i wwaa va fveg &) 1 08 o
Td - AR W AT ke T W, wfm @ e wkal wul) R ww Rw R R w4 gl o if weer A U o) seaied el
HisMar thumb Impresslon shouid be allested by & person of standing whose ™ wrna 81

@ identily can easily be estabiished, but unconnecled with the Corporation Ihereby declar that I have explalned the contents of Ihis Form to the Proposar
should be mada by him ' in (Languagae) and that lhe proposer has allixad

5 PR the thumb impression above after {ully underslanding the contents thereol.
@) siqureml w1 wm @ w/Declarant's Name'of Address

[EETLT LTI PPr

FAT/Signature

@ qra1 afRfgw 19389 w1 41 @ WRIWUSummary of Sectlon 41 of Insurance Act, 1938
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) va o & gt WO on v afs ot el b iR v f e ) ) 3

@Jo parson shall aliow or offer lo allow, alther direclly or Indireclly,.0s an nducement lo any porson 1o lako oul of renaw or continue an lnsuranca In fespact of any kind of risk relating 1o
s of proparty in Indla, any rebate ol the whole or part of the commission payabla of any rebalo ol Ina premium shown on the nolicy, nor shall any person 1aklng oul or renawing or lives
¢ conlinuing a policy accepl any rabale. excepl such rebaty ag may b sliowed In accordance with the published propeciuses of lablos of the.Insurer,

@iced {hat acceplance by an Insuranca agant of commission ln fionutection with w poticy of lile isurance tukon oul by himaail on hig own life shall not ba dagmod to be acceptance of 3

1 of premium within the maaning of this sub-seclion If sl he time of such acceplanco (he lnsurance ogant salistios tha prescribod ennditions estavilshing that 1w 1s a benalule
surancy agent employad by the Insurar, .4

21 Any person ma)dnq defaull In complying with ihe provisions olélho section shall be punishablo with llna ahich Ay uX1and 10 hew hundred rupeos.
. 4 afdfam 19389 uwt 45 o WIRTA/Summary of Soction 45 of Insurance Act, 19368
£ b ¥ & iR R Zﬂwnnilmrﬂwn‘iﬁ\dlhﬂm(wmmn)v\m&imtmmtmwmmu\mx ) R

o v ovd R wy s fox vrem i nef g e AT N e e b oshe @ e e o THRE e den 43 ¥ R
Ro m wem b

0 policy of lifa insuranco shall, &iter the axpiry of two years from the dale on which It was olfscled, bio callnd Iy quastion Ly K inuLrar on ke ground that a steteniont maode in {ha proposal
o insurance of In eny ruperi of a muyical olficer, or telece, of Iriand of the Insured, or in any omar documant lending o the issue of the policy. was inaccuratys ar false, uniess (ha insurar

vs (hat such stalement was on n matoriyl matler or suppressed facts which || was matura) lo disclose and thal it was lraudulontly macte by he policy hoider and Inat the palicy hoklet
3t the time ol making it thal tha stolemunt was folse of thal it suppressed lacis which It was matarisl to disclose, k :

Taa vaRed whan wes)) G A fort /For Medical Casos onl.y :

‘r:‘.v(n mm; ‘}1 n;_ “:mrmuj«\ uy 'bhmr'( lﬁn:, 1) 1;; ;x\( Ay 3- o b oend % wd i af-md R m ¥l wquedd 3ed wren Rvfaain siger Pine mimen o ‘
rlily that: @ as3uregRas signed/put hisMor thumb Jmprassion rasance allor sUmiltin us f H 5
i mcm&{'_ > ¢F5 . ! 2__ tw p 0 thal all the answars 1o Quastion Nos. 10 onwaiids of this form haw boen

© Pro oo it o vy - SigoeRom

CRn.aen W Al fon o v i @) ol § ) na L ' ‘ ! A__ejgﬂu W Q.D Wp&/u‘?’

ianalure or thumb Improssfo'n_c no lilo Proposed, A ) : o

ignature or ThUumb Imptos: in should ba allixed in presenca of Medical Examinor

o .
—

A By sy v € ava mefun T of v oarh @ @ 7 517
W o6 org R v A w BRERY A g wp Al s

(wraa yhuw & yemrySignature of the Modical Exarninar)
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Bk. No. 02314 /.~ | 20

. NS Sfiaat dftew fRoret
=7 fife Jnsurance Corporation of Jndia
(Established by the Life Insurance Corporation Act, 1956)

KOLKATA SUBURBAN DIVISION
MEDICAL EXAMINER'S" CONFIDENTIAL REPORT

F. No. 300 M. R. [Rev. Apr. 82]

Branch No. (4 \ (&

oy 1 —
Proposal Ng.! Pelizy Me.

Il Name of the Life to be Examined Age * Casa No, Month Year ‘
FyliNa - orthe S " Morels 200 Y
Croreriny Das Dosdoccs g
identification makks . :
MQM oS wg/e\‘l ,Qg%%— ( n ’ :
Introduced by ' s Introdycer's Designationa FSignature
- (o rser - -
Height (cms.) (without shoes) | Walght (kgs.) (in this clothes) | Girth of abdomen (cms.) (over navel)
S\ J o 1a
Chest (cms.)—over nipple Full Expiration (ems.) Fu&gﬁrahon (ems.)
Pulse Rale pm, . Blood Pressure Systolic . *  Diastolic
’-)— 1st Reading 5L i N
. 2nd Reading (-0 &

The General appearance healthy?
Ascertain from the life to be assured whether
at any time in the past he/she

i) has been hospitalised ?

i) was involved in an accident ? . CO
ili) has undergone any Radiological, Cardiological

Pathologlcal or any other test 7

iv) s currently under any treatment ?

IF THE ANSWER TO ANY OF THE NEXT
PLEASE GIVE FULL DETAILS

9 QUESTIONS (QN. 5 TO QN. 13) IS “YES”

Is there any abnormality of the Cardlm)ascular
system ? : s 2

\ye

I3 here any swelling of joints, enlargement of
thyroid, lympatic glands or scars (of earlier surgery) ?

7

0

Is 2any abnormality found on examination of {
Moutn, Ear, Nose, Throat or Eyes ? '

<)

Is there partial/total blindness or deainess

i or any
dther physical impairment ?

R/,
.

“re tere any sym
2bnermality or dis

[(F——==

; ptoms or signs suggesting

case of the Raspiratory system ?

7

3 e
-~z
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& i's"théré"ariy evidence of enlargement of fiver o splaen 7

; "“.’f’&'lfg:"“-"."-"-*:"

mmmmmm.uuga}i i 4
3 V.

of pelvis ?
|

12. | Is Hernia present ?

13. | Is there any evidence of d|

Nervous System ?

1$ikere any abnormality in abdomen or abnormality

iscase of Cenlral or Petriphera|

1

14:-] Is there an

If so, state
a) the year of Operation
b) Its nature and Cause

c) Its location, size and condition of scar
d) degree of impairment, if any

Y evidenca of Operation 7

15,

Is there an

the year in which
i) nature of injury
iil) degree of impairment, if any
iv) duration

the injﬁry occured

Y evidence of injury ‘due to accident or otherwise
If so, state

-
v

R S S

N0

]

O

or present, which
f so, give details,

Al

you-consider relavant ?

of unconsciousness in the case of heaq jnjury.
16.f ' Is there any other adverse feature in health or habit, past '

17,

" FOR FEMALE'LIVES ONLY
“| @) " Is there any disease of the breasts 2
b) Istherg any evidence of Pregnancy ?
If s0, give duration,
Do you suspect an
overies 7

c)

y disease of uterous, cerviy or

I hereby certify that | h
inmy own hand (i) the tru
examined.

1 déclare that the p

€rson examined:
~in my Presence and th

atl am not rélated to

Dated at ‘C_Q‘ﬂ -:)\3

............................

Medic8 Examiner's Nage
]
‘;\T, ).":

A

and Address
W '{‘}-‘;E‘i{\. gr'

a3 Lk

ave, this day, examine
¢ and corraci findings (

&igned (affixed his/her

gim/he_r or the Age

d the abovae life to
i) the answers 1o

Question No, 4, as asce

thumb impression
Nt or the Development Officer,

) /(.‘\m‘(‘f

in private, ang recorded
rtained from the person

be assured personally,

) inthe Space earmarked belaw,

0.0.%........ at 1) v

.......................... a.m./oa,

N oa /L7 <z
i ’(k.L.... .............. L L T P
Sigrature of 14c !

i e i

T e e e,

Qualfications Uy N

Coce No,

LN
......... B RO
A

‘.

-~

~---?~_¢mmm;~'
<

Oiems e ol

s,
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Form No. 3251

1 L@@] Life Jusurance Corporation of Judia

KOLK,':TA SUBURBAN DIVISIONAL OFFICE

Dev, Olflcer Code

Agency Code/

A it

(Estal lished by Iho Lifo Insurance Act. 1056)

Ihe PAN 7

Are you personal
lhe proposer/lile

satislied with the financial standing of
isured and juslily the current proposal ?

Rl Proposal No./
= Agents Conlidential Report/MHR Branch
Loadhd, ]
Agent's Name & /.ddre VAWER &Jb Mambership Licance No.
) CM's Club Mamber A
7’ TWLOJ,, 8alt Lako Brang Date of Expiry
Name ol Propofc G Age Sum Proposed l@/(G\A_J
Name ol Lite Pho; osed < Age Ocm @luro ties
h ‘ : Q-‘B W/%Dﬂl )'\ o\ j

a) How long do yt u know the life propdsed ? a) (A"M
b) Arae you relatec to him/her ? If so, give details. . b) -
c) Whatis the ochicallonal qualilicatlons of the lile proposed ? | ¢) w ‘ M
1} Give details of Annual Income from Proposer Life Proposed © . Remarks
a) Employment a) o
b) Business/Proft ssion b) P ZPa
c) HUF c) o~
d) Olher sources specily dolalls) d) 7

: TOTAL
1) ‘Whal prool of income is verilied by you in respect of

income slate: 1bove ? W
a) Whether it i« \lary shael or cerlificala Issund by the

Employer.?
b) Whetheritis :ertilicate issued by the C. A, ? What is 5

the Permanet  \/c, No, allotled by 1. T. authorities ?
¢) Whether copu  of income (ax returns veritied ? What is

a) Whatis the gt
b) Does he/she .
hearing, phys:
Do you have i
any ilinass

houpitalisaiton

€)

reral state of health of Ihe lile proposed 7

.ve any physical deformily, Impaired sight or
al Impairment or Menlal retardation ?

v knowledgo of histher having sulfered from
¢ Injury or undargonu any oparalion.

r medical investigation ?

Did you chisnuss v
plevious polictes .
within tha last th,

‘h the Proposer/Lile Proposed the stalus of
W are you satlslied that no polley has lupserd
2 years.

Ar2-you aware o°
life proposed his
accepled al term:

.ny proposal (or revival al any policy) of tha
ng been delerred, declined, dropped o
other lhan those proposed 7

Are you aware of
position ol the lile

.nything in the occupation, linancial or social
roposed, his/her personal hablts or any other

at Navel Lovel

circumstances win h might be likely to add 1o the risk ? In=o
Under Non-Medic | cases only, give
a) Marks ol (den lication ___ | e 10 SO i -
b) Exacl Fhysic: Measurerents : ¢
cm. Kg. ci, cm. cm,
Height ] Weight Girth 6!—‘«!410mqn On Expiration On Inspiralion

Girth of Ches! at Nipple Level

g0

Have you explain-

«d fully the lerms and cendilions ol the plan lo the Proposer ?

M/\Q 4.0
1 =
| hereby declare hat the‘%gc\i/aq\slalemenls are true and correct 1o the best of m< knowlédge and beliel daled al _
on the day of . 20
Signature of Agent 1 e
y 9 SRR, N

(To be completec by the Dev. Officer)

| am salisfied will the idenlily ol the parly and on the basis of my
independanl enqu:sies, | hereby declare that tha foregoing stataments
are true and corre 3t Lo the best of my knowledge and bellol.

Daled at
day ol

on the
20

Name ol Design. tion/Slanding
(No. of years) _

Signalure

{To be complated by thé ABNUBMST, BM)

stalemonts aro lrue and correct 10 the best of
boliol.*

Dated al on the

| am satisfled with the Identity of the parly and on the'basls of my
indopendent enqulrles, | hereby. dbclars that tha loregoing

my knowledge nnd

day of 20

Name of Designation/Standing

Signature

SGP-
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1) ch Jusumnc '@orporation of Jndtu

KOLKATA SUBURBAN DIVISION
27D ELECTROCARDIOGRAM

§0
. nstructnon to the Cardiologi
1) Please satisfy your"c}f'.rb{thc identity of the examinee to guard impersonation,
2) The examince and the person introducing him,, mu.i:ugn in your presence, Do not use the form signed in
advance.
. 3) General Ins!ructlon Thc base hnc musc ‘be slcady. ‘Standardisation..slip- must-bc mcludcd“ Tl hc (mcmg" :
. must be pasted on a foldcr Each lead should:!contain 5 somplexse, Il‘ the' pulsc r-a(c lug'ﬁ, mvc hlm some )
rest before recordh g Rcst ECG should be madg:in the Medical Diary. A o K
’ 4) Rest ECG—Rccoy usual 12 leads. b} pald !

4a) Additional Leads i) Ifleads IIT, and a VF show a deep Q or T wave chnrgc record nddmonnly, the
‘ same leads in deey. inspiration ii) If.leads VI shows a tall R wave; record addttlonally lead ‘V4R. N L
. '5) Only Exercise EC 3 G ¢ Record Leads, I, IT, ITT, V2, V4 and V5 at rest and for the purposc of Excrcusc
ECG Record Leac : V4, V5, I, IT, III, aVR, aVL, aVF, VI, V2, and V3. immddi nﬂy\) aftcr exerc:sc, Propcr .
. Double Standard * ‘wo-step exgreise should be given so as to raisc. the. heart rate to"100 p:'m. or more but in
. no case less than ! 0 to 30 beats over the resting rate.
. 6) Both Rest and Ex( reise ECGs (simultancoucly ) : When both Rest and Exercise ECGs are called for record

. Rest ECG as per nstructions at (4) above. For purpose of exercise ECGs, record leads V4, V5, V6, I, 1T,
Il1, aVR, aVL. a' F, V1, V2, and V3, immediatly aftar exercise.

Divisional Office...... (-A’T\ % ..Dev. thccr Name. wassiayaaes

£ . Branch Office... Agent s Namc.. ’I/('/ AP Prop /Pol No .......................
Full Name of the Exa.nlncc..... / WM l. /'.'U}[;J/} TP ST A CRi /.
AR Guvaiasvinia )- PN adeoss Years Introduced by... )M’( Hls ngnaturc 1_}-"

.PERSONAL STATEMENT OF THE LIFE TO BE ASSURED

Note : The Medical |ixamirier is requested to cxp{am the following question to the examinee and request him
to write dowu the answers in his own hnndwntmg in the presence of the Medical Examiner.

1. Have you ever had pain in chest. -High or. Low Answer
Blood Pressure. ---Palpitation, Breathless or ¢Yes'
- Dizziness at rest or on exertion or any discase ‘or’ <>
of cardiovascular system or Diabetes or any ‘No.,’ !

disease of Kidney ?

J

Have you ever hud on ECG, X-Ray of Chest
Blood Sugar or lilood Cholesterol or any other
test 7 If so give details,

.

w
.

Are you now in health and generally maintain
good health ?

I hereby declare that the following statements and answer
‘the questions any t at they arc true and complete In cwﬁ
@) Dated LY

have been given by mc a{(cx},

i

particular, and no :nformntion;has l;c;?qr}.vhhh?ld.' 37

. phyad.m’aq;:aoxmw.a" i
Medilink Hea'hh carpa& -.;?
Diagnostics Conte Pyt Lid,”
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MEDILINK FEANET
DIAGNOSTICS CENTHE,E»A i

1M, Vatika, 1st Floor, Gate No:-'4)'Block/=A2;/Kalindi"

Kolkata-700 089 ® Tel :- 2522 0575:@ 2522 7647
E-mail : rpglsa71 @vs'rlj_lé'cfi?m'; :

' .
o—_ ) ¥ I3
3

MP.. ‘PRASENJIT 'DAS i~

2aa9/BRAYL- i L e
NG e S e

Pr. C/0 L-. 1. C o« OF}Y

0
©n
-4
.
Uy
hed
1 e

R

RN

HAEMOBLOBIN (Fh%) s— 14,5
TOTAL COUMT
R B O 4.8
WwoB oo & D
DIFFERENTIAL COUMT . s
MEUTROPHILE Lo b
LYMPHOCYTES 3m -
MONDCYTES : 62
EQSINDOPHILE  » @3
BASOPHILS : A

Paclied rmall w. lump:43X percenf;“
R.E.C Morphol gy : Normocytic, Normochromi

Platelets Cow t. 3 Adequate per.c. mm.

ESR ( Westerg:-esn Meth

od )
FIRST HOUR READING @a
SECOND HOUR READING “e
P...TI_L'LDCYTE‘ COUNT s W 8 Y

M. C. W : 89 cu
M. €. H ¢ 3B YY
M. 2. &£ e 3 T -

THANK vOL. FOR YOUR: KIND REFERRA

Rrpua emjiis

Mé‘fu»{
Consultant /fm'm/nyisl

Prof. C. R. Ghose¢
M.B.B.5, M.D., Ph.D : FL.C.

ceiai

v Fivr.
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DIAGMNMOSTICE PENTF{E wen n e

‘I, Vatika, 1st Fiour, Gate No.- 4, quck A23,,Kanndl B e e
Kolkata-700 089 % Tel :- 2522 0575:’9‘2522'764 g

E-mall : erlsa71 @vsnl \,gny"“ .:5}@:«'1 2

PR

Patient s Name : MR. PRASENJIT DAB

Patien't‘ﬂ ID 1 8409/0001

i‘..;., g

Ref. Ry : Dr. C/OL . I . C.. OF INDIA . Reéortiqﬁubate “‘1 y ?Ghvuf
. ! 0 i“ i (s oy T e A
,' h -
e e T T ~=n=====n==:=u=nn=:=u::ln:l-:::.‘uanun un q‘“.“':lnl:.nnl::nuuuuﬂ 2
EPORT ON EXAMINATION OF ELOOD FOR' Hxv:-;'rf-:a'r ?}W'
STEEZouEScoTSZxas —========H=B=H==l=.="==l::::-IIBEHBEIBBB"-‘I ‘ A

THANK YOU FiJR YOUR KIND REFERRAL 5 "

meey:', widl- Dan

.00..000QOQ%0.0..OOO.C.QOO

AR

Cintsuilant Lathidogice

Prof. C. R. Glinse
‘ M.8.8.5,, M.D,, Ph.D : £1.3.
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Claim Form 'E* No. 3787 (Rev.)
= e

&)  swa s da Por

o~/ [fe Jusurance Corporation of Jndia 2
e ST 7w wralera/ KOLKATA SUBURBAN DIVISIONAL OFFICE B

1§ fB/5, Jget-1, qeedw, Fwawmar-700 064/DD)S, Sccto}—l. Salt Lake City, Kolkata700 06,21
GR- @t
(EraT o
faFar & gamas B e PR B
CERTIFICATE BY EMPLOYER +#®4l | wateuitd 1UUGA

(ga% ®1 9U 7 (&)

& g &1 qIftd) qw;& A 2 F ey 4 |

In connection with claim under POIICY NOuwuvuureuvues seriviviinios suavmueveersnssnssssns ooseneeess oo sessa, on the life of.

( Insert Full Name of the deceased )

3 QAR a7 At g/ | hereby muke the following statement :

G WA/ (2) NAME IR MUl s et e e et esss st es e o enne
(%) 7% & fay w1 s/ (b)  Father's name of the AELENSEA, oo nrsomevonssssrivomsansenwssiesesaibnssss i s s Doy ois
l ® w5 @rqar/ () Address of deceased....uves con...... LT S0 ese s dasrannsanssasussaoss SR TISRTY
(%) % 2 foew [ (d) Nature of Employment.......;/......................................
@ dar mw 1 Bk / (¢) Date of Joining BEINICE aeomsesnssermmomsssssansiisavsmassvuisssins T PR
2. () 7w & EM QAA 5 A’ fily ' /\[ " "/"' A.{)pl /é-’{_'g/{ (**
(a) Date on which the deceased last attended dutics

SN
@ () Fw AR wA few fm R A1/,
RAad RO geg & acoT@ TS 9E Iufkyd - .
T O7 AR ’}L ; e

(b) ({) . On what date did deceased first complain of

illness which caused his immediate absence

before death and. - W AV Ve TSI e T N e ee e R
(i) D & @@ (i) SYMPoms Complained of  ooueveereineeiieese st ;
® gt/ (© ,(’!atc ofdeath NSNS S TR S T ;
@) s ol g & G A A Ed g ) : g
Whp informed you /of the death of the deceased. \\\

R) TgF ana &) A g |
APPrOXimalc/a e of deceased at deathy v, GRS S R SRR i R
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FA Y sgafaiy &t g ot [ fRIg g sramr qqT T A3 Qmaawmian & ana
i R ¥ el TR NTRAE &30 W am Fafwed) g9as
.................. 7 an PN, - aféra AT e fFar man

[T 3 A Date of leave Nature of leave Ground on

a3 qq” Fromuia.. availed Casual which leave In the case of sick
Record or absence TPosiouavissias or Privilege sought for Jeave whether

from duty during
the peri

or Sick

Medicnl Certificate

rom ,uf la2ool

Produced

* qum NAAq w2 A a0 gEuad qa T @ @Y o gnif
i.e. 3 year prior to FPR. Revival & end with date of death

fGggN. B

=

'

T8 [T ﬂs YW@ 158 IR & T &fGa, A, a1 o wry S g FUT AT & T
Rt wwtoTa sl fsan wan ar @il afE gl A savg a:a’wsﬂ GO e BRI R RS

*leas: state nature of leave availed of Casual, Privilege, Sick ete, If on grounds health, Please state

':c:ln:r medical certiﬁc:xlc vas produced and il' so, send copies of leave applications and cerlificate
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ay Medical Benefit Sehene for the employees in Your Ofice 2 [f 50, kindly give the particulars of

s and treatment for which disbursements were made under the scheme to the decensed during the
Y r~od from...

) & gese
Signatur X
g IDeyigey - TS O R T
QR ANTI R0 s avaavesie neanGas Goavee

fralET & geaen
AR SIEREUTE 6 BMPIOYE  wasrrissroscaeuasimsivns
QS DESTEARTION o s ovisncsuimsiassm st s s s v s s oran e
T ef L R R S

(51 7 B U P

MANOTE 4 qn AN EEF ged M ARd Wk mﬁuﬂ & y'ada AT A v sal gmaer @ e v

. . . ' .
r - 5

H Rectsi HE B A me\‘) PG & AT >E AW IS ¥ % 9E 035 qumn 5 mrmrca B IEH GRa
A i, T 3 RAT R T 1 AR ) ) S A & QA AT T | 2 x ¥
The wit% s must not be a relative of the dcceased not a claimant under thé Policy, If Cerlificate
»wagr-lin Vernacular by the Declarant the Witness is required to state belpw the conteinss of the
Certifici. ~ weix repiuined to the Declarant in vernacalar and the gaps filled in at his dictation.
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oo w @) CLAIM FORM 'A*
- ST et Roter = T |
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R i T sjudice 1
Life Jnsufance Corporation of J’n@[!:‘; S ki m':/" JJ;—I ). C? i
- < ante
TIFRIEN ITATAT qo¥7 winlay Y o, - 338 1 3~ 31
KOLKATA SUBURBAN DIVISIONAL OFFICE Ve /) Oulnntia S kG

Int. No ..., .. ........

Arar wraiaa/Branch Oflice

TIAT F1 7917/CLAIMANT'S STATEMENT

(xrfas =a &1 qliaY i qrt gwmrc safes Fva am)
(To be filled in by the parson legally entitled to the Policy moneys)

(WY 3oz ever faw 1o gwe waat 4 feq @i sufgn ) www ¥ Frorw, fasg ar aert 393 g

(edYw1T Y Y a1 wFan

(All answers to be filled in legibly. Answers must be given in words.
be accopted as replios),

T e eavornaos mavasies

Ly
Strokes of the pen or dotes or dashes, cannot
LI

R £ L3¢ o B ST R QL
VEF T A9 fas )

fg e doar oL Ly 2 F yrasw i ) 70/o00 7 folo00 + /0/00D
In con%ﬂ Wwith ¢laim under policy No4“?~3é9/g8'/ veen e for Rt.@./‘.-’..".?..'.'!'../.0/..(’.47..?{'.‘../.0..000o &

on the life of 'Se.‘ﬁI?(f/) b I 4"?3

¥8]682,52385/(83 423 §8/(By 92388185
A TrREFer 6L
(Insert full name of the deceased) -
nfasY & w¥ere & v frex Faaoor dar T

I, as the elaimant under the Policy mako tho following statement ¢

7T ¥ Fagg & fRaTr —Particulars rogarding tho claimant ;

' R AT o L SRR

i) @207 w1 217 Name of the claimant ; _DAS /?”)'I\; M ”’\77 7

i) 1Y Age

v) AT Address’ C/ 03/17/})*(_3,{0(32!?'1012" o R

1
V) 9T fdgrTy qrasy Relationship to the deceased life assured W{d { ,\ ﬂ}w /
vi) exifaea w1 g3r% faay A0 qiferaY wfor § Frm ' ' : '
VA qEqA Foar aan, wafy arvifer yegdi, fenam
ar FRarfasedy ..., o % o AR IS TSR STy

Nature of Title under which the claim for policy money is submited Wiz

Nomince, Assignec Exccutar, Admini
. A minj.
strator Trustee or Beneficiary /\("H Gl Bl ey . o




< g A ¥ fyag pww Particulars rpgardi

4

ny the decouscd lifa wxsiired :
LU I Ve U TSP i Vo

i)  drivar 3 Y &1 €91 Place of eath oflhcrlifo assured .....,...
i) weg fafq Dato of donth......! OQL(J’OO

T o7 1% wxT Exact time of duath.,.....’

B e

4

RAATNE' o

i) 9oy & gwg Nz @ ¥1g Age of life assured at dea

Iv)  o'feag Nurdr a suiy Duration of last illness...,., k- 4 .
¥) T B T ansifas wror Immediate causo of doath Erﬁ-bﬁd 25l
red LA ANV Y

Vi) IR W ¥’ Faw sgymra Last Occupation of the life assy

vii) IVaTT w7 o frw gar Last Address of the life assured ..,

3 53w & A o7 wvg oifefagy ¥ faqy

8 w0y "y
et 8 wrer ofe wefeg aar a1 wrar
Policy No.  Sum W ATy

Assured " Name of Issving

Branch

NO_ e T /\«\J/&—(xa(/é@( W

it gz Particulars regardin

1Ty 4 fafg
Date of

Commencemont

viil) gaw ¥ fyar «r ST 717 Full nume of deconsed's father... !,

lqu:g;a//\. ;

e e
-

LER LR IR B et

o g

N Laeg 1y b (r“, Lk

B s

g tho other Policies on the Jife of deccased :

Qg gz, waar fawnfa

A9TAT fRammr & g
Whether with Double Accident
or Extended Disability Benefits

4 8) gwew ey Aw g % 7 wI¥ 9> frwrag & 67 Y 41 7
When did the decoased first complain ; {
of being not in usual good health ?A’/A s

- B) v% wwa few acg o fard gy fusrag g€ |
Nature of illness then complained......... ..., ...

foesrnr Ssaeen pu aas e,

L LT

R LR T T PR e

-

5. abaw frd § gun fefearaa araY & any

The name of the modical attendants during the Jast illness,

reans
r

A
A

Chu, 7

N ,
I B it kel
/’\/1/07'\-—01.-\,{ § g S-S
lasx
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;o fagkdra ani ¥ gint g-arn ¥ faa Mlfeern it gomd Faar o fafwean mr:‘ A, TAH A0 AT T war g

¢ T mmd Forwrga anr fan g g o gormY falour falonl adr o

" 6 Name and addresses of the ductars consulted during the last three years stating ggainst cach name the com-
plaifi€ for Witi 14 'l':u-;:g_'::or\:"mtcd and the dute or dutes thercof :

.

—

: fRfHermy ar sreqaraY & anr T qd .
warg &% % fafgar fafagl” Namo of the Doctor or Hospilal fasraa T fraw
Dato ¢f Dates of consultation and address Nature of complaint.

L aOnc a (at %WW{'

2,
3.

. RPN ¢ 1159 Sl LGB kil £ S Ed ety
BX UF QF §HY 9¥ -

5% e ve-seesnesene.d0 hereby declare
that the statoment made herein above is true in each and every respect,
faeY ot fraw waar Afy Fogrs & Fed g % T8 w5y g% 0 @A go fwd) o s gr stgam@a &y
mefagar & ararx 9T fod safes & siw v3% 97 w1aw g€ svawrd ar gaar am ¥ fag pafaa s gy av o wagens
37 Pafwers ar qeqarg Y Forg  Iqqes ga Advere K Fed Agrd o Qo ¥ e sorsy ar g9=0% frgn,  wfiert
Farg fw \;n't eareay ¥ faaq ¥ oY AY qrawrd ar quAr ITA faaw gro atfesd) qrd 6wt & fome wram i
et gY, ag fraw, 3a¥ sratag) oy i gargw) ar fipe sararag o sqezagr gar 2
 Notwithstanding tho provisions of any law, usago, custeam or convention for the time being in force
prohibiting uny‘physician or hospital from divulging any knowledgo information acquired by him/them in atien-
ding upon orixamining a porson on tho ground of sccrecy. 1 bercby authorise the pbysian or Hospital, who l;us
antended upon or oxamined the aforesaid deceased life assured for any silment or Illness to divulge apy knowledge
_oninformation regarding the deoossed’s ptate of health,which ho/they may have acquired whether before or . after
the Policy was issued by tho Corporation, to the Corporation, its offices and legal advisers or in |any court of law. )

o laliuspp ferts 17A
DEclared ab cuiins ssarsewesonaneses sonssskMBuusasnssosuokos

73707 & gearary/ane famra
. ¥ "y 4 . ’5, < LO 3k j) aD
Signuture/Thumb impression of the claimant dj

¥ gre Nfgg
. 200../7.. before me

E

it o i el misjimisme s sm




" ZEAIST Signature ............

"‘}..'w..,.‘..,.: “

~aasT REN A L BT e el = E7 TR
-
\
W q U8
g frarm ,M YA
Declared ut .{fM his M e 2 S Full nume ... )0\, s
? 0% awer Qg 9% Designation XTI (R TIPS
e ' VIJAT AGERW.
: MAddress..... ..o YAOAT AGERWAY ..
day’ %200 ,‘! before me a7 Address '@ Aidelf i
..... B L PN v e Aavaes 2, "uc-fJ.‘M'M'B'r'M"""""""'"'

FTMAT Tel. No ..., Cote o aveaa.,... ..

qefl & grars

\
Signature of Witness

fesaet : g qura Frenifes ¥ & fog) gw ara afs graret frar wifzg (1) whame (2) Frog wr wf
FHT IOX 70 % wlrwat wgq FIHIET ] (3) G \qqiuw (4) soe fagrior srfumrd (5) srayr g (
ST (8) frat gréega 1 urarargs (9) N3Q ®rEar saar fawrma srpqpe (Fevg mrar sraay

(11) Praw &1 sfasrd ar wfase ar faxre wfamic (Faad S ma’ ax fazrg sfyg
ot eqrYe fasrg @ srwaer |

I St IR wlimaf Y fy
T g wEEm § | :

NOTE : (This statemant must  be countersigned by (1) an Advocate (2) an Agent of the Corporation (whois a member
of an Agent's Club at the level of Divisional Manager's Club or above) (3) a Bank Manager,

Officer (5) a Commissioner or Oaths, (6) a Doctor, (7) & Gazetted Officer, (8 )a Head Master of 2 High School 9) a
Head Post Master or Department Sub-Post Master (but not g Branch Post Master) (10) a Magistrate (I1) an Officer or
Superintendent or a Development Omccq latleast 5 years standing or confirmed recruited from t

or BM's club member befure joing as Do

RAf (Samvzy aws
6 TIwET (7) Trarqfra
@ gF) (1v) zosthirgyy
1% §9 % 319 fagr 2 (12) yqarmy a1y

TH AT W0 ALy w g e I H<q FAT wzedt F wqrd) fy o g % fage iy

(41 a Block Development

LAINED TO THE DECLARANT OF VERNA-

CULAR AND HE/SHE HAS JAFFIXED HIS/HER SIGNATUE/THUMD IMPRESSION HERETO AFrgg FULLY

UNDERSTANDING THE SAME

B TP,

g1 Arg Full Name ........
7% Designation ....
sar Address,.............

T AeLAR ANt Metbeseanans

F7T Tel. No .. ...

F. No. 3783 (Rev)
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Tife Jusurance Corporation of Judia
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=

TRITT I g -wrafew, sty wor, $191-5, -1, uneir: f@dT, arn-700064
Kolkala bdhurban Divislonal Office, Jcevan Prabha 00- 5 Sec-l, Sall Lake Cily, Kolkala-GA

To, Wi Date: 10-08-2005 :
Shri Vijay Agarwal, (LICI Agcnt)

Agency Code No: 97633411, PFR RD(‘IST] RED A/D POST.

7, Hari Sabha Street,

KOLKATA-700023, \

Dear Sir,
Re: Withdrawal of your authority [or g,nvuu, M.HL.R. | -
Ref: Death Claim under Policy Nos.(1) 423881681 (2) 423881682
) 423881683 (1) 423881684, (5) 423881685 & (6) 423881686

- on the life of Late Prasenjit Das.

On examination of all the rclevant papers (or 1gmal proposal papers and other
reports including original medical examination reports) pertaining to all the six
policies mentioned aboyve which are found to be a case of bad claim, it is decided
to withdraw the authorxty of authorization of any Moral Hazard Report from you

with immediate effect. -

This is for your information.

i . ' - Yours 'fai(hfully,

SR, DIVISIONAL&MAN@GER
e . A L

“u

g/ Tal: 033) 2337 0242/0642/0946, rer/Fax:033-3370609, §-7r/E-mail: licicado@col.vsnlnelin
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Life Jusurance Corporation of Judia

FISHDTAT T HOFT SR, I, J02T -1, Wz WY, WIerwrarT - 700 064
Kolkala Suburban Divisional Olfice, Jeavan Prabha, DD-S, Soc. - 1, Sall Lake Clly, Kolkala - 700 064 -

<ONADENTEC AL
Ref: KSDO/P&IR/ October 30, 2006

Shri Vijay Aggarwal

Agent, Code No. 97633411 <
LIC of India

Salt Lake BO

Dear Sir,
Re: Early Death Claim under Pol.No. 423881681 - 86
on the life of P.Das (Dec.)

This is to inform you that you had procured life insurance business on the life of
onc Prasenjit Das (Dec.) totaling assurance of Rs.15,05000/-. The policies under
reference have resulted in early death claim. On being reviewed by the competent
authority the following anamolies have been noticed. :

L. All the policies were adjusted against a proposal deposit vide BOC No. 11657
on 13.02.04 in the name of one Shri R.L.Gupta and no deposit was made in
the namie of the deceased policy holder.

2. All proposals though dtd. 05.03.04 were registered on 16.04.04 i.c. after the
death, No information regarding the death of life assured was given to the
office before registration.

3 It has been established that the proposals relating to the said policies were not
signed by the Life Assured.

4. In the proposal, a cousin brother, a Shri Biswajit Das, Was named as nominee
while the parents of the deceased is alive — thus insurable interest is under
question.

On examining the papérs the Central Vigilance Officer, LICI, Central Office,
Mumbai has registered a reguler vigilance case bearing no. vig/EZ/811/9629.

Thus, in the meantime the undersigned, in his right as the Disciplinary
Authority directs you, Shri Vijay Aggarwal, not to solicit or procure new life insurance
business in accordance with Rule 16(3) of (Agents) Rules 1972, till finalization of the
above vigilance case.

Yours faithfully,

%
Encl: As stated. Sr. Divi/’;ional Manage

" Ae.

TN/ Tol : (033) 2337-0242/0842/0048, ﬁw;t/nx :033-2337 0600, ITeT/E-mail : licicado U cal,vanl.nat.in.
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fife Jusurance Corporation of Judia

The Senior Divisional Manager,
Life Insurance Corporation of India,
Jeevan Pravha

DD-5, Sector-1,

Salt Lake City

Kolkata — 700064.

Your Ref.: KS-D O/ P& IR/ letter dt, 30/10/2006
. Re.: Early D/C under Pol. No. 423881681 to 86.
Respected Sir,

In connection with the above 1 have to make the following submissions for your taking
necessary action into the matter.

In March 2004 the proposals of the deceased were procured and all the formalities
done within March 2004 like special reports / medicals ect.

e sl g wiRe w7 &
Vijay Agarwal
Member of the Corporate Club for Agents Date : 20 th. November 2006

SV

The said proposals resulted in policies accordingly on the date- menuoned by your

office reasons known to office for such a late adjustment.

The said policies got adjusted under a third party BOC ie (Mr. R. L. Gupta Y

reason tremendous March pressure.

The policies resulted in an early death claim the deccascd died of a road accident
on 10/04/2004

The matter accordingly was brought to my knowledge in May 2004 and
accordingly the claim forms filed by 05/07/2004.

Nothing was heard from our Divisional office and no investigation was also done
till 12/2004 the records can be looked upon at your end.

. Continuous reminders both verbal & written offended the then claims manager

Mr. Ray who ultimately deesided got hit on his ego as he was failing in
discharging his dutics. Thd total claims referred to the D. O. to the claims settled
by the D. O. may be looked upon for your satisfaction Mr. P. B. Roy was the S D

M. then

Contd 2

Al dnil-171, e 706 firdl, -1, e Kolkata - 700064,
Prame 7, vl e, S - 700023, E50 ¢ 24492014
wrardi 198310 30205 ¥-i4 : licivijay @ hotmall.com
Oil.: BC-171, Sall Lake City, Sector-1, Kolkata - 700064,
Rosl.: 7, Harlsava Streo! Kolkata - 700023, Tel.: 24482014, 2448 8144
Mobile : 96310 30205 E-mall : liclvijay @hotmall.com
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8. At this point I would like to bring to your notice yet another early death claim of
Mr. K. K.Dhandania policies No. 422433447 / 6430 / 422761061 pertaining to
2000 /2001 was under process with the department and under the same manager
Mr. Ray. But since Mr. Roy was taking an unexpected time and due to lot of
irregularity in discharing his dutics resulted in to the client a potential one report
the matter to all the levels of the Corporation seeking an cxpiation for the delay in
the settlement of the claim. The office came under tremendous pressure ( reler
records ) and several queries were seeked from me were very promptly answered
The whole matter was being taken up by the deceased family. Gradually the
pressure was built up which could be realized by the change in attitude of Mr. °

Roy towards me. The communications with me can be referred at your end as I
feel that this had hit to the prestige of our.office K S D O. .
9. Only after the incidence as per No. 8 the investigation to the said claim started
. where the investigating officer was found making unethical statements to my
client ( Mr. R. L. Gupta ) with justsene thing in mind to find a fault on my part.

10. in the®mean time I qualified for Corporate Club membership and an applications
for advance of a’car was rotited to the S D M on 13/06/2005 thru Br. received by
the Division on 19/07/2005: On pursuing the matter with the S D M he got totally
offended and showed no intetest in my case.

11. The sdid miatter was accordihgly reported to the Z M secretariot after which I
received a call from Division office that my matter is being looked upon.

And on and after date I started receiving letter asking details of my previous early claim

- and my this cldith. Accordingly the power to give M H R was withdrawn on 10/08/2005

and firt{ly I Have been batied from placing N. B. effective 30/10/2006.
To this I wou_id Just requiest your good self to look into the whole issue going thru my 18
years relatiofiship with you and my-credehtials which are giveti below.

Took up LICI agency in the year 1988 as a wholetimer & till date wosking as a
Succesaful Agent.

Qualifitl for the Cﬁti:.irmml’s Club in the yedr 1992 & till date am the merber of the

same undet Bljth condition A&B.
Have beé,h,d lifyihg for the MD.R.T for the last 12 years and am the member of the
same for 14§t four years.

Had occuglied No.1 position in the Division for tore then four years with an average
new business of 10 cr. & FPI of 50 lacs plus.

Total business in force as on day is 120 cr. Plus with a FPI of 40 cr. & 4000 lives in force

. bringing in a renewal commission of more then 18 lacs / year.

Lapsation to the tune of not mo¥e then 2% with the death- claim ratiop less then 1% &
early claim of only 3 in number of which 1 is repudiated till now.

Had been invited to take Training Classes of the agents at our C.A.B. / training centers of °
the Division for months together & had the opportunity to do so at the Zonal Training

Contd 3
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Center on two occasion. Also a regular invitee by all the Branches & the D. O units for
motivating the Agents Friends.

Qualified & attended nearly all the Conventions / Meets whenever floated by the Central
/ Zonal / Zone / Division Office.

Am a member of the Corporate Club since the inception of the Club.

Undergone trainings at all the levels. Working for my organization with full devotion,
commitment and honesty.

-
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KKolkata Suburban Divisional Office, Jeevan Prabha, DD-5, Sec-1, Salt Lake City, Kolkata-700064
Ref: .KSDO/P&IRL_“ h December 20, 2006
Shri V.K.Agarwal ' '

e

‘Agent, Code No. 97633411

LIC of India =
Salt Lake BO

Dear Sir,
Re: Disciplinary Procceedings under LICI(Agents)Regulation,1972

Enclosed Please find herewith a Show Cause Notice dtd. 20.12.06 issued to you
by Sr.Divisional Manager, receipt of which please acknowledge.

Yours faithfully,

Encl: as above. ,béanager (P&IR) DM

X/ Tel : (033) 2337-0242/0642/0946, Y%/ Fax : 033-23370609 3-31/E-mail : licicsdo @cal.vsnlnotin
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Life Jusurance Corporation of Jndia

R T
. T yitveaal & fre sz T

Vijay Agarwal
Member of the Corporate Club for Agants Date : 27 th. Dccember 2006

To

The Senior Divisional Manager,
Life Insurance Corporation of India,
Jeevan Pravha

DD-$, Sector-1,

Salt Lake City

Kolkata — 700064.

‘orn
o -

Your Ref.: KSD O/ P& IR/ letter dt. 20/12/2006
Sub. Show cause Notice.

Respected Sir,

e e

In reference to your above letter which was received by me on 27/12/2006 at 4.45 P.M. I
U have to state as follows.

First of all please note that I had no intentions against my mother institution who has

been taking care of me and my family for last 18 years and to be precise since my birth as

1 hail from a family where my father had served the Corporation for more then 40 years

in the capacity of a Agent and then Development Officer.

1. In reply to the third party BOC I admit that there was a error commitied on my part for

I seek apologies.

submitting the same very much in time that is Iast week of March after observing all the
necessary formalities.

of same and also not aware of the date of registration of the cases. It was only in the
month of May I came to know of the death by the deceased fumily. Had I known of the
Jact I'would have definitely done the needful in the interest of my mother institution.

Lastly as far as thesignatures‘are concerned the same were signed by the deceased and
accordingly were introduced by mg.

Under these circumstances your good self is once again requested to take a necessary
proceeding keeping in mind my 18 years of relation with the organization and pardon me
Jor my mistake / negligence and allow me to be a part of this prestigious institution.

L also commit to be there with my institution whenever required.

oy

ot dmfie17, m-—:wa:ﬁﬂ’l. -1, T Kolkata - 700084,
Framt « 7, vivma te, e - 700023, 7 : 24492014
A4 :98310 30205 ¥~itdt 1 llcivijay @ hotmall.com
.OI.: BC-171, Salt Lake Clty, Sector-1, Kolkala - 700064.
Rosl.: 7 Harisava Stroel Kolkata - 700023. Tel 24492014, 2448 9144
Mobilo : 98310 30205 E-mall : licivijay @ hotmail.com

Thanking you. : %J":Jurs Jaithfully

. . . cons Ve, i,

which the reason I feel was tremendous March pressure and a bit of neghgence Jor whxch L

2. Again as far as-the registration of the proposals were concerned I am sure of '

3. Again as far as the date of death that is 1 0/04/2004 is concerned I was totally unaware

[ ———
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fife Jusurance Corporation of Judia

e

BB ST Towst amfery, s, ffs-5, NTR-1, Weeers R, By - 700 064
Kolkata Suburban Divisional Office, Jesvan Prabha, DD-5, Seclor-1, Salt Lake Clty, Kolkata - 700 064

“CONFIDENTIAL”

D L —.

Ref: KSDO/P&IR March 10, 2007

Sri V. K. Agarwal,

Agent, Code No.-9763341 1,
L.IC of Indix,
Salt Lake B.O.

Dear Sir,

Re: Disciplinary Proceedings under LICI(Agents) Regulations, 1972,

Enclosed please find herewith a Final Order dtd.10.03.2007 issued to you by Sr. Divisional
Manager receipt of which please acknowledge. e

Yours faithfully,

Encl : As above. l\ﬁnager(f"&IR)DM.

g,

-

STel : (033)2337 0242/064210048, tawyFax : 033 2337 0609, ¢-3¥%1/Exmail ; licicsdo @ cal.vsnlnetin
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fife Jusurance Corporation of Jndia

.‘..._

YT SR wves arafer, siaemn, RfS-5, WweR-1, weeew Ridl, @rae - 700 064
Kolkata Suburban Divisional Office, Jeevan Prabha, DD-5, Seclor-1, Salt Lake City, Kolkata - 700 064
DISCIPLINARY PROCEEDINGS UNDER LIC OF INDIA AGENTS RU LES(1972)
s A N D

IN THE MATTER OF SHRI V.K.AGARWAL, AGENCY CODE NO.- 97633411,

SALT LAKE BRANCH OFFICE UNDER KOLKATA SUBURBAN DIVISIONAL OFFICE.

© . FINAL  ORDER

1

Whereas Shri V.K.Agarwal, Agency Code No.-97633411, Salt Lake Branch was issued a Show
Cause Notice dtd.20.12.06 for the charges as enumerated therein ;

And Whereas Shri V.K. Agarwal denied the charges leveled: agamst him in the Show Cause
Notice dtd.20.12.06 through his reply dtd.27.12.06 :

And Whereas after carefully perusing the relevant documents and evidence on record, and reply
dtd.27.12.06 to the Show Cause Notice, the under signed is satisfied that due and proper opportunities
have been accorded to Shri Agarwal and as the Disciplinary Authority, the undersigned feels that Shri

Agarwal has nothmg more to say in his defence and therefore, finds Shri Agarwal guxlty of the charges' -3

as mentloned in the Show Cause Notice dtd. 20.12.06 ;

Now, thereforc; the Lmdz.rax;,ned in exercise of powers conferred upon him under Rule 16 of the

LIC. of 'Indla(Agents) Regulations, 1972 hereby imposes upon Shri V.K. Agarwal, the' penalty of
. tgrmination’of ‘agency under Rules 16(1) (a) and (b) of LIC of India(Agents)-Rules, 1972 and at the
same time also‘forfeits all renewal commissions payablc to him, if any, under Rule 19(1) read with

Rule 10(6) of LIC of India(Agents) Rules, 1972 as proposed in the Show Cause Notice dtd.20.12.06
with immediate effect.

) ?\/'Z/L/L/L, .
Dated at Kolkata, the {6 Q".'ltd:‘ay of W 2007 Sr. Divisional Ma‘r{gﬁr/
( Disciplinary Authority)

X/ Tel : (033)2337 0242/0642/0946, faxi/Fax : 033 2337 0600, $-Wi/E-mail : licicsdo @cal.vsn!.nel.in
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Front

‘Vijay Agarwal - : :
7IJV L F

{ri Sava Street,’

Kidderpore ‘ . .o v
Kolkata - 700023. - |2 b

To

The Zonal Manager .
Life Insurance Corporatioin of India,

" Eastern Zonal Office .

* “and my family for the last'19 years, 1o be more precisc sinee my

* shall never happen in future and allow.me to be a part (
last time that ‘such negligence is, taken ‘place in my 19 years of associa
. where I think 1 have been working with full sincetity and honesty for the i

Kolkata.

Re.: Pray for mercy in connection with the ﬂnal,ora’cr-!ﬁ maltfer oj self
. Agency Code 97633411/D Salt-Lake Branch Office, under K.8.D.0.

iy

Respected Siv

In connection with . the- above I enclose the: order which avas recelved by, me oM
13/03/2007 I hereby pray for mercy with just one appidl-of letting me: be a par! of this
prestiglous instirutlon which.I call to be my Mother Institution as il J1us taken ccire of me
' ' birth as 1 hail from a

family where my father Shri Hari Ram Agarwala I?"O 1450 hiad served the Corporation
1

Jfor mare then 40 years. Lo T .
Sir the charges framed vide Show Cause notice dt. 20/12/200
27/12/2006 was replied'on 27/12/2006 (0 which I agree that there ware sonie negligence /
mistake or my part:dut at the same: time assure you-that they weré totally unintentional
and withh no bad lrirenllmx as such'to Juurt nty mother iustitution which has been taking
curo of dm.and.my?,‘ﬁzmily for last-}9 yaars providing me wilh all the basic requirements
Jor.leading a camfoptable Iife (o which I ncver regrel and am ever obliged.

T'o the mistake /- negligence on my part which I'onee again call it unintentional and
seek my sincere apologica and pray for mercy and assure your good self thal!thc same

tion ~ witli you
nstitition. Sir 1
cannot resteain my self by not letting you know that as'{ am-a Whole Thne Direct Agent

since 1988 and this income is' the, only source of survival of mc and g'py family
consisting of my wife, snd two school going children’s livelihood .l amy facing 2

tremendous pressure fo meet both the ends for whigh again1 pray formerey. -

%, S0 Comtd.2

. . ' (2) = . 38 g :
Sir, please have:mercy on my family which has beea taken carg by you since birth as my
son RISHI doing his graduation at Pune und RIDDI my daughter a class X sladent
shali-also be pyt'te lot'of difficultics leading to,thcre"demotion from pood institutions-for

.
A}

e

6 recelved by me on:

of you. Sir, this Is'the first and the’
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lack a financial commitment as the income derived out of L 1 C was the oely sourceof
income fo* our surviyal, The mental / financlal’ pressure. I am passing tliru is o great .
matter of concern as [ myself do' fear release sometinies that 'may have some physical /
mental problem. My family at the same time'is more concetned about my well being:as
they have seen me working with full s'm_cc}hy' und h'oncsp'.for 19 yeui's where rc;:ounid__on
was given to me at ll levels by the institutidn. Sir 1 onee dgain beg your good self.to
have some mercy towards me. Also there arg some pennancnt commitments which were
being taken care. by the Income [ derive working for my institition like Mome Loan, Life
Premiums which arc in a lapsed condition. ; -

Sir 1 was in the year 1988 when I was 25 years I became part of institution and today at’

o

‘
n
oy
i
' e

" 44 years am still proud to be a part working with full lonesty and integrity serving tht

Corporation. and have na pption loft.and seek none but to remaln a part -of you for
which help Is secked. - .. - ' o

Sir though I have: being restrained fo- place busluess' and got terminated for my

mistukes committed unintentionally Iam still 10 my full capacily praviding services 10
niy clients with total faltls in you and god for the grant of marcy. . - .
Needless .to highlight my past achievements bit would request your good self 16 go
through as I fecl-that my prayer might he granted. . g

! tovk up a Direct Agency us a carcer In 1998 after resigning Jrom Nestle India Limitéd
as a Full Time Agent. ;- ' : ' : : g

Within a span of 4 yéaks became c.z_ Chairmian C'it_:b Member and continyed il 1 Sinally.

got the member ship for Corporatc Club right from,the inception 1111 2006 /2007.

Had almost attended all the Seminars /Conventions / Confurances / Ace Agents Meels
after quallfying for the same when ever floated by the respected offies,

Also given the opportunities to take classes at ZIC/CAD on regular basis.
\OccupiedNo. 1 positivn.in the Division for more they 4 years In succession and ahvayy

was within first 3 through out my carecr, w '
Have been qualifyjngfor MDRT last 12. years-and-am a member for last 3 years and
. atrended the conferéncé last 2 years. e ' ) !

Sir my total St Assured In Jorce' as on day.under my. agency s more then 100 crores
with 4000 life’s in'force, renewal premium of 4 crores.with lopsation of less then 1%.
Total dedth claim js-not.more then 20 in last 18 years of wkich this-was the third early

death claim for which mercy Is-seeked. S :

Str I have nothing more 10 say but am ¢nclosing some certificate which were awarded 1o

)

me along with my Business. Figures / Earning Figures with just one thing in mind thar = -

nre

‘don'torphunme. . " .
- Thanking you. ! l YaUrs}Eithfully ST
o/ \ N ; ~
i
. !
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LIFE INSURANCC CORPORATION OF INDIA
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I<olkata Suburban Divisianal Office, Jeevan Prabha, DD-5, Seclor-l, Salt Lake, Ko!kala -700 064

RelKSDOMP&IR. Nuvcmhu 62007

Sri Vijay Agarwal, - % oo ' e S :
7. HurisuyeStreel, ' s %

Kidderpore,
Kolkata-23,

Deuy Sir,

Re: Yaur Appenl dtd. 15.03.07

e e e

We have been infonmed by the Scerctary(Mkig.). EZO vide letedr dld 12.10.07 than “the

C‘omipetent Authority didznat accord lo your niorcqurd Appeal.”

This is tor your information.

Yours l‘uilh:l'ully

(—_'l (_‘

Ml u;,u(l &M
Kl

.‘l'
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From. - :
sV . i/gl'ay,iga‘ al: |, /P/ “ : 29/06/2008
e 7, Hari Sava Street, ; '
- d Kidderpor

SR 2 .
;- Ta '_ ',- '-.' a : ' . ' .

¢ The' Honoyrable Chairman :

v Life Insuratice Corporation of India; :

. Yogaksheina Jeevan.Bima Marg -~
- Mumbai . '

Re.:Memarial Profound under regulation 24 of LIC of India (Agani) ragulations, 1972 |

L connectionwith the impound order-Dated 10/03/2007vide memo ref KSDO/P&IR,
L. Termination and the impounded order passed by the:Divisional ManagerXSDO Kolkat

§r10K03(2007: My Agency 97633411/D, . , : o

v .
Respected Sir, . :
~In connectipn witki the aboye T he

reby file a Memorial wirh Just one appeal of letting m
- be a part of'this, prestigious institution. which 1 call to be my Mother Institution as ir ha

taken care pfme and my family for the last 19 years, (o be more precise since my birth a
- 1 hail Jrom @fGMIfIy where my father Shri "Hari Rari Agarwala DO, 1350 had served th
. Corporatiop Jor more then 40 years. ‘

Sir the tharges. framed vide Show Cause notice dr, 20/12/2006: received by me o,
27/12/2000:bas replied on 27/12/2006 ‘to SDM. I '
Cunintensional and ypi intentlon

ha¥ been taking cave of Mg and my family for last 19 yodrs pro rdi
basic regu ) :

j qQUIBMents for leading a comfortable Iife to which I neve
obliged, | |- : -

Ncgliéeg'cg if any on my part was 'uhint'g;'xtiqnal to

- -

7

O 0" . : : i '
LI o5 ) - : S AICE = ALl T | A =s

<
g
o]
o
o
[a %
: x:%
e
A
-
5
3
o
5
3
)
@
-
B
=
g
8
£
K
=
5
c

-
b4
\g
%]
o)
»
L7]
©
<)
o
"
=
o
5
: 2
il
<
o
=
3
g
o
N
EE:

and two school golng children’s

livelihood }'am facing.a tremen t both the ends for which ng

o ain.
I file a'memovinl,

. $:iz, please consider to my memorial ag my family which has been taken care by You since
-+ " birth as myjson RISHI doing his. graduation at Pune and RIDDY my daughter a class X1
o.: . ~Stydent sh);ll..'also ‘be put. to. lot of, difficulties leading to there de;

- institutions, for lack a financial' commitment ds the income derived oyt of [, I C was the
only sourcg of.income for ouir survival, My fémi!y at-the same time 'is more concerncd
o about my v;reli;.‘-bcin'g‘as they have séen‘me working with full sincerity.and h.oncsly‘ for 19

.', . .,
‘e y . 1 )
"', ] ' w % a )

demotion from good

e i

- = o - @.-
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years wherp recognition was given to me at ol] levels by the institution. Also there are

some. pefianent commitnicnts which were being taken carc by the income [ derive
working fdr my institution like Home Loan, Lifc Premiums whigh are «in u lapsed
condition. ., . D :
Sir-it was {n the year 1988 when Iwas.25 years I'became part of institution and taday at
44 years arzg still proud to be'a part working with fuli onesty and iniegrity serving the
Corporatiop* and have'no option”left:and scck none but to remain a part of you for
Wizl ]de;J.l;‘sze,k"cﬁ.‘. . 3 ) ; %
ir- rhouglt L ive being restrabied’ to place business and gol lerminated for my
negligencel if muy rommitted unintentionally I aem still 16 my. full capacity providing
serplcas 18 my' clignis with tolal faith In pou anit god for cansideration iof the
.memorial ' ' g o ; -
Necdless td say but cant.restrain'mysclf from bringing the Jollowing facls to your nolice *
. -wfrhthc expegtation of my memorial ‘being considered by your-goodself.. ’
| J'took up a| Diract Agency as acarcer in 1998 after resigning from Nestle India Limited
o ' asa Full Time Agent. o ' , > _
U -Within a span‘of 4 ycars becane a Clinirman Club Member and contintied (il 1 finally
. got the:menber ship for Corporate Club right from the inception (1l 2006 / 2007.
Héd.almos} attended all the Seminars /Convenlions / Conferences / Ace Agents Mecets

~

1.+ afterqualifying for the sathe when ever floated by the respected offices.
.+ . Also givenhe opportunitics to take classes at 2TC/ CAB on rogular basis. .
w0 % Occupied No. 1 position in the Division for more then # years'in suceession and always

R . was within'first 3 through out my career. 3
P Have' been|qualifying for MDRT last-12 years and am'd meinboy for last 3 years and
: attended thp conference’last 2 ycars. . .

ke ‘Sir' my toh / Sunt’Assured in force as on day’ undeknjrbgqnéy is more then 100:crores
' with 4000 -life’s in force, renewal premivm of 4 crores.with lapsation of less then 1%.

. Total death claim is 1rot.nore then 20 in last-18 yéars of which this was the third carly
death clain for which-mercy is seeked. ’ « S )
Sir I have nothing ntore to say but am enclosing some cerlificate which were awarded lo
me aldng, with my Busiress Iigures 7 Earning Figurcs with just one thing in mind that

. oo don't obphdn ma., - . : . |
. ' Sir'T mw:l}ju.yr request yai lo kindly eonstder my memorlal wihtleh awill allov i the
Suyvival ofjmy faritily. - - - .

x '
S L L !
W
N

A

i l;qurs Sincerely

Ty .,.f_lrgnkingl’oxi{-,t‘,‘i . 5 . Y

200002000000 00006C000000000000008096
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ADVOCATE

The Chairman,

Life Insurance Corporation of India,
Yogakshema,

Jeevan Bima Marg;

Mumbeai - 400 021,

The Managing Director,
Yogakshema,

Jeevan Bima Marg,
Mumbai - 400 021.

The Zonal Manager, (Eastem Zone)
LICI,

4,C, R. Avenue,

Hindusthan Building, -

Kolkata ~ 700 072.

The Divisional Manager,
KSD.O.,

DD - 5, Salt Lake City,
Kolkata - 700 064.

The Branch Manager,
Salt Lake Branch (LICI),
CF - 335, Salt Lake City,
Kolkata - 700 064.

" Dear Sir,

/
"

" Office : 7 0ld Post Offce Street, Kolkata 700 001

Ph: 2248 4289 / 2243 0562

Chamber : 8/9 Alipore Park Road, Kolkata 700 027

Ph: 2479 9743

Rusidence @ 8/2B Alipore Park Road, Kolkata 700 027

Ph: 24798796 /7114

Dated : 14th Segtembér‘ 2010

Re: LIC Agency of Mr. Vijay Agarwal, Code No. 97633411D, a
direct Agent with' Life Insurance Corporation Of India,
Kolkata Suburban Division, Eastern Zonal Office, residing at

Flat No. 4D, Divine Bliss,

Kolkata - 700 027,

/'/7 Clieant s //; V?'o'o.7 ?Mw&‘-

2/3, Judges Court Road, North,

P

. ¢
— e —— —— - ——.._—g‘:‘r
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-allegations were never proved ag

~ his defense against such incorrect ch

DOQO.,;Q
I
|

\%%

I'write to you under instruction from and on behalf of my client above-named
and-state as follows: -

- My client became an agent of Life Insurance Corporation OfAIx\u'i'ia in 1988 and
has since béen successfully acting as an agent of Life Insurance Corporation Of India
(hereinafter referred to as LIC). He was qualified for the Chairman Club in the year
1992 and has also been quaiil':ying for the Million Dollar Round Table (MDRT) for the

last 12 years, He has occupied a nﬁmber of positions as an agent of LIC for more than 4

yeérs and has brought LIC an average business of Rs. 10 Crores annually and yearly

premium of more-than Rs. 50 Lakhs to LIC. His total business in force is to the tune of
approximately Rs. 120 Crores with a first premium income of Rs. 4 Crores. He has

issued insurance coverage for more than 4,000 lives and such policies are live and bring

sV TPt
In renewal commission of more than Rs, 18 Lakhs a year.

My client had been invited on various occasions to take training classes for

-agents of LIC at their training centers both at the Divisional Level Training Centers as

also at the Zonal Level Training Centers and had been a regular invitee by most

branches of LIC and at’the Divisional offices for motivating other LIC agents and had

_been a member of the Corporate Club of. LIC agents:since its inception. My client had

been working as a Direct Agent of LIC for about 20 years i.e. up to March, 2007 when
certain allegations were made against my client,

-Such. allegations were incorrect and baseless and without any merit. Such
ainst my client. No disciplinary enquiry was ever
conducted against my client and my client was never allowed an Opportunity to explain

arges. My client was punished for no fault of his

i
n

Continuation Sheet..........c.ovveereeveernnns
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Continuation Sheet............ R

which would be evident from various correspondences addressed to LIC including a

letter fo the Chamnan LIC through his Advocates dated 20.07.2010. My client reserves
his right to challenge such punishment.

* My client is not only entitled to be expunged from the stigma of the incorrect

_ allegahons made: by LIC but also entitled to receive his commission from the existing
_ policies maintained by his chents/ policy holders with LIC.

My client is further entitled to the commission already earned by my client and
to future commissions .on businesses done by my client for LIC. The LIC agency of my

client was his only source of livelihood and such legitimate dues of my client cannot be
refused by LIC.

I thus on behalf of my client requestyou: to kindly take all steps for. w1&1drawmg
the allegations against my client and to release all commission amounts.due. tomy client

~within 15 days-of receipt of this letter, failing which, I shall be constramed to initiate

appropriate legal proceedings, on behalf of my client, for release of such amounts.

Kindly treat.this as a Demand. for Justice on behalf of my client.

Yours faithfully,

/Z,Lf -*'_:}a'

Poooo0ooo00oe00000000 ©000000000000000
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@ mwmuva SENGUPTA

Advocate - o ,3
© rarelled Advocate GhLE:N & United Bank India WL

.-' ”ﬂ'_".-...
@ office : Block C, Room No. 3, District Bar Assocratlon Dfégrféi"\uﬁ‘dgéé Court Ba‘fés‘él
‘Rasldenca 1/1, 'Sundaram', Nataji More, P:O.- Nabapally, Barésd&e&ﬂgﬁﬁtd&‘l

NHNFR

@ Now oo RL@-J. ity A

To

Mr. Anirban Kar,Advocate,
7 Old Post Office Street, e
Kolkata-700004 ' ‘

Sir,

Sub : Your letter DL 14.09.2010

Ref: LIC Agency of Mr. Vijay AgarWal

My Client:  Chairman, Life Insurance Corporation of India,

Yogaksl’_um'na,' Jeevan Birna Marg, Mumbai- 400021 along with its all
) subordinate officers, )

Under instruction from and on behalf of my aforesaid client in reply to
your ubove mentionad letter I would like to state as follows:

Chat the slatements made in para 1 & 2 of your letter DI, 14,09.2010
are all matler of record and your client’s earlier performances bear no
relevance for now for my client,

That the statements made in para 3 of your letter is fa-l:&e, cancocted,
without merit and made with malafide intention. It is totally false to
sy thal allegations mede were incorract and baselass and without any
merit and such allegations were never proved against.your client.. It is

again- false to say that no disciplinary enquiry was ever conducted

lmd Pl

<
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Panelled Advocate of L..C.l. & United Bank India
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Advocate Resk:i6516777
E- Mail:-ansen@rediffmailicor
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against your client and your client was never allowed an opportunity to
explain his defense aguinst his misdeeds. It is again false to ‘say-that
your client was punishied for no fault of his part which will be evident

from the order dt.12.0&,09 passed by the Chairman with regard to
your client’s Memorial 1.29.06.08,

That the averments made in para 4 & 5
dt.12.08.09 passec by the
Memorial Dt.2

are not correct, and the order
Chairman with regard to your client’s
9.06.08 hus already explained my client’s positition and

all the further action of my clisnt will be fiuided by LICI Agents
Regulation Act, 1977,

That your request for withdrawing all

not tenable as the matter has finally been settled by the order
dL.12.08.09 pussey by the Chairman witl
Memorial D1.29.06,08,

allegations against your client is

v regard to your client’s

Thanking You,
Yours faithfully,

e 7z 4/&71»#@\
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W. P. 12898 (W) of 2012
In re: Vijay Agarwal ... Petitioner
Mr. Kishore Datta

Ms. Sumita Shaw ... For the Pctitioner

Mr. Dilip Kumar Kundu
Mr. Arjun Basu ... For the Respondents

The petitioner was appointed as -an agent of Life Insurance Corporation of
India (hereafter the ‘Corporation’).

In respect of purchase of insurance policies by one Prosenjit Das (since
deceased), the Corporation found certain gross irregularities allegedly committed

by the petitioner. According to the Corporation, the petitioner’s action bordered

' on fraudulent and fictitious activities. A notice dated 20. 12. 2006 was issued by

the Senior Divisional Manager of the Corporation (hereafter the ‘disciplinary -
authority’) calling upon him to show cause as to why his agency shall not be
terminated under Rules 16(1)(a) and (b) of the Life Insurance Corporation of India
(Agents) Rules 1972 and his renewal commission be not forfeited under Rule

19(1) read with Rule 10(6) thereof.

The petitioner responded to the show cause notice on 22nd December,

2006. Although there was a denial of the charge levelled a,gl’ainst him, the

petitioner pleaded that he may be pardoned for any unforseen mistake/

negligence on his part,



(&

The disciplinary authority after consideration of the petitioner’s response

and also after hearing him passed a final order dated 10" March, 2007. The

order of the disciplinary authority reads as follows:-

“..Whereas Shri V. K. Agarwal, Agency Code No.-97633411, Salt Lake
Branch was issued a Show Cause Notice dtd. 20.12.2006 for the charges as
enumerated therein; ' . _

And whereas Shri V. K. Agarwgal denied the chsarges levelled againsdt 1
him in the Show Cause Notice dtd. 20.12.06 through his reply dtd. 27.12.06;

And whereas after carefully perusing the relevant documents and
evidence on record, and reply dated 27.12.06 to the Show Cause Notice, the
undersigned is satisfied that due and proper opportunities have been

accorded to Shri Agarwal and as the Disciplinary Authority, the undersigned

feels that Shri Agarwal has nothing more to say in his defence and therefore,
finds Shri Agarwal guilty of The charges as mentioned in the Show Cause
Notice dtd.20.12.06;

Now, therefore, the undersigned in exercise of powers conferred upon
him under Rule 16 of the LIC of India (Agents) Regulations, 1972 hereby
imposes upon Shri V. K. Agarwal, the penalty of termination of agency under
Rules 16(1) (a) and (b) of LIC of India (Agents) Rules, 1972 and at the same
time also forfeits all renewal commissions payable to him, if any, under Rule

19(1) read with Rule 10(6) of LIC of India (Agents) Rules, 1972 as proposed
in the Show Cause Notice dtd. 20.12.06 with immediat'e effect.”

SN TS Fa e SR SN IS T A AR VAT

The said order was carried in appeal by the petitioner before the Zonal
Manager of the Corporation (hereafter the ‘appellate authority’)'on diverse l

grounds. , 3 ' i
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'I‘he. petitioner was not heard by the appellate authority. However. the
Manager (P & I R), Divisional Manager of the Corporation informed the petitioner
by his memo dated November 6, 2007 as follows:-

“...We have been informed by the Secretary (Mktg.), EZO vide letter dated

13.10.07 that ‘the Competent Authority did not accord to your aforesaid

Appeal.’

The Life Insurance of India (Agents) Regulations, 1972 provided a further
remedy to the petitioner by way of presentation of a memorial before the
Chairman of the Corporation. The petitioner availed such remedy and submitted
a memorial by way of a representation on 29" June, 2008 before the Chairman.
By an order dated 12t August, 2009, the Chairman of the Corporation rejected
the memorial.

The entire proceedings initiated against the petitioner .by the Corporation
including the order of the Chairman referred to above are challenged in this writ
petition, presented before the Court on 21st June, 2012.

I have heard Mr. Datta, learned advocate for the petitioner and Mr. Kundu, .
learned advocate for the Corporation.

At the outset, Mr. Kundu has contended that the writ petition ought to be
rejected on the ground of delay and laches. Although the petitioner’s memorial
stood rejected by the order dated 12 August, 2009, he waited for-hearly three
years to ventilate his grievance thereagainst without furnishing satisfactory

explanation.
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In support of his contention, Mr. Kundu relied on the decisions of the
Supreme Court reported in (2012) 3 SCC 727 (Bangalore City Cooperative
Housing Society Limited -vs- State of Karnataka and others) and (2012) 5 SCC
412 (Delhi Administration and others —vs- Kaushilya Thakur and another).

I shall deal with the aforesaid objection first.

Ordinarily, a Writ Court does not come to the aid of the tardy, the indolent
and the lethargic. Writ remedy is discretionary and, therefore, it is only in
extraordinary circumstances and in appropriate situations that the Court
entertains a grievance raised by a litigant seeking enforcement of his .
fundamental rights or other legal rights. It has been the consistent practice that
a Writ Court would not éntertain a stale claim, if third party interest is created
between the dates of accrual of the cause of action and presentation of the writ
petition. Ultimately, it is a matter of judicial discretion.

However, if a fundamenta.l. right has been infringed, delay would not stand
in the way of granting relief. One may refer to the dccision'b—?'ia:mleama'smgle ;
Judge~5f This Court reporfed in  2004(1) CLJ (Cal) (Madhumita Daé —vs-
Univcrsit; of Calcutta and others), wherein after consideration of earlier decisions
of the §upreme Court law has been laid down in the following words:

“A remedy under Article 226 of the Constitution of .India is available if
ordinary legal right or fundamental right of a person guarariteed by our
Constitution is invaded by the action or inaction of the Stgflte. Therefore,
when a person goes before a Court under Article 226 of anéfi.mtion of India
alleging violation of his ordinary legal right, the Court mdg; refuse such relief
if any of the aforesaid six conditions exists. However, if infraction of'
Jfundamental right is alleged, in such a case, it is the duty of the High Court
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to enforce fundamental right guaranteed to a citizen and in such a situation,

relief under Article 226 of the Constitution cannot be refused. It is.
preposterous to suggest that the ground of delay or acquiescence can be

applied as a bar to the relief where fundamental right has been

transgressed, because there can be no loss of fundamental right merely on

the ground of non-exercise of right.(See Kerala Education Bill, AIR 1958 SC

956 at page 981).

In the case of Amalgamated Coal Fields Limited and others v. Janapada
Sabha, Chindwara reported in AIR 1961 SC 964, the Supreme Couurt
observed that if a tax imposed is held to be ultra vires, the petition under
Article 32 of the Constitution of India cannot be refused on the ground that
the petitioner had been paying the tax without objection for years because

such ultra vires tax would encroach upon the petitioner’s fundamental right
under Article 19(1){f)(g). As pointed out by Supreme Court in the case of
Darayo v. State of U.P. reported in AIR 1961 SC 1457 once a citizen
establishes that his fundamental right is violated, relief under Article 32 is
not discretionary. In the case of Basheswar Nath v. C.IT. reported in AIR
1959 SC 149 it has been specifically held that there cannot be any waiver of
fundamental right conferred under Article 14 of the Constitution of India.

As regards the question of delay, the rule which says that High Court may
not enguire into belated and stale claim, is not a rule of law but a rule of
practice based on sound and proper exercise of discretion. The principle on
which he relief to a party on the ground of laches or delay is denied is that
rights which have accrued to others by reason of delay in filing petition
should not allowed to disturb unless there is reasonable explanation for
delay. The real test to determine delay in such cases is thatithe petitioner
should come to Court before a parallel right is created and lépse of time is

not attributable to any lapse or negligence. (See AR 1992 §CW page 3181 at
page 318S5).
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Here, the objection of Mr. Kundu has to be considered in the light of two

6

very important aspects, viz. (i) whether third party interest has been created or
not; and (ii) whether the complaint is in respect of breach of a fundamental right
or not.

In respect of the first, it can safely be concluded that there has been no
creation of third party interest. If ultimately the writ petition succeeds, as a whole
or in part, neither the Corporation nor any agent would suffer any irreparable
loss. If indeed the petitioner is allowed to resume functions of an agent, that
might result in reducing the business prospects of other. agents but per se, the
same would not assume the proportion of such a loss that the petitioner must be
told off at the gate.

Regarding the second, it has to be considered whether the petitioner is
entitled to succeed on his complaint of breach of fundamental right. That can
only be considered, once the merits of the petitioner’s contentions are examined. -

In so far as the decisions in Bangalore City Cooperative Housing Society
Limited (supra) and Delhi Administration and others (supra) cited by Mr. Kundu
are concerned, it appears that the disputes canvassed in the writ petitions arosé
out of land acquisition proceedings. Since such proceedings are in public

interest, the test that is applied to entertain writ petitions in relation to such
proceedings is not quite the same as in respect of other matters. In my respectful
opinion, the ratio of these two decisions would have no aﬁplicatio';x in the

facts

and circumstances of the present case.
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Turning to the facts, it is found that the orders passed by the disciplinary

authority and the appellate authority are absolutel)( unreasoned. The said

authaorities were discharging quasi-judicial functions. It is settled law that while

deciding a lis in discharge of quasi-judicial functions, the authority concerned is
required to consider the grievance of the aggrieved and the defence thereagainst,

appreciate the evidence that is produced by the parties, give opportunity of

hearing to the party to be affected by its order and to support its ultimate order

with reasons, thereby showing application of mind.

orders of the disciplinary authority and the appellate authority. Lack of reasons

in an order passed by an authority exercising quasi-judicial functions amounts to

breach of Principles of natural Jjustice, which in turn offends Article 14 of the

Cénstituﬁon. On this ground alone, the writ petition deserves to be entertained

disciplinary authority and the appellate authority,

same,

and these orders are liable to be set aside,

merged in the order of the Chairman rejecting the memorial filed by

Petitioner, which is a reasoned order.

The order of the Chairperson has been looked into in between the lines.

The Chairman has referred to an opinion of a handwriting__ggcpcrt. The

however, did not refer to the

-~
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that the signatures of the deceased, which were treated to be dispuled

signatures, were also not supplied and, therefore, he had no occasion to obtain

any report or to make any comment in respect thereof,

In my viev( omission fo furnish the opinion of the handwriting expert

together with the disputed signatures to the petitioner constitutes a serious

infirmity in the decision-making process of the Chairman. It is in clear violation
of the principles of fairness, transparency and non-arbitrariness, which is the

soul of Article 14 of the Constitution.

It also appears that the Chairman has levcllec\ new allegatxons)n his order
and has found the petitioner to be guilty thereof. In my further considered view,

it was not open to the Chairperson to proceed to hold the petitioner guilty of an

allegation for which he was never charged.

‘The proceedings having been conducted in clear breach of the principles of
natural justice, the order of the Chairman and the orders that merged in his

order are indéfensible. The same stand set aside.

Now, I am left to decide on the relief the petitioner is entitled to in the

circumstances.

Having regard to the gravity of the allegations levelled against the

petitioner, I cannot allow the proceedings to be discontinued. Teroccedmgs

must immediately start from the Stage after submission oL::pr.g;m by the

petitioner. It is, accordingly, directed that the Corpozation shall ma‘kc available to

the petitioner, within a fortnight from date of receipt of a copy of this order, all

documents that it seeks to rely on to drive home the allegations levelled against

——
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him. The disciplinary authority shall, thereafter, extend opportunity of personal
heariné to the petitioner and ensure that the procecedings are brought to its
logical conclusion as carly as possible. but not later than Scptember, 2013. At
the hearing, the petitioner shall be entitled to submit evidence in support of his
defence and raise appropriate contentions, which shall be given the consideration
the same deserves.

It is made clear that the petitioner shall not be entitled to function as an
agent, unless the proceedings against him are dropped by the Corporation.

The writ petition stands allowed to the extent as mentioned above. There

~ shall be no order as to costs.

Let photostat certified copy of this order. if applied for, be supplied as

expeditiously as possible.

(Dipankar Datta, J.)
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Sri Vijay Agarwal ,

S/o- Hari Ram Aganrwal,
Flat No. 4-D , North ,
Divine Bliss ,

2/3 , Judges Court Road,
Kolkata- 700 027.

Dear Sir,
Re:- W.P. No. 12898 (W) of 2012 , High Court, Calcutta

Vijay Agarwal —=Vs.- LICI & Ors.

sessvessssnenne SessassIRRRaNsnaRT Sessssanrrrnnnnane sesssnsnnans

In terms of the Order passed by the Hom’ble Justice Dipankar Dutta on

. 18.03.2013.in connection with the.W.P.No. 12898(W) , High Court , Calcutta , we are sending

herewith the follqwing documents relied on by the Disciplinary Authority in the Disciplinary
Proceeding for your kind perusal and taking necessary action. :

Documents enclosed are:-

1) copies of all the Proposal papers for the Policy Numbcrs'423881681;

423881682 , 423881683 , 423881684 , 423881685 & 423881686 on the life of Prosenjit Das, the deceased

life assured prqcurcd' by Sri Vijay Agarwal along with Agent’s Confidential Reports of Sri Vijay
Agarwal. ( Page No. from 41 to 87)

. 2) copy of the Opinion/ Report No DXB -30/2006 of the Government
Examiner of Questioned Documents , Directorate of Forensic Sciences , Ministry of Home Affairs ,
Govt. of India affirming that “ the person who wrote the enclosed writings stamped and marked Al to
A21, A21/1 , A22 to A28, A30 to Ad42 and Ad4 to A52 did not write the red enclosed writings similarly

stamped and marked Q1 to Q19, Q19/1 and Q20 to Q26.” _
( Page No. 88 to 93)

3) copies of the Proposal papers ete. covering New Business procured by
Prosenjit Das (Decd.) , Agent of LIC of India,, Baranagar Branch , under agency code 88128/430 .

Policy. Number Name of Life Assured / Proposer Page No.
423716384 Subal Kundu 94 to 97
423716070 Tarak Dutta 98 10 101
428718259 Sanju Saha 102 to 104
423718560 Nupur Giri 10510 110
423720003 M. Puria - 111to 112
422870255 I. Manna o 113to 118
422870573 R, Palit 119 to 121
422871030 P.K . Jaiswal 122 to 124

Contd. Page-2

zyum/Tel : (033)2337 0242/0642/0946, Aiat/Fax : 033 2337 0609, #-71:/E-mail : licicsdo@cal.vsnl.nel.in
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422870619 B.Paul

422872116 S.Bhattacharya 127 to 130
422872199 S.Ghosh 131 to 134
422872200 S.Ghosh 141 to 144 & 147 to 148
422872029 R. Bar 135 to 1306
423716236 P.K.Saha . 137 to 140
422870192 S. Shaw 145 to 146 & 149 to 150.
422873456 J. Pramanick 151 to 155
423718309 J. Malakar 156 to 158
423716425 S . Kundu 159 to 164
423716664 S.Singh : 165 to 168

4) copy of the duly completed Agency Application Form etc. of Proscnjit Das (Decd.) for

procuring life insurance business. (Page No.169 to 175 )
copy of the Death Certificate , No. being 21639 , in Form No. 6 of Prosenjit Das (Decd.)
(Page No. 183) - '

copy of the Certificate of Madhyamik Pariksha ( Secondary Examination ) , W.B.B.S.E. of
Prosenjit Das (Decd.) A (Page No. 184) '

rovash Ch. Biswas , Director of Medilink Health

,Calcutta-700 089 , confirming that ECG &

15.04.04 on the Prosenjit Das
(Page-176) '

5) copy of the letter dtd.7.1.2005 of Dr.P
Care Diagnostics & Rescarch Centre (P) Ltd. , Kalindi
other special Medical Investigation done on 13.04.04 and delivered on

according to their register.

. 6) copies of the duly filled in Claim Form A & Claim Form E in respect of Prosenjit Das ,
decd. Life Assured from the Claimant Biswajit Das , cousin brother, for all the Policy Nos. 423881681,
423881682, 423881683 , 423881684 , 423881685 & 423881686. (Page No.- 177 to 182).

Please acknowledge the receipt.

faithfully,

Senior Divisional Manager.
LIC of India , KSDO.

Encl.- As stated above from
Page No. 41 to 184.
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From

Vijay Agarwal 23/04/2013
Flat 4D (N)

Divine Bliss o

2/3 Judges Court Road Hﬂn ca IL HausE \ncEf f.

: (’Iuntm Ho 1 (P-CodP 10 :

Kolkata-700027 :
TosTHE DIAL. wmm LICI, DD-S, EPC-I

The Senior Divisional Manager 5 FOUKATA, FIN: 7606&:
LILC.I. (K.5.D.0.) ' ) :;ron'VIJAY r{mw. mmm—xmm

' - WXgrae, : )
DD 5 Salt Lake City ' : Anti2810) - Z,/mgé ;145 op i
Kolkata-700064 - © 0 Taxesths o.O’.)-EDD(If not 3’ halzday) 69-

Re -- W.P .N0.12898(W)of 2012 ,High Court , Kolkata
Vijay Agarwal —Vs-LICI & Others

Your Ref-KSDO/ L&HIF/WP12899/12

Dear.Sir,

| am surprised to receive your letter dated 05/03/13 ref. no. as above on
14/04/13 by speed post .

In this connection | have to state that the order of the Hon”ble Justice
Dipankar Dutta was passed on 18/03/13 as mentioned in your above letter is
not yet published on the net neither my Advocate on record has got the copy
/certified copy of the order.

Moreover | would like to point out before your good office that when the
order was passed on 18/03/13 as mentioned in your above letter how you

" could issue the letter on 05/03/2013 i.e 13 days in advance.lt is too much

astonishing.

| shall deal with the above letter along with the alledged annextures as &

when the certified copy of the order will be delivered by the court.
Thanking You,

Yours Faithfully, ’ ,

fw b~
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Date:- 26.04.2013

Ref:- KSDO/ L&HPF/WP12899/12

Sri Vija)" Agarwal ,

Flat4 D (N) ,
Divinc Bliss ,
2/3 , Judges Court Road ,

Kolkata- 700 027.

Dear Sir,

Re — W.P. No. 12898 (W) of 2012, High Court , Kolkata.
Vijay Agarwal =Vs.- LICI &Ors.

With reference to your letter dated 23.04.2013 in -connection with
above , we would inform you that due to unintentional typographic mistake , the
date of the letter has been inadvertently typed as 05.03.2013 instead of 05.04.2013
and the mistake committed is regretted. Subsequently , the letter was sent by Speed

Post , number being EW099976099IN , on 10.04.2013. =5
Please consider the date of the said letter as 05.04.2013 instead of the
date 05.03.2013.

Thanking you,
Yoy ithfully,
< ’
Manager( L&HPF)/KSDO.

eroT WG wReE wiefe, S on, F8s, AwRt, W [T, wermin-70005

YTA : (033) 2337-024210642/0946, VT 1 DII23370600 '
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Vijay Agarwal

Divine Bliss Flat 4D(N) \ %O
2/3 Judges Court Road

Kolkata -700027

To,

The Senior Divisional Manager

Life Insurance Corp. Of India K.S.D.O.
D D 5 Salt Lake City

Kolkata -700064

Re: W.P.No. 12898 (W) of 2012, High Court, Calcutta
Vijay Agarwal — Vs-LICl & Ors.
Sub: Your letter Ref No. KSDO/L&HPF/WP12899/12

Dear Sir,

16" May, 2013

| have received your above mentioned letter with host of documents, please
let me know which of the documents you want to rely and for what purpose so

that | can prepare my reply.

Thanking You,

ours Faithf\ly,

kol
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- Ref:- KSDO/ L&HPF/WP12899/12

Date:- 22.05.2013.

Sri Vijay Agarwal ,

Flat4 D (N),

Divine Bliss ,

2/3, Judges Court Road v
Kolkata- 700 027,

Dear Sir,

Re -~ W.P. No. 12898 (W) of 2012, High Court, Kolkata.
Vijay Agarwal -Vs,- LIC| &Ors.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

With reference to your letter dtd. 16.05.2013 in connection with
above , we would inform you that all the documents, put together, already

the evidences which

Thanking you,

Yours faithfully,

Divisional Ma ger (In-Charge)
K.S.D.O.

L

TEATR TUDTIHY TR GAAR, WA 9w, Fréi- 5, S - 1, Rt Fed), werarn - 700064
7T+ (033)2307-0242/0642/0946, & : 02323370609, 35 ¢ liciesdofcal.vent.net.in

Kolkata Suburban Divislona

[Otfice, Joavan Prabha, DD-5, Soc-1, Sall Lake City, Kolkata-70006¢

. Tol.:(033) 2337-0242/0642/0545, Fax : 03323370609, E-mall : lolesdo @ calvant nolin
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Vijay Agarwal 03.06.2013

Divine Bliss Flat4 D,
2/3 Judges Court Road,

Kolkata - 700027

To

The Senior Divisional Manager

‘
»

Life Insurance Corp. of India K.S.D.0.
DD 5 Salt Lake City,

Kolkata -700064

Re: W .P. No. 12898(W) OF 2012, High Court, Calcutta
Vijay Agarwal ~Vs-LICI & Ors

Sub: Your letfcr Ref No. KSDO/L&HPF/WP12899/12 Dt. 25.05.2013

Dear Sir,

I have gone through the docum

ents which have been supplied 1o me with your forwarding letter dt,
05.04.2013 including the opinion

of the hand writing expert dt. 12.07.2006 .

I place on record that I do not agree with the hand writing expert report and I reserve my rights to produce
necessary evidence in this regard. I further place o

n record that Late Prosenjit Das signed on all the
proposals etc. in my presence and that all the signatures appearing there are his signatures.
I reserve my right to produce oral and documentary

evidences in support of my defense in course of the
hearing proceedings to be held as directed by the Hon

orable High Court vide their order Dt. 18.03.2013.

Please note that the Medical Reports/Documents containing the signatures of Late Prosenjit Das have not
been sent to the hand writing expert for his opinion. T do hear by object to such action of the LIC in picking
up and choosing documents for examination by the hand writing expert. It was encumberment for LIC 1o
send all the documents containing the signatures for examination to the hand writing expert.

At the same time 1 want 10 examine the Medical Examiner who had given the reports,
Thanking You,

Yours Faithfylly,
Q) On—)-

IJAY AGARWAL)

FOTBIN@ARE e 0 L
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Ref:- KSDO/ L&HPF/WP12899/12 Date:- 13.06.2013.
Sri Vijay Agarwal ,

Divine Bliss , Flat 4 D,

2/3 , Judges Court Road ,

Kolkata- 700 027.

Dear Sir,

- - W.P. No. 12898 (W) of 2012, High Court, Kolka
' Vijay Agarwal -Vs,- LICI &Ors.

------------------------------------------------------------------------------

We have received your letter dated 03.06.2013 in connection
with above and perused the contents.

: The undersigned, bemg the Disciplinary Authority , requests
you to submit to us your reply in writing along ‘with the documents which
you want to rely on at the time of hearing of the proceedings. Your reply
along with all the documents must reach us within 15days from the date of
receipt of this letter so as to enable us to proceed further as per direction of
the Hon’ble High Court, Kolkata.

Thanking you,

Divisional Man

gﬁs. .

er (In-Charge)

FEETT ITINIL WA FiAa, e an, €8-S, T - 1, wsrs fich, @ - 700064
TS ; (032)2337-0242/0642/0946, Gt : 033-23370609, {7 : licicsdo@cal.vsnlnetin

Kolkala Suburban Olvisional Offica, Jaavan Prabha, DD-5, Sec-1, Sall Loke Clty, Kolkala-700064
Tol, : (033) 2337-0242/0642/0948, Fax : 033-23370609, E-mall : licicsdo©cnl.vsnl.neLin
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Vijay Agarwal i
TTTURRSCN IR P00, 0T
. Divine Bliss Flat 4 D (N) B ST
waintere e 2 0F-Lades 10
2\3 Judges Court Road Taes DIVISTOAL MRECERLIFE 1 CORPCRATION
5 VLLKATR, FIH3700044
Kolkata 700027 ﬂ FromeVIJ8Y FOARMRL |, HIRZ7
W:ZSgrame,
Ft:28.00 | /062013 , 13305
TaresiRe. 3.00<Track on wiw. indiapost.gov. ind
To,

* “The Seaior Divisional Manager

Life Insurance Corp, Of India K.S.D.O
D D 5 Salt Lake City
Kolkata 700064

Re: W.P.No. 12898 (W) of 2012, High Court, Calcutta
Vijay Agarwal - Vs — LICI & Ors.
Sub: Your letter Ref No. KSDO/ L&HPF /WP12899/ 12 Dated 13/6/2013

Dear Sir,
Further to your letter dated 13/6/13 1 firmly state that:

1. The family members submitted the claim forms on 3/7/2004 which demonstrates that the
family members were aware that the policies were taken by Late Prosenjit Das.

2. The father of the deceased by an undated letter between April 2004 — 31/12/2004 requested
for the release of the death claim.

3. Against in action to pay the death claim advocate’s letter was issued 10 you on 31/12/2004,

4. The aforesaid three documents have not been supplied to me. You are requested to supply
me with the aforesaid documents before proceeding further, .

Without prejudice to the above, I have not been informed of any change except those that were "
made in the show cause notice dated 20/12/2006. I have alrcady replied to the same on 27/12/2006,
I presume that the present proceeding would be confined to such charges in the show cause notice.

I retatiate-my stand taken in the reply to the show cause notice.
ratke -

The fact that the relatives of Late P. Das applied for settlement of the Death Claim, stands as an
evidence that the family was aware of the policy. There can be no suspicion about the making of
‘the policies.

. {
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..pﬁointed by LICI examined Late P. Das and pave their report. The reports were directly
. 10 LICT by the doctor, There is no cvidence that P Das did not appear before the dactors
Hence there can be no suspicion in the making of the policies.

This is a case of accidental death. No evidence that Late P, Das was sulfering from some fatal
ailment and no records were produced to demonstrate any ailment. This also over rules any kind of
suspicion.

Registration of all the proposals proposed by the Late P. Das was made on 31/3/2004 and the death
occurred on 10/4/2004. Thus there can be no inference drawn of any fraud.

Additignal documents handed over to me after the order of Hon'ble High Court Calcutta are only
signatures of Late P. Das. From the stand point of an agent, we can only sce the .p‘olicyv'-ﬁuikcr sign
in our presence. Agent has no scope to verify the signature of the policy holder with his other
signatures.

This is corroborated by the facts that Late P Das was also examined in person by the authorizerd
doctors of LICL The policy holder also provided the previous policy details (reference of which
were made in the fresh.proposal) o demonstrate his identity and his continuing relation with LICL.
With the above facts and documents, I was fully satisfied about the identity of Late P Das.

The report of the handwriting expert is denied, Late P Das had signed on all the proposals in my
presence as also in the presence of your authorized doctors at the time of ‘medical check-up. The
signature in the proposal forms and the medical reports/forms tally in totality. There is no scope 1o
suspect the signature of Late P Das.

I would crave leave to rely on the reports of handwriting experts obtained by me in cause of
hearing. I would produce oral and documentary evidence in this regard.

Thanking you,

Yours Faithfully,

/\/0*\1 A? L)(\r-'——D =
\{ijay Agarwal
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Ref:- KSDO/ L&HPF/WP12899/12 Date:- 02.07.2013.
Sri.ilija); Agarwal ,

Divine Bliss , Flat 4 D,

2/3, Judges Court Road ,
Kolkata- 700 027.

..................

Dear Sir,

Re ~ W.P. No. 12898 (W) of 2012 , High Court, Kollata.
Vijay Agarwal =Vs.- LIC| &Ors.

------------ sans e T T T Y

Please refer to our letter dtd. 13.06.2013 (copy enclosed) with
identical reference wherein we requested you to send to us your reply along
with all the documents , on which you want to rely at the time of hearing
of the proceedings , which must reach us within 15 days from the date of
receipt of our aforesaid letter.
However, we would once again request you to kindly comply
uirements as provided in our letter dtd. 13.06.2013 within 7
(seven) days from the date of receipt of this letter. If we do not receive your
reply within the stipulated period , as mentioned above ,it will be
presumed that you have nothing to reply in response to our letter under
reference, as per Order of the Hon’ble High Court, Kolkata.

It may also be noted that we await to fix up a date for your
personal hearing with the Disciplinary Authority on receipt of reply with
documents from your end.

Please treat this as most urgent in order to carry out the Order
of the Hon’ble Court within the stipulated time .

Thanking you,
Your \faithfully,

f}
Divisional Managﬂ(ln-Charge)
r K.S.D.O.

with our req

Encl:- as mentioned above.

TEAENA T WA FOAG, RT3, $- 5, @ - 1, rsedew fred, arr - 700044
P : (033)2337-0242/0642/0946, T3 - 033-23370609,21 : licicsdoealventnelin

Kolkala Suburbon Divisional Office, Jecvan Prabha, 00-S,. Soc-1, Sall Lake City, Kolhata-700064
Tel.:(033) 22370242/0642/0946, Fax : 033-23370609, E«mail : licicsdati'cal.y sl et in
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“W.P.NO 12898 (W;CF 2012 HiGH: -

COURT KOLKATA VIJAY AGARWAL-VS
LICI&ROTHERS.

Vijay Agarwal 08-07-2013 Actions

Tao: Ihpf.kolkata=sub

reg. . $ir,

Ihpf.kolkata-sub (Ihpf.kolkata-sub@lici’ Actions
To: licivijay@hotmail.con
Cc: sdm.kolkata-sub

Dear Sir,

We confirm the receipt of your letter
dated 25th. June, 2013 in connection with
above. Please ignore our letter dated
02.07.2013 on identical reference.

We regret the.inconvenience.

p. DM ( I/C ). KSDO.

From: sdm.kolkata-sub

Sent: 08 July 2013 12:04

To: lhpf.kolkata-sub

Subject: FW: W.P.NO 12898 (W)OF 2012 HIGH
COURT KOLKATA VIJAY AGARWAL-VS
LICI&QTHERS.

FUAT HAId BT SZeTls HY |

Please download the azttachment

© 2013 Microsoft ~ Terms  Privacy  Duvelopers

Hjzy Mg

ihpf.kolk:

Search the v
learn more z
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Ref:- KSDO/ L&HPF/WP12899/12 Date:- 18. 07.2013.
Sri Vijay Agarwal ,

Divine Bliss , Flat 4 D,

2/3 , Judges Court Road ,

Kolkata- 700 027.

‘ Dear Sir,

Re —W.P. No. 12898 (W) of 2012, High Court , Kolkata.
Vijay Agarwal =Vs.-LICI &Ors, '

We acknowledge the receipt of your letter dated 25.06.2013 and
observe that the documents 1 » 2 & 3 as asked for vide your above mentioned letter .
are not relevant in the present context.

However , in order to follow the Principles of Natural Justice , We are
sending herewith the copies of the papers , namely —

1. Claim Forms A ,Band E
2. Letter dated 21.12.2004 of the father of the deceased .
3. Letter dated 31.12.2004 of the Advocate , Sri Sanjay Saha .

We further make it clear that the Claim Forms had been submitted by
Sri Biswajit Das , alleged to be the cousin of the Life Assured , who cannot be
treated as a member of the family of the deceased Life Assured , Prosenjit Das.

In order to extend you an opportunity of personal hearing as per erder
of the Hon’ble High Court , Kolkata , we would request you to kindly pay a visit to
the Office of the undersigned in the Chamber on 5" August, 2013 at 11.30am ,
which may please be confirmed.

Thanking you,

Yours faithfully,

Divisional Man

Encl.- as stated above.

FINMT : (033)2337-0242/0642/0946, M : 032:23370600, 47 lelesda bt ealvant nutin

Kolkata Suburban Divisional Otfice, Jeevan Prabho, 0D-5, See-1, Sl Lake City, ¥atkata- 700063
Tel.: (033) 2337-0242/0542/0946, Fax :033-23370609, E-mail : ligiesdutreatvenlnelin
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o From [ %
p Vij:ay Agarwal :

26/07/2013
Divine Bliss Flat 4D

2/3 Judges Court Road

a/l Manager

Life Insuranc Corporation Of Ind|a

Kolkata 700027
To,

The Senfor Divisi

.D DSS}I LakeCity 2d, W\ sor,
Kolkta 700064
[

Re: w.p No.]ZBOﬂ(W}of 2012, High Court 5

Caleutta Vijay Agarwal —vs. UCI & Others

Sub: Your Letter Ref No. KSDO/L&HPF/WPI2899/!2 Dated 18/07/13
23/07/2013

received on
Dear Sjr,
To defend myselfin respect of the charges levied against me | peed to cross examine some of the
employees of LiCI ang the Doctors namely,

3) The officer who under wrote
4) The investigating officor who
death of Late Mr Das.

the proposa) accepting
Was deploye

the same.

d by the 1IC! 1p investigatp the said case after the

Since | ¢o not l:now the hemes of the quest you to provide me with the
names and procuce them positively on

05/08/2013 for Cross examination,

Thanking You,

N A’; OV‘/O
Yours Faj fully,

A PR (et =y 8
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Kolkata Sulnerbian [Masonal Oifise, Jeavan Peantiy 1100 4 %pz 1, 53t Lake Gily, Katkata « 704 00,1

MINUTES OF PERSONAL HEARING OF SRI VIJAY AGARWAL, THE
PETITIONER, IN THE CHAMBER OF DM(I/C), AT 11.30 A.M. ON 05-08-2013
AS PER ORDER DATED 18-03-20130F HONB'LE 1GII COURT, KOLKATA
IN CONNECTION WITH W.P. NO. 12898(W) OF 2012

The 5" August, 2013
Members Present :
Sri L. K. M. Syiem - Divisional Manager (1/C)
&
Sri Vijay Agarwal - Petitioner

After formal introduction Sri L. K. M. Syiem, the Disciplinary Authority explained to Sri
Agarwal, the Petitioner that as per aforesaid Order he wanted to extend him the
opportunity of personal hearing and he was free (o place his submission. Sri Sviem also
narrated that according to the direction of the atoresuid order, you were lready made
available the documents relied upon by the Disciplinary Authority to drive home the
allegation feveled against you. Sri Agarwal was requested 1o put forth his submission.

In reply, Sri Vijay Agarwal disagreed the charges levied on him and in order to prove his
innocence he wanted to examine the persons as mentioned in his letter 26-07-2013
addressed to the Sr. Divisional Manager. He also put his submission saying that being the

typing mistake made “cross examination” as written in the aforesaid letter it would be
‘examination’ of those persons.

Sri Syiem, the Disciplinary Authority, told him that as there was no such direction in the
aforesaid Order for examination or Cross examination so this was not the forum for doing

the same. However, they were told (hat they might ruise this contention in the proper
forum.

So, again Sri Agarwal was requested to put [orth his submission in regard (o evidence etc.
as per aforesaid Court Order, because Sri Syiem was directed to do so.

Sri Agarwal again stiessed the need of examining those persons as per his letter dated
26-07-2013 which he requested take a note in the today's proceedings. He also tald that
only by examining those persons he could prove himsell as innocent.

Sri L. K. Syiem, the Disciplinary Authority told him that his contention would be taken in
tpday’s meeting as a note of his contention and declared the proceeding to its end.

AGARWAL) (SRI L. K<M. SYIEM)
PETITIONER DISCIPLINARY AUTHORITY

BT eg 3.1

RN/ Tel, ; (033) 2337-0242/004 210046, BURI[Fax . 033.23370600. TE-mai ficesdoycal vanl netin iesdomm@@ysnl ned




IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA
Constitutional Writ Jurisdiction’
APPELLATE SIDE

In the matter of :
W. P. N&12°%w) of 2013.
- And -
In the matter of : ' ,
An application under Article 226 of
the Constitution of India.
- And -

In the matter of :

Shri Vijay Agarwal.

... petitioner.
- Versus -
Life Insurance Corporation of India

and others.
... Respondents.

PETITION

Ms.Sumita Shaw,
Advocate,
28/25, Dhakuria Station Road,
Kolkata - 700 031.
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Serial 38.
August 27, 2013.

SG

W.P. No. 24805 (W) of 2013

Shri Vijay Agarwal
-versus-
Life Insurance Corporation of India and others

Mr. Kishore Datta
Ms, Sumita Shaw
... for the petitioner.

Mr. Soumya Majumder
Is. Saswati Chatterjee
...far the respondent no.1.

The petitioner has been subjected to an enquiry by the
appropriate body under the Life Insurance Corporation of India
(Agents) Regulations, 1972 into the allegations of impropriety on the
petitioner’s part for the purpose of terminating the agency of the
petitioner. The petitioner complains of the refusal by the body to
summon employees or other personnel engaged by the Corporation
at the behest of the petitioner.

In the context of the present proceedings, nothing more than
what is absolutely necessary need be said. It would suffice to
recognise that the primary charge against the petitioner is of
causing an application to be made for a policy of a deceased person.
The petitioner’s defence is that at the time that the application was
made, the person was alive and he died subsequently in a road

accident.

The petitioner informed the authority conducting the inquiry
or the disciplinary proceedings by a letter dated July 26, 2013 that
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the petitioner desired to cross-examine “some of the employees of
Life Insurance Corporation of India and the doctors ...” The
petitioner harbours the impression that it is the obligation of the
authority conducting’ the enquiry to ensure the presence of the
relevant employees of the Corporation or the concerned medical

practitioner to afford the petitioner a chance to cross-examine
them.

In support of the petitioner’s contention, reliance has been
placed on the judgments reported at 1979(1) All ER 209 and 1982
(1) All ER 646 for the proposition that the prosecution cannot
suppress any material fact or key witness if it is within the special
knowledge of the prosecution that the fact or the witness may

demolish the prosecution case. The principle is too well-known to
be doubted.

In course of any enquiry to assess whctiler the agent is guilty
of the impropriety complained of, the authority conducting the
enquiry should ensure a fair procedure that would allow the agent a
chance to rebut the charges or disprove the same. Towards such
end, the authority has to facilitate the petitioner calling any witness
for such purpose, as long as the authority is satisfied that the
petitioner is not attempting to delay the process by calling irrelevant
witnesses. But the authority would be no obligation to ensure the
presence of any witness or furnish the names of the employees who
may have been involved in processing the relevant policy. It would
be for the petitioner to discover such facts as would enable the
petitioner to rebut the charges.

The petitioner does not refer to any material or fact for the

application of the principle recognised in the reported judgments.
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WP No. 24905 (W) of 2013 is disposed of by observing that the
authority conducting the enquiry will allow the petitioner to call any
witness as long as the evidence is relevant to the issues that arise in
the proceedings, but the authority will not be obliged to furnish the
names of any employee of the Corporation or summon such
employees or any other person for the purpose of the petitioner

cross-examining them.

It will be open to the petitioner to forward a copy of this order
immediately to the appropriate authority conducting the enquiry for
the authority to consider whether the hearing is to be reopened to
afford the petitioner an opportunity to present the petitioner’s

evidence.
There will be no order as to costs.
Certified website copies of this order, if applied for, be urgently

made available to the parties, subject to compliance with all

requisite formalities.

(Sanjib Banerjee, J.)



.O'OOOQOOQOO,/@@00090000, 00000000.00’.0.0,

|
|

From Dated: 18" September 2013
Vijay Agarwal

2/3 Judges Court Road
Divine Bliss, Flat — 4D N
Kolkata — 700027

To
The Senior Divisional Manager

Life Insurance Corporation of India KSDO

DDS5 Salt Lake City el N
Kolkata — 700064 -

Re: W.P. No. 24905(W) of 2013, High Court, Calcutta
Vijay Agarwal — Vs — LICI & Ors.
Kind Attn. Shri L.X. Syiem, Disciplinary Authority

Sir,

Enclosed please find herewith a copy of order dated 27-08-2013, passed by his lordship Hon’ble
Justice Sanjib Banerjee in the above matter.

In terms of the order of The Hon’ble High Court, I request you to allow me the following
witnesses for the reasons stated below:

1. Your empanelled doctor, Dr. Alok Kumar Chaudhuri, ME Code 6642, who had examined
the insured on 25 — 03 — 2004 at 11:00 a.m and had submitted a report to you on 25 — 03
—2004. :

2. Dr. Debjit Chatterjee of Medilink Health Care Diagnostic Center Pvt. Ltd., your
empanelled medical lab who had done an Electro-Cardiogram on 12" March 2004 and
had submitted the report accordingly to you on 12-03-2004.
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Dr. C R Ghosh of Medilink Health Care Diagnostic Center Pvt. Ltd., your empanelled
medical lab who had conducted report on Examination of Blood on 12" March 2004 and
had submitted the report accordingly to you on 12-03-2004.

4. Dr. C R Ghosh of Medilink Health Care Diagnostic Center Pvt. Ltd., your empanelled
medical lab who had conducted report on Examination of Blood for HIV Test on 12t
March 2004 and had submitted the report accordingly to you on 12-03-2004.

5. Your employee under SR. Code No. 337638 who had prepared the review slip for all the
proposals on 31-03-2004 bearing Nos. 14434, 14433, 14437, 14430, 14429, 14426 and
had forwarded for underwriting,

I submit that in view of the involvement of the above named persons in the matter, they are
important witnesses whose evidence would be relevant to the issues that arise in this proceeding.

[ request you to issue necessary notice on the persons concerned to appear in the proceeding and
permit me to examine them.,

[ intend to name further witnesses for examination, the names of whom are not known to me. I
am taking steps to ascertain their names under Right To Information Act 2005. I reserve my right
to apply before you to call the other persons whose names may be disclosed in response to my
application under Right Information Act 2005.

Thanks & Regards

|
f v G /;\\\(] q\f\-? .

|
Vijay Agarwal
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LIFE INSURANCE CORPORATION OF INDIA
KOLKATA SUBURBAN DIVISIONAL OFFICE
DD 5, SECTOR — I, SALT LAKE, KOLKATA — 700064

-

Ref : KSDO/L&HPF 19 September 2013

Sri Vijay Agarwal

2/3, Judges Court Road,
Divine Bliss, Flat — 4D N,
Kolkata — 700027

Dear Sir,

Re : W.P. No. 24905(W) of 2013, High Court, Calcutta
Vijay Agarwal — Vs — LIC & Othrs

We have received your e-mail dated 18.09.2013 and considered the contention
made therein in connection with above.

In reply to your e-mail dated 18.09.2013, we would refer you to the Judgment
passed by Hon’ble Justice S. Banerjee in W.P. No 24905(W) of 2013 in which it is
clearly stated that you may call any witness as long as the evidence is relevant to the
issues that arises in the proceedings and the Corporation will not summon any
employee or any other person for the purpose of examination.

In order to comply with the Principle of Natural Justice, we give you an
opportunity to bring any witness or witnesses, whose presence has to be arranged by
yourself, on the next date of personal hearing on 26.09.2013 at 11.30 AM in the office
of the Divisional Manager (In-charge), KSDO, DD 5, Jeevan Prova, Salt Lake, Sector
—1, Kolkata — 700064. :

Since the authority is required to pass Final Order by 30.09.2013 as directed
by the Hon’ble High Court, your co-operation is needed so that the proceedings can
be concluded before 30.09.2013. '

Please bring your witness along with their respective Photo Identity cards.

Yours faithfully,
Divisi anager (I/C)
LICI, KSDO

USRI Q) / Divigdonal Managei(lc
s Bl uc - kspo )

TSI TAAADS I WM W ATA  mAan~~ s
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LIFE lNSURANCD CORPORATION OF INDIA
KOLKATA SUBURBAN DIVISIONAL OFFICE

DD 5, SECTOR — L. SALT LAKE, KOLKATA — 700064

Ref : KSDO/L&HPF | 19 September 2013

Sri Vijay Agarwal -

2/3, Judges Court Road,
Divine Bliss, Flat — 4D N,
Keolkata — 700027

-~

Dear Sir,

Re : W.P. No. 24905(W) of 2013, High Court, Calcutt'z
Vijay Agarwal — Vs — LIC & Othrs

We have received your e-mail dated 18.09.2013 and considered the contention
made therein in connection with above.

In reply to your e-mail dated 18.09.2013, we would refer you to the-Judgment
passed by Hon’ble Justice S. Banerjee in W.P. No 24905(W) of 2013 in which it is
clearly stated that you may call any witness as long as the evidence is relevant to the
issues that arises in the proceedings and the Corporation will not summon any
employee or any other person for the purpose of examination.

In order to comply with the Principle of Natural Justice, we give you an
opportunity to bring any witness or witnesses, whose presence has to be arranged by
yourself, on'the next date of personal hearing on 26.09.2013 at 11.30 AM in the office
of the Divisional Manager (In-charge), KSDO, DD §, Jeevan Prova, Salt Lake, Sector

-1, Kolkata — 700064.

Since the authority is required to pass Final Order by 30.09.2013 as directed
by the Hon’bie High Court, your co-operation is needed so that the proceedings can
be concluded before 30,09.2013.

Please bring your witness along with their respective Photo Identity cards.

Yours faithfully,

Divisional Manager (I/C)
LICI, KSDO
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Dated: September 22,2013

The Manager, :
Custom Relationship Management (CRM)
.Designated CPIO,
'Life Insurance Corporation of India
Kolkata Suburban Divisional Office

DD5 Salt Lake City

Kelkata 700064

Re: Secking Information under Right to Information Act, 2005

Sir.

You are requested to kindly furnish me with the following information pertaining to Life
Insurance policy number 423 881681/82/83/84/85/86 on the life of Mr. Prosenjit Das issued
by your Salt Lake branch with 28/2/2004 being the date of commencement.

I.

2,

(95}

0.

The details of the person who had prepared the Proposal Review Slip (Form no.
3104/01C) bearing date of registration as 31/03/2004 SR.NO..337638.

The details of youFempanel]ed doctor namely Dr. Aloke Kumar Chaudhuri bearing
code 66/42 who had done the medical of the said Mr, Prosenjit Das on 25/03/2004 at
11:00am. -

The details of Dr., Debjit Chatterjee, Physician Cardiologist of Medilink Health
Care & Diagnostics Centre Pvt. Ltd. (your empanelled diagnostic centre) who
conducted the ECG of the said Mr. Prosenjit Das on 12/03/2004 and submitted the
report on the same day.

The details of Dr. C.R.Ghosh, Consultant Pathologist of Medilink Health Care &
Diagnostics Centre Pvt, Ltd. (your empanelled diagnostic centre) who conducted the
test and gave the report of Examination of blood for HIV test and the report of
Examination of blood of the said Mr. Prosenjit Das on 12/03/2004.

The details of the underwriters who underwrote all the six proposals by accepting
the same which resulted into its conversion into policies.

The details of the investigating officer who finally investigated the death claim.

You are requested to kindly provide me with the same at the earliest.

Thanking You

Yours Faithfully

. , e
byt i
Vi}ay Agarwal %y( v
(2/3 Judges Court Road . K
Divine Bliss Flat 4 D North

Kolkata 700027)



