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spEClAL LEAVE pETlTtoN (CtVtL) NO.

In rnq nnlrren op:

Dr. A.C. Muthiah

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE J UiIISDICTION

... Petitioner

oF 2010

Versus

The Board of Control for
Cricket in India & Anr.

1.

2.

... Respondents

o F ELc E R E P"o BT",QINLHn$TAT loN

The Petition is/are within time,

The Petition is baned by time and there

.days in filling the same against

Days delay has been fi'led'

3. There is delay. of days in refilling the Petition

and petition for condonation of

has been filed.

days delay in refilfing

BRANCH OFFICER

is " deilay

order dt.

PLACE: NEW DELHI

DArED: lLl\l(O



IJ LC PAGE 'A'
SECTION IB

IN THE SUPREME COURT OF

PIJII'ITION FOR SPECIAL LEAVE TO APPEAL (CIVIL)
-i-------

If'['on t-he Judgement & 0rder Dated 2a/03/2010 ot
HIGH COURT OF MADRAS,
ih 0SA Na.221/09

No.11671/2010

INDIA

/1iI tv

I hn

1.

')

?

A

A.C. MUTHIAH
Versus

BOARD OT CONTROL FOR CRICKET IN INDIA

Date of Judgement appealed from
i

paLe e Nature of the order refusing leave

Date of Filing the petition in the Court
l
I

t'otat period between t.he Date of the High Court.'s
'T"A*naan+ I6-Aa-vqsysrllErlu/ v!ue! appealed from /Ordgr rgfusing
Leave and date of filing the petition.
i

Time requisite in obtaining certified copy of the
frder appealed from(vide S.No. 12 of the Limitation)

I

fime allowed by the court to file petition

t{hether the Petit,ion(s) is/are prima facie within
f,ime, if Not, period of delay in filing
i cond. 

'of 
DetaYfinetfrer accompanied by APPI. for

rfunetner it is stated that the Petitioner had nol filed
any SLP against t.he impugned Judgement & Order earlier

Whether the SLP is supported by an affidavit of the
Fetitioner or Pairokar

Pet.itioner (s ) .

Respondent(s).

24/03/2010

L2/04/2070

1"9 days

0 days

90 days

Yes (Wit,hin Time)

PARA 3 OF SLP

Yaq

A

h

5.

'1

BRANCH OFFICER

C, i tP : l4R. VIKAS It4EHTA'Advocate.

If there is any objection to this Limitation Report, the Advocate
y pldase bring the objection to the notice of the AssisLant Registrar

.ncerr\eO within a week of the copy of this Limitation Report.
I
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l.
2"
a

4.
5.

7.

8A

Nature ol' the nitttter:
Name (s) of the Petitioner(s)/Appellant(s):
Name (s) of Respondent(s):

Number of case:
Advocate(s) for Petitioner(s)
Advocate(s) for ResPondent(s)
Section dealing rvith the Matter
Date of impugned Order/Judgment:
Nirme of Hon'ble .)trdges:

Land Acquisition Matters :

Notification / Govt. Order No.(u/s
Ccn trc / S tarte o{--------*NlA-

Civil Matters :

Suit No., Name of Lower Court
Date of Judgment

8D. In Writ Petitions:
qCatchword" of other'similar matters -

88. In case of Motor Vehicie Accident Matters:

Vehicie No

BF. In Service Matters
(i) Relevant service rule, if MY : :

iili G.O./Circular/Notification, if applicable or in question:

8G. In Labour Industrial Disputes Matters:

L.D. Reference /Award No', if applicable

L Nature ofurgencY
10. In case it is a Tax matter :

LISTING PROFORMA
IN TI{E SUPREi';E COURT OF INDIA

fi t

N/A
N/A
N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A

Stay of the ImPugned Order
N/A

Civil
Dr. A.C. Muthiah
Board of Control for Cricket
in India &Anr.
S.L.P. (C) No. of 2O1o

Vikas IVIehta

IX
24.O3.2010
Hon'ble Mr. justice D. Murugesan
Hon'ble Mr. Justice M. Sathyanarayanan

N/A
4,6) N/A dated-'issued br

El3. ln
i)

8C. ln
i)

a)

b)

Tax amount involved in the matter

Whether a reference/statement of the case was

called for or rejected

c) Whether similar tax matters of same parties filed

earlier (may be earlier / other Assessment Year)?

d) Exemption Notilication / Circular No

1 1. Valuation of the matter
I2.. Classi{ication of the matter:

(Please fill the number & name of relevant category with

sub category as per tha Ust circulated)'

nNo. of subject Category with full name"'

No. of sub-categorY wlth full name
Title of the Act involved (Centre/State)

(a}Sub-Classification{Indicatesection/ArticleoftheStatute)
(b) Sub-Section involved
(c) Title of the Rules involved {CentrelState)
(d)Sub-classification(indicateRule/Sub-ruleoftheState)
Point of law and question of law raised in the case -

N/A..

NIA.
N/A

N/A

18, Ordinary

L807,
N/A

N/A
N/A

rN/ 
,

i

Civil Matter

others

N/AtJ.
1A

lo.

whether the Hon'ble Division Bench failed to appreciate that
Regulation 6.2.4 of the BCCI as it stood ln-Sept-ember 2OO8

ClJarly disqualified the Respondent No. 2 from holding the posf'
Of office bearer in BCCl/Respondent No. 1?

Whether matter is not to be listed before any Hon'ble Judge ?

Mention the name of the Hon'bie Judge

Particulars of identical/simiiar cases, if any
Pending cases
Decided cases with citation

Whether the petition is against interlocutory
lfinal Order/decree in the case

If it is a fresh matter. please state the name

tsrt:

N/A
iiTa

Final Order

L7.

r8.

a)

b)

19,



of th(: Iligli Corrrt and the Coram in
the Impugned Judgment/ Order

')(). ll'llrc rnirttr:I"wirs irlrr:rrcly listed in this Court:
a) When was it listed ?

b) What was the Coram?
c) What was the direction of the Court

2L Whether a date has already been fixe".l either by
Court or on being mentioned, for the hearing
of matter? If so, please indicate the date fixed

22. Is there a caveator? If so, whether a notice has
been issued to him?

23. Whether date entered in the Computer?
24. If it is a criminal matter, please state :

a) Whether accused has surrendered
b) Nature of offences, i.e., Convicted under Section
c) Sentenced awarded
d) Sentence already undergone by the accused

24. (i) FIR/RC/etc
Date of Registration of FIR etc
Name & place of the Police Station

(ii) Name & place of Trial Court

fr,
High Court of Judicature
Madras, Division Bench

N/A
N/A

N/A

N/A

N/A
N/A

N/A
with Act N/A

N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A
N/A

I

V't^--t^- l--' L/+
VIKAS MEHTA

Advocate for .Petitioner(s)

"i'.1.;i,. ..:.'.. ...-
' '':,1']?

.", :u ?i 
" 
ityttt"-iiry* i, :.,, ".: ; -

1 q ,t :1rr' ! /ji-l1 7nf0. ., I r!

at

Case No. in Trial Court and date of Judgment
, (iii) Name and place of 1st Appellate Court

Case No. in lst Appellate Courf & date of Judgment

Date: LAI\lto
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The above SLP is filed against the judgment of the Division bench of

the Madras High Cgurt dated 24-W-2A10 in the original side appeals in
--Vt 1

OSA.Nos.227 of 2009.

The 1't ResponcJent is the Board of Cricket Control of India (BCCI).

BCCI is a society registered under the Societies Registration Act. tt has its

own l\lemorandum of Association and Rules and Regulations. Apart from

these BCCI also has Regulations for Players, Team officials, Managers,

Umpires and Administrators.

BCCI controls the game of cricket in India and discharges public

functions as stated by this Hon'ble Court in BCCI vs. Netaji Cricket Club.

This Hon'ble court in the said decision held that BCCI enjoys monopoly

status as regards regulation of the sport of cricket. lt earns huge revenues.

BCCI is bound to follow the doctrine of "fairness" and "good faith' in all its

activities.

A separate sub committee unit of BCCI has been set up known as

Indian Premier League (lPL) to establish and oversee the operation of a

ciomestic Twenty20 competi'iion in India and if 
"pp.iif5t" 

'EttUWngiA in

the world (League). IPL is not a separate entity bpt

is managed by a separate governing council in whi

the BCCI are ex officio members.

The reason for creating a separate governing

on the phenomenal popularity that the games

had internationally. IPL has turned out to be a b

cocktail of sports, entertainment and business.

ln view of the commercial nature of thL IPL tournamentS it is

necessary that no office bearer of the BCCI should have any commercial

interest in the IPL tournarnents as a matter of public policy to avcid any

conflict of interest. Also fortunately the Regulations of the BCCI for

Players, Team officials, Managers, Umpires and Administrators itself has a

clause 6.2.4 stating that "no Administrator shall have directly or indirectly

any commercial interest in any of the errents of BCCI ". By definition an

office bearer of BCCI is an Administrator.

In the year 2008 an invitation to tender was issued by BCCI for

persons and corporates to own and operate a team in lPL. India Cements

r'' tFd#"ED"ONot
t-'-'
i
!

l,nJr?,4ttJgft,i,*
-fsrm Twenty*20



Ltd became the successful bidder for the Chennai Super King in the IPL

auction and the 2no Respondent being the vice chairman and Managing

Director of India Cements Ltd the 2nd Respondent derived commercial

inter:est in the event of BCCI. But he also being office bearer in BCCI

violated tfre Regulation 6.2.4 set for Administrators.

The Petitioner is the past President of BCCI. lnitially, the Petitioner

filed complaints dated 05-09-2008 and 15-0-2008 to the President of the

BCCI in his capacity as past President and hence an Administrator about

the disqualificatic.rn suffered by the znd Responclerrt by virtue of India

Cements Ltd becoming a successfrrl bidder and seeking action against

him. The Petitionei brortght to the notice of the BCCI President that the 2nd

Respondent being an office bearer had a "conflict of interest" in the IPL

tournament conducted by BCCI in so far as he was in substantial control

of India Cenrents Ltd whir:h was rhe successful franchisee of the Chennai

Super King and at the sanre time he is in the governing council of the IPL

tournament. For lack of response from the BCCI, the Petitioner filed suit

in C.S.No. 930 of 2008 in the Madras High court on 24-9-2008 and tried to

enforce the said policy in clause 6.2.4 against the 2nd Respondent.

Within a few davs of the l"tsuit the AGM of BCCI met on 2T-09-

2008 and introduced an arnendment to clause 6.2.4 excluding IPL and

Twenty2O from the purview of clause 6.2.4. The znd Respondent was

elected as the secretary of the BCCI. After the amendment clause 6.2.4

reads as follows - "no Administrator shall have directly or indirectly any

commercial interest in any of the events of BCCI excluding IPL ,

champions league and rwenty2O". Thus, by one stroke the most

commercial event of BCCI namely Twenty20 was excluded from clause

6.2.4 making the said clause a dead letter.

The amendment to clause 6.2.4 was challenged in the 2nd suit in
C.S.no. C.S.No. 1167 of ,3OqA.

The interim applications in both the suits were heard together, Tlre

single judge failed to appreciate that the 2nd Responclent did not have the

benefit of the amended clause 6.2.4 and hence the issues in the l"tsuit
had to be decided on different considerations. As far as the interim

applications in the znd suit is concerned the amendment has to be

considered as an abuse of the amending power in so far as the power of

10



amendment has been used not to promote cricket but to promote the

interest of the 2nd Respondent.

But the single judge dismissed all the interim applications. The

single judge compared ther BCCI to private clubs and held no outsider can

question the Regulations of the society and the courts also cannot

interfere in the internal m€rnagement of the societies. The single judge did

not consider the issues in the 2 suits separately in the context of the

unamended clause 6.2.4 alrd amended clause 6.2.4.

On ap,peal the Division bench also dismissed the appeals.

The s,ubstantial questions of law arising for consideration in the

present sLPs is whether when as : a matter of "public policy", and in order

to avoid "conflict of interest", clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations for players,

Team officials, umpires and Administrators", stipulated that "No

Adn"inistrator shall have, directly or indirectly any commercial interest in

the matches and events ccnducted by the Board" can the 2nd Respondent

be allowed to continue as an Office bearer of the BCCI vrrhen he derived

direct commercial interest in IPL event of Bccl by being the Vice

President and Managing Director and holds substantial number of shares

in lndia Cements Ltd which was the successful bidder for the Chennai

Franchise "Chennai Super King "of lpL tournament. This is so since lpL

Twenty20 has been acclaimed as the most commercial event c all

events of BCCI raking in crores of rupees as profit to both the BCCI and

the Franchisees

When the continuance of the 2no Respondent as an office bearer of

BCCI after his company became the successful bidder for the Chennai

Franchise "chennai strper King "of IPL tournament was challenged in a

suit in the Madras High co':rt on 26-09-2009 in the 1't suit, the 2nd

Respondent using his undue influence with the members of the BCCI

went to the extent of even getting the clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations

amended in the general body meeting of the Bccl held on 26-9-2009 to
make the suit infructuous by excluding the admittedly the most

commercial of all events of the BCCI namely lpl or Champions League

Twenty20 from the purview of clause 6.2.4 of the Regurations.

When the Petitioner questioned ihe said amendment as an abuse

of a power of amendment by a body like BCCI which as stated by this

Hon'ble court is "exercising enormous public functions' ( BCCI Vs.Netaji

tl
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cricket Club reported in (2005) 4 SCC 741 ) and opposed to public policy

the single judge and the Division bench compared the BCCI to private

clubs and held that the petitioner has no locus standi to question the

amendment since it pertains to internal management of a society .

The Division Bench of the Madras High Court even while holding in

para 12 and 13 that Twenty20 matches are conducted on commorcial

basis failed to appreciate that persons should be debarred from being

offrce bearers of BCCI if the entity in which the said office bearer has

substantial interest be,:omes the successful franchisee of the IPL

tolrrnament as a matter of public policy and to avoid "conflict of interest" .

The Division Bencfr failed to note that the BCCI itself in its counter aff idavit

stated that BCCI or the Governing council of the IPL (which comprises of

its lJoard Members) was insulated from the commercial elements by

involving franchisees who would be pernritted to exploit the commercial

aspects. lf a governing council member himself has commercial interest

through a company in which he has substantial stake in IPL franchisee it

would militate against the policy of the BCCI to insulate the governing

ccluncil from the commercial elements by involving franchisees who

vrould be permitted to exploit the commercial aspects.

The High Court framed issues which were totally misconceived and

answered the issues against the Petitioner and dismissed the appeals.

The following issues were farmed by the Division Bench:-

1. Whether the suits filed by the Petitioner are maintainable?

2. Whether the second Respondent would be disentitled 1;om

participating in the General Body Meeting convened to elect the

office bearers?

3. Whether the second Rcspondent should be suspended from

the post of Honorary Secretary?

4. Whether clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations for Players, Team

Officials, Managers, rJmpires and Administrators of BCCI should

be suspended? And

5. Whether the Petitioner would be entitled to mandatory

injunction to BCCI to act under clause 32 (ll) of the Memorandum

of Association and Rules and Regulations by appointing a

Commissioner to make a preliminary enquiry against the second

Respondent on the cornplaints made by the Petitioner?

12
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No issue was framed in the first suit as to whether in view of clause

6.2.4 of the Regulations the 2nd Defendant is disqualified to hold any office

bearer post in BCCI since India Cements Ltd of which the 2nd Respondent

is a Vice President and Managing Director and holds substantial number of

shares in lndia Cements Ltd became the successful bidder for the Chennai

Franchise "Chennai Super King" of ,lPL tournament.

No issue was framed as to whether the amendment to clause 6.2.4

of the Regulations excluding the most commercial of the events of

BCCI namely lPl- or Champions League Twenty2O from the purview of

clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations \vas opposed to public policy and also

against the concept of "conflict of interest" and also whether it was an

abuse of the power of amendrnent.

Unless these 2 issues were framed and answered the other issues

could not have been raised and answered.

The Division Bench failed to consider the issues arising for

consideration at the inierlocutory stage on the principles of prima_facie case,

balance of convenience, irr:eparable injury and conduct of the 2nd Respondent

in getting even the Regulation of BCCI amended to protect his interest. When

the issues raised were pure questions of law based on records and

documents the Division bench refused to answer them but merely stated that

these issues can be decided only in trial and abdicated its jurisdiction at the

interlocutory stage to answer the substantial qr.restions of law which could be

answered on the basis of records availaple with the court and when no
" triable issues were involved. When all the materials were available with the

court to decide the issues at the interlocutory stage the court rendered order

39 rure 1 nugatory by not deciding the issue at the interlocutory stage.

lf the parties have to wait for the trial of the suit then with a 'lconflict of

interest" the 2nd Resporrclent will continue to be the office bearer of the BCCI

which will be detrimental to the interest of BCCI and the suit itself will

become infructuous.

Hence the SLP.

IJ



LIST-O: DATE9

Dnrr EvEruT

__-Ihe 1o' Respondent is a society registered under the

societies Re,gistraiion Act, 1asO having totar control of all

cricketing events in lndia and is governed by the

Memorandurn of Rules and Regulations.

Memorandum of Association and Rules and Regurations of

the Respondent No. 1 were framed.

Apart from the "Rules and. Regulations", a separate

Regulaticn for Pfayers, Team officials, Managers, Umpires

and Admirristrators was framed by the 1"t Respondent.

Relevant Clauses of the said Regulation are as

follows:-

" Clause 1.1, This Regulation shall apply to

a. Players
b. lJmpi'es
c. Team Officials
d. Administrators

Clause 6.2 -Additional Regulations for Administrators

Clarrse 6.2.3 reads as follows:

6.2.3: No administrator shall initiate legal action

against . the Board/Administrators unless in the first

instance, he raises his grievance to the Board or any

committee appointed by the Board for the purpose.

Clause 6.2.4 reac's as follows -

6.2.4 No Administrators shall have, direcfly or

indirectly any commercial interest in the matches or

events conducted by the Board.

2000

14



Clause 6.2.1 - Penalty

6.2.1 - In the event of the Administrators committing

defaults mentioned in any of the aforesaid Clauses, a

fine of minimum Rs.1 lakh to maximum fine of Rs.S

lakhs shall be imposed and/or shall be debarred from

holding such positions for a minimum of one year and

a maximum of three years.

Clause 8 -General -

8.5. All actions for breach of any of the provisions of
" this Regulations, the procedure as laid down in 38 (ll)

(now read as 32 ) of the Memorandum and Rules

and Regulations of the Board as amended from time

to time shall apply.

8.6, For any breach of the Regulations as specified in

this Regulations, the President shall have a right to

suspend the player/administrator/manager/team

official/ umpires during the pendency of the enquiry

proceedings.

A copy of the Regulation of the Respondent No.1 for

players, team officials, Managers, Umpires and

Administrators is annexed herewith and marked as

ANNEXURE P-1 at pages qq-\5

29.09.2000 The expression "Administrator" was introduced in 71'* AGM
&

24.1.2CI01
in the Memorandum and clatrse 1 (n) of the Memorandum

defines "Ad rni nistrator".

Clause 1 (n) of the Memorandum reads as follows:-

Administrator: An "Administrator" shall mean and

include present and former Presidents, Vice

Presidents, Hony. Secretaries, Hony. Treasurers,

Hony. Joint Secretaries of the Board of Control for



Cricket in India ("the Board"), past and present

Presidents and Secretaries of Members affiliated to
BCCI and any person nominated in any of the sub

committee appointed by the Board as defined in the

Memorandum and Rules and Regulations of the

Board.

The Honorary $ecretary of the 1't Respondent vide letter

dated 24.a1.2001 enclosed the copy of the nrinutes of the

71" AGM held on 29.09.2000 to the affitiated units of the 1't

Respondent.

A copy of the letter dated 24.A1.20A1 from the

Honorary secretary of the Respondent No.1 to all fi-re

affiliated Units of Respondent No.1 alongwith the rninutes r:f

the 71't Annual General Meeting introducing Clause 1(n) in

the Memorandum in the 71't AGM conducted on 2g-09-2000

is 
"nn""ed 

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE p-2 (coily)

at pages 'l d *je ,

It is pertinent to mention that the Petitioner being a pasr

President of the 1't Respondent comes with the definition cf

Administrator as defined in Clause 1(n) of the Memorandum.

13.09'2007 The working committee of the 1't Respondent at its meeting

conducted on 13.09.2007, approved the launch of Indian

Premier L.eague (lpl) and set up a separate sub-committee

unit known as the Indian Premier League (lPL) to establish

and oversee the operation of the domestic Twenty2O Cricket

competition in lndia and if appropriate, elsewhere in the

tn



world. The office bearers of the 1" Respondent are the ex-

officio members of IPL as mentioned in the 79th Annual

report issued by the 1't Respondent for the year 2007-2008.

The invitation to tender for Franchised Indian Prernier

League rights fcr ownership of teams was issued by lPL. In

the invitation to tender it has been stated that IPL is not a

separate legal entity but forms part of the 1'1 Respondent

and is managed by a separate governing council which

reports to the 1't Responderrt.

A cop), of the 79th Annual Report dated nil issued by

the Respondent No.1 for the years 2CI07-2008 containing the

important decisions taken in the working committee meeting

of the Respondent No.1 held on 13.09.2007 along with the

copy of the invitation to tender dated nil for Franchised

Indian Premier League rights for ownership of teams issued

by IPL is annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-3

(Cofly) at pages I3 -g? ,

16.12.2047 The Mernorandum of Association and the Rules and

Regulations crf the Respondent No.1 were revised. As per

the revised ltlemorandum clause 38 which lays down the

procedure to deal with misconduct was renumbered as

clause 32. Further IPL was brought as a standing committee

under clause 27 (m) of the Memorandum.

The Relevant Clauses of the Rules and Regulations are as

follows:-

CIaTTse 8: POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE BOARD
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In addition to and without prejudice to the generality of

powers conferred directly or by necessary implication

under these rules and regulations and the

Memorandum of Association, the Board shall exercise

the powers arrd perform the duties hereafter

mentioned.

(a). To grant affiliations as provided in the Rules or to

disaffiliate Members on disciplinary grounds provided

- that in case of Member, Associate Member or Affiliate

Member is to be disaffiliated 3l4th of the Memoers

present and voting at the Annual or a Special General

Meeting, as the case may be, with this specifir: item on

tlte Agenda, vote for such disaffiliation.

(b). To arrange, control and regulate visits of

foreign cricket teams to India and visits of Indian

teams to foreign countries and to settle the terms on

which such visits shall be conducted.

(c) To lay down conditions on which lndian powers

shall take part in a tour to any foreign country an.....by

which such players shall be governed, including terms

of payments to such players.

SIAUEE_-_1e WORKTNG COMMTTTEE

(ccMPostTloN, POWERS AND DUTIES)

The affairs of the Board shall be managed by a

Working Committee consisting of:

The Presiderrt

The Hon. Secretary

The Hon. Joint Secretary

The Hon'ble Treasurer
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C.LAUSE 27 - THE STANDING COMMITTEES

The following shall be the Standing Committees anc

their powers:

M. Indian Premier League -

The Committee shall be appointed by the General

body of the Board and the term of the members of the

Committee shall be for a period of 5 years.

The Committee shall comprise of the following:

1. Chairman

2. Fou: members appointed by the Board

3. Three Ex-Cricketers of repute

The office bearers of the Board during their tenure

would be ex-officio members of the Committee.

CLAUSE 38 - Misconduct and Procedure to deal with-

38. (ll) ln the event of any complaint being

received from any quarter or based on any report

published or circulated or on its own motion, in the

subject matter of any act of indiscipline or misconduct

or violation of any of the Rules and Regulations by

any Player, Umpire, Team Cfficial, Selector or any

person appointed or employed by BCCI, the President

shall refer the same within 48 hours to a

Commissioner appointed by the Board to make a

preliminary enquiry.

(Vll) Pending inquiry and proceeding into complaints

or charges or misconduct or any act of indiscipline or

violation of any Rules & Regulations , the concerned

Member, Associate Member, Administrator, Player,

Umpire, Team Official, Referee or the Selector
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(including the privileges and benefits such as

Subsidies to the Member or Associate Member) rnay

be suspended by the President from participating in

any of the affairs of the Board until final adjudication.

However, the adjudication should be completed within

six months.

A copy of the revised Memorandum of Association of

tlte Respondent No. 1 dated 16.12.20a7 is-annexed herewith

and marked as ANNEXURE p4 at pagesiO-96

A copy of the revised Rules and Regulatiorrs of the

Respondent No.1 dated 1G.12.20a2 is annexed herewith

and marked as ANNEXURE P-S at pages qT ISLI

29.12.2007 The 1't Respondent sent invitation to India cements Ltd

represented by its Managing Director Mr. N. srinivasan, ilre

znd Respondent herein to participate in the auction

conducted by lPL.

lndia cements Ltd. represented by its Managing Director Mr.

N. srinivesan, the 2nd Respondent herein sought clarification

from 1't Respondent whether there is any embargo for lndia

cements Ltd of which Mr. N. srinivasan is the Managing

Director, to participate in the lpL auction.

A copy of the retter dated 29- tz-zaor from rndia

cement Ltd. to the President of Respondent No.1 is annexed

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE p-6 at pages t SS

29.12.2007

05'01.2008 The 1't Respondent in its letter dated 05-01-2008 contended

that there was no embargo for lndia Cements Limited to
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6.2.4 of the Regulation by the 2nd Respondent and stating

that he is liable to be penalized since he is the Managing

Director of india Cements Ltd, which is one of the

franchisees of IPL and IPL being an event of BCCI the

Respondent No.2 has thereby acquired commercial interest.

A copy of the Complaint dated 05.09.2008 submitted by

the Petitioner to the Respondent No.'1 is annexed herewith

and marked as ANNEXURE P-{0 at pages /19 - 180"

12.09.2008 The Two Merr Committee of the 1't Respondent allegedly

met on 12.09.2008 and recommended the following 3

amendments to the regulations,

1. Add Twenty 20 in Clause 1.2 page 1

& in the definitiorr Clause 2.0 page 2.

2. The penalty provided in Clause 3.2.1 ( c )

needs to be amended as follovrs:- "A ban looking

to the gravity of the misconduct, which may
extend to life ban".

3. Clause 6.2 Rule 4

After the said Clause add - "explanation that the

said clause will not include events like IPL or

Champions League Twenty 20".

It is relevant to state that there was no discussion to amend

Clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations. Since the Petitioner

submitted the complaint dated 05-09-2008, the 1't

Respondent surreptitiously used the two men committee as

a camouflage for suggesting changes to Clause 6.2.4 of the

Regulations.
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January,
2008

i

participate in the auction conducted by lPL.

A copy of the letter ' dated 05.01.2008 from the

Respondent No.1 to Respondent No.2 to India Cements Ltd.

is annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-T al

pases I S 6

The 2nd Respondent, at that relevant time, was the treasurer

of the f i Respondent and the President of TNCA

lndia Cements Ltd participated in the IPL auction and was

awarded the Chennai franchise of IPL named as Cl'ennai

Super Kings;. The 2no Respondent being an Administrator

violated the code in Clause 6.2.4 of the Regulation by

having direct commercial interest in the IPL tournament

through India Cements Ltd of which he is the Managing

Director.

The 2nd Respondent while addressing an investor

conference conducted by India Cements Ltd in January 2008

statecJ as follows, "lndia Cements l-td is in lPL, solely with a

view to build our brand name more extensively in Tamii

Nadu and that cricket ultimately will make tonnes of money

for the Company".

22.06.2A08 The working committee of the 1" Respondent met on

22.06.2A08 to incorporate changes in the existing rules and

regulatiorrs pertaining to anti racism, anti doping, use of

a1
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27 .08.2008

abusive language etc. There was no agenda to amend

clause 6.2.4. of the Regulations in the General Body

Meeting. In the note enclosed it was stated that the 1't

Respondent appointeo a Two Men Committee consisting

Mr.Shashank Manohar and Mr.Niranjan Shah to go through

the existing rules and recommend changes if any and the

report of the Two Meq Committee was enclosed for approval

of the"house. The proposal to amendment of Clause 6.2.4 of

the regulation was never discussed and was not in the

contemplation of the Two Men Committee. The report

submitted by the Two Men Committee did not suggest

changes/amendment to Clause 6.2.4 of the amendment.

A copy of the Minutes of the working committee held on

22.06.2AC8 of the 1" Respondent alorrgwith the copy of the

note dt. Nii of the Respondent No.1 is annexed herewith and

marked as ANNEXURE P-8 (Colly) at pases l51-113'

The 1" Resporrdent issued Notice for AGM to be held on 27'n

and 28th September 2008. The Agenda for the AGM dicJ not

contain any proposal relating to the amendment of Clause

6.2.4 of the Regulations.

A copy of the Agenda dated 27.08.2008 for the Annual

General Meeting of the Respondent No.1 to be held on 27'n

o.rt"\ 2b{hSeQJ<'rt''&,{2AOB is annexed herewith and marked

as ANNEXURE p-9 at pages ll Ll * ll g

The Petitioner by his letter dated 05.09.2008 complained to

the President of the 1'' Respondent of the violation of Clause

c5.09.2008
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19.09.2008

24.09.2408

A copy of the recommendations dated nil of the Tu'o

Men Committee of the Respondent No.1 is annexed

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-11 at pages I I I

The Petitioner wrote another letter to the President of the

Respondent No.1 reiterating the same allegations as

contained in his earlier letter dated 5.09.2008.

A copy of the letter dated 19,09.08 from the Petitioner

to the Respondent No.1 is annexed herewith and marked as

ANNEXI.,IRE P-12 at pages l8l- 184 .

Since no action was taken by the 1*t Respondent on the

complaints submitted by the Petitioner, the Petitioner filed a

Suit being C.S.No.930 of 2008 before Madras High Court

praying for as follows.

(a). Permanent Injunction restraining the 1't

Defendant from permitting the znd Defendant to

participate in the General Body Meeting scheduled in

Mumbai on 27-09-2008 or any other subsequent date

for the election of new office bearers of the 1't

Defendant and contest for the post of Secretary or

any other post in the 1't Defendant.

(b). Mandatory Injunction directing the 1't

Defendant to act under clause 32 (ll) of the

Memorandum of Association and Rules and

Regulations of the 1't Defendant by appointing a

Commissioner to make a preliminary enquiry against

the znd Defendant on the complaint filed by the

Petitioner in his letter dated 05-09-2008 and 19-09-

2008.
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(c). Mandatory Injunction directing the 1"'Defendant

to exercise his powers as per Clause 8 (6) of the

Regulations for Players, Team Officials, Managers,

Urnpires and Administrators brr suspending the 2no

Defendant as treasurer of the 1"' Defendant pending

enquiry.

A copy of the Plaint in C.S.No.93012008 dated 24.9.?008

filed by the Petitioner before the Madras High Court is

anneXed here,with and marked as ANNEXURE P-13 at

Pagesl85..Jag'

24.9.2008. The Petitioner also filed Interim Applications being O.A. Nos.

1041 to 1043 of 2008 in C.S.No.930/2008 praying for as

follows.

(a) TEMPORARY INJUNCTION, restraining the 1't

Respondent from permitting the znd Respondent to

participate in the General Body Meeting scheduled in

Mu:nbai on 27.09.2008 or any other surbsequent date

for the election of new office bearers of the 1''

Respondent and contest for the post of Secretary or

an1, other post in the 1't Respondent pending disposal

of the above suit.

(b) TEMPORARY MANDATORy tNJUNCTtON,

directing the 1't Respondent to act under Clause 32

(ll) of the Memorandum of Association anC Rules and

Regulations of the 1't Respondent by appointing a

Commissioner to make a preliminary enquiry against

the znd Respondent on the complaint filed by the

Applicant in his letter dated 05.09.2008 and

19.09.2008 pending disposal of the above suit.
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(c) TEI/IPOR/.RY MANDATORY INJUNCTION,

directing the 1=' iRespondent to exercise his powers ils

per Clause 8 (6) of the Regulations for Players Team

Officials, Managers, Umpires and Administrators by

suspending the 2nd Respondent as treasurer of the 1't

Responderrt pending enquiry pending disposal of the

suit.

Copy of the Affidavit bearing O.A. Nos. 1041 to 1043

of 2008 dated 2432008 in C.S.No.930/2008 filed by the

Petitioner before the Madras High Court is annexed herewith

and marked as ANNEXURE P-14 at pages)96 -7el '

26.09.2008 The Madras High Court by order dated 26.09.2008 ordered

notice to the Respondents. During the course of hearing, the

Counsel for the 1't Respondent submitted before the Court

about the clar"ification letter dated 05,01.2008 issued by

1" Respondent permitting India Cements of which the

Respondent is the Managing Director to participate in the

auction. However the ccrunsel did not 'mention about

proceedings of the Two Men Committee lvhich

suggested amendments to the Regulations as aforesaid.

A copy cf the Order dated 26.09,2008 passed by the

Madras High Court in Application No, 1A41 of 2008 in

C.S.No.93012008 is annexed her,rwith and marked as

ANNEXURE P-15 at pases /eZ-)eS ,

'27.09.2008 The 2nd Respondent was elected as Secretary of the

Respondent in the Anrrual General Meeting conducted

27 .49.2008.

the

2no

IPL

the

had

1",

on
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I
On the same day, the 1" Respondent in the Annual General

Meeting concJucted on 27-Ag-20A8 unanimously amended

the Regulations as follows:

1 . PERSONS/MATCHES COVERED

1.2 This regulations shall apply to:

(;r) Test Matches

(b) CrDl Matches

(c) Twenty 20 Matches
' (d) Tour Matches

(e)Any domestic or irrternational Matches

2. DEFINITIONS

Twenty 20: A limited over international match

classified as Twenty 20 in accordance with ICC

regulaiions.

Further Clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations was amended by

including the vrords "excluding events like IPL or Champions

League Twenty2O" as follows: -

6.2.4: No Administrators shall have, directly or

indirectly any commercial interest in the matches or

events conducted by the Board excluding events like

IPL or Champions League Twenty 20.

A copy of the extracts of the Annual General Meeting

of the Respondent No. conducted on 27.09.2008 alongwith

the copy of the amended Regulations dated nil of ihe

Respondent No. 1 is annexed herewith and marked as

ANNEXURE P-16 (Colly) at pagesf, & _QSq ,

08.12.2008 since clause 6.2.4 of the Regulation was amended only to

protect the interest of the Znd Respondent, the Petitioner filed



another Suit being C,S.No.1167 of 2008 before the Madras

High Court praying for as follows.

(a) Declaring that the amendment to Clause 6.2.4

of the REGULATIONS FOR PLAYERS, TEAM

OFFICIALS, MANAGERS, UMPIRES ANd

ADMINISTRATORS of the 1't Defendant to the effect

that "clause 6.2.4 will not apply to IPL and Ghampions

T 20 League" introduced by the 1st Defendant in the

-AGM 
conducted on 27-A9-2008 is illegal, opposed to

public policy, malafide exercise of power, abuse of the

power of amendment and null and void.

(b) Permanent injunction restraining the 2nd

Defendant from functioning as the Secretary of the

1" Defendant.

(c) Mandatory permanent injunction directing the 1s'

Det'endant not to permit the 2nd Respondent from

contesting for any of the posts of Office bearer of the

1't Defendant in future for such reasonable number of

years as this Hon'ble court may deem fit .

A copy of the Plaint dated 8.12.2008 in

C.S.No.116712008 fited by the Petitioner before the Madras

High Court is annexed herewith and nnarked as ANNEXURE

P-17 at pagesfg'6 - .3a)_ \

The Petit;oner also filed lnterim Applications being O.A. Nos

1299,1300 and 5740 of 2008 praying for as follows,

a. tc; suspend the amendment to Clause 6.2.4 of *he

REGULATIONS FOR PLAYERS, TEAM OFFICIALS,

MANAGERS, UMPIRES and ADMINISTRATORS of

the 1st Respondent to the effect that "Claus,a 6.2.4
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will nr:t apply to IPL and Champions T 20 League"

introduced by the 1st Respondent in the AGM

conducted on 27-09-2008.

b. an order of TEMPORARY INJUNCTION restraining

the 2nd Defendant from functioning as the Secretary

of the 'l't Respondent.

c. an order of MANDATORY TEMPORARY

INJUNCTION, directing the 1't Defendant not to

permit the 2nd Resporrdent from contesting for any
- of the posts of Office bearer of the 1't Defendant in

future for such reasonable number of years as this

Hon'ble Court may deem fit.

A copy of the Affidavit bearing O.A. Nos.1299,1300

and 5740 of 2008 in C.S.No.116712008 dated 8.12.2008 filed

by the Petitiorrer before the Madras High Court is annexed

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-18 at page" 3a3-34A

2.3.01.2009 The 1't Respondent filed its Cornmon Counter Affidavit in

O.A.No.1041 to 104312008 in C.S.No.930/2008.

A copy of the Counter Affidavit dated 23.1 .2009 filed by

the Respondent No.1 in O.A.No.1041 to 1043i200 I in

C.S.No.930/2008 before the Madras High Court is annexed

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-19 at pages sLB-3E+

24.01.2009 The 1't Resprondent filed its Common Counter Affidavit in

O.A. Nos.1299,1300 and 5740 of 2008 in C.S.No.1167 of

20CB denying the contentions of the Petitioner with the

following averments:-

a Tire members of the 1't Respondent have

exercised their choice unanimously to amend Clause
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6.2.4 and.the

Petitioner to

internal to the

Madras High Court should not permit the

cast a slur orr the democratic process

1'' Respondent.

b. The zno Respondent works for gain in India

Cernents Ltd. and there was absolutely no conflict of

interest as the game of cr.icket requires enormous

funds to make a mark.

c. India Cements Limited for which the 2nd

Respondent is a Managing Director sought clarification
'by letter dated 29.12.20A7 as to whether the said

company could participate in the IPL auction since the

znd Respondent who was the Managing Director of

the company was also the treasurer of the 1't

Respor dent at that relevant point of time and the 1't

Respondent by letter dated 05.01.2008 clarified that

there was no enrbargo for the company to participate

in the auction.

A copy of the Counter Affidavit dated 24i.2A09 filed by

the 1't Respondent in O.A. Nos. 1299,1300 and 5740 of

2048 in C.S No. 1 167 of 2008 before the Madras High Court

is annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-20 at

pasesll5g-3] v,

16,02.2009 The 2no Respondent filed its Common Counter Affidavits in

O.A.No.1041 to 1043 of 2008 in C.S.No.930i2008 and

O.A,.Nos.1299, 1300

C.S,No.1167t20C8.

and Appln. No.5740/2008 in

A copy of the Counter Affidavit filed by the Respondent

No.2 dated 16.2.2009 in O.A.No.1041 to 1043 of 2008 in
C.S.No.930/2008 before the Madras High Court is annexed

herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-21 at pages 315 -,31 :i'
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A ccpy of the Counter Affidavit filed by the

No.2 dated 16.2.20A9 in O.A.Nos.1299,

Appln.No.574O12OOB in C.S.No.1167'2A08

Madras High Court is annexed herewith and

ANNEXURE p-22 at pasesjll -Jg^
07.03.2009 The Petitionerr filed its Reply Affidavits to the Counter

Affidavit filed by the 1't and 2nd Respondents in O.A.No.1041

to 1043 of 2008 in C.S.No.930/2008 and to the Counter

Affidavit filed by 2no Respondent in O.A.Nos.1299, 1300 and

Appln.No .574A,2008 in C.S.N o.116712008.

A copy of the Reply Affidavit dated 7.3.2009 filed by

the Petitioner before the High Court of Madras in

O.A,No.1041 to 1043 of 2008 in C.S.No,930/2008 is

annexed herewith and marked as ANNEXURE P-23 at

pases 3 93 - 319 ,

A copy of the Reply Affidavit dated 7.3.2009 filed by

the Petitioner before the High Court of Madras in

O.A.Nos. 12gg, 1300 and Appln.No .574012008 in

C.S.No.116712A08 is annexed herewith and marked as

ANNEXURE P-24 at pages 311- 4 a Z '

09.03.2009 The Petitioner filed its Reply Affidavit to the Counter Affidavit

filed by the 1't Respondent in O.A.Nos.1299, 1300 and

Appln.No .574012008 in C.S.No.'1 16712008.

A copy of the Reply Affidavit dated 9.3.2009 filed

the Petitioner before the High Court of Madras

O.A.Nos.1299, 1300 and Appln.No .574012008

C.S.No,116712008 is annexed herewith and marked

ANNEXURE P-?.sat pages Llo 3-4t 5

,\il-
Respondent
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before the
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13.07.2009 The Madras High Court dismissed the Applications

Nos.1A42l2A08 in C.S.No.930 and O.A.Nos.1299 &

1300/2008 and Application No.5740 of 2008 in C.S.No.1107

of 2008.

A copy Order dated 13.07.2009 passed by the

Madras High Court in O,A.No.1042/2008 in C.S.No.930 and

O.A.Nos.1299 & 1300/2008 and Application No.5740 of 2008

in C.S.No.1167 of 2008 is annexed herewith and marked as

ANNEXURE P-26 at pasesll 16 *U56

22.07.2A09 The Petitioner filed O.S.A.No.226 to 22912A09 challenging

the Order dated 13.C7.2009 passed by the Madras High

Court dismissing the Application Nos.104212008 in

C.S.No.930 and O.A.Nos. 12gg & 130012008 and Application

No.5740 of 2008 in C.S.No .1167 of 2008.

Copies o'f the Memorandum of Grounds dated

22.0'7.2009 filed by the Petitioner before the Division Bench

of the Madras High Court in support of OSA Nos. to 226 and

22912CI09 are annexed herewith and marked as

ANNEXURE P-27 (colly) at pases 451-t\86 ,

24.43.2010 The Division Bench of the Madras High Court by the

lmpugned Order dated 24.03.2010 dismissed the

O.S.A.Nos.226 to 229 of 2009 filed bv the Petitioner.

lAl\llo Hencethe$LP'
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i'rst that he y6s averded the franchised Indien Premier &eague

rights for the ornaralrtp of lChgnn€i,$uper Kingat tealt ry BCCIf
even shlle hs sas th* Xanaging Director, of 'India Ce$ente tri-nited
snd he sss the Honorary trseaurer of gfiCt,et the_timc rhen srtctr
franchiee rras given. ,!hs furtheg' controvsrsy rel,atee to slauge
6,2,{ of the i*gulations f,rancd by ttrs,. BC€I the'rsby naking eln

erslusion of, events Ltke Indian Frenier:4qsgue, '{IP!} or Chaurpionr
Leagu€, :f{rantyz0 tournementr f,or the Adniftiatrstor to have
direct.lSr or indirectly eny ctrugtercj.al interest in the matches or
evsnts soruducted by th6 Boatrd.

3,for thr diapossl of the appsolrr Bonrs of the folJ.oring fects
$re rnJ.$T€nt:

BlThs BcqI ie € sosiety registered under the Societies
Kegi.stretion Actr 1860. l[he object of BCICX i.s to contro] the game
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of criqlket Ln Indie snd glva lts deciEion on al.l llettere which rrqg

be ref rrred to it snd ta ens$urage the f orrration of 8tatg--r
Regia1nal or ot.her Crichct l,sso{:iations and tha orgarui'ration of,
inter-steta snd other tournamelrt6. It is governed ry e get of
rtrlas and r€gulstions, l[hs fu]l mambera of BCCI nuntbering 30

incLudes f snrj-t lladu Cricket Aseociatj"on sE sellr apart f rout

vsrimrs sur,h e*,tstrsigtions frpm other S?ates. Xt slEo inclrtdes
Fiailways Sports Brnmotion Soard. It haE asrociate mnmbare elso,
Tlre rul6s ancl regulationa prsvids tor courpoeitJ.on of the Eoardl
vi:,: - . {.i Prosicjeni, 5 'Yics-Prssidsnts (one f rom eac'h zons} r €D

llor)CIr{rry Secretaryo fin }IOnargry 'foint Secf etary End 8n Honorary
,.lrearsursr. FurLhar, s Fterrrber, leeoc:leta ltenrbsr or an Affiliat'e
t,trrnr!:er of thc Board ehell aLso hava onc r€pr€scntative' lrha rules
;rRrJ r*lgt.llnt,ionx providt for ttre porers gnd duties of the Board'
,.t-'h*]/ provide fctr s *orking connurittee gith demercation of Foorers
alnd r3rrti*rs, fhe constitution of ttre vorhing conuttittee coneists of
Fr*girdeintlHcnc}rsry$acretary,Honorary"]oint$ecret.aryand
lton$rsry Trsasur&r, fhe duties of tha affice besrers of the board
{{r* ef.db dafj-r,ed- fn terme of regulatiotr 32, the miecanduct ctf

r.hn pl*4ls11sr umpi"resr tesst nfficiel'ir adnui'ilistrat'ors' rtfereeg and

,::nl".estu:rs sre ti*fined and in adclition, the procedure as to how the'

l;risr.eintlrtnt shottlcj tra dealt si"th is slso definscl' In r€Bpect of
#ny diwpute srises Gts to th6 legnllty af thei eLection sf offi(:e
h)sarers,, vice-Fresi.dent* or mernLters electecl on the Sorking
{:ornmi tt€er Standi-ng rlonrnj,ttes or the fomnlttessr batrreen the

nrembe r s of the, soard inttrse anrj so ofir € provieion f r"r

ar$itration ie also contanplstgd undar rogulation 3?' Thuto' Sulas

and Raguletionr contemptrte the ovsra].I rigulationE and control of
g].I sctivitiee by the Boerd $€nb6rs. A nechen:iEgm ig al-ea

provided to take action 
-"gti""t erring menberE inclusling the

umpir*ss PLaYerxr sts.

b) Dr,a,c,l{uthiehr the eppellant/plaintiff fLLed c's'No'930 of

Z00S for 6 pernanent ittjlit"tioo regtraining the BccI f rom

parrnltting Hr .i1-. ti,i.nivaranl the gecond rerpondent herein' 111

psrticipgte in th6 gEr,er"i Bffi ileearng ech€duled- in Ftunbai on

Z7,gg. ?008 or sny othsr urrUs"q.itttt, datg- for ths election ;rf ne*

of fice besr6rs. Hs efso s*tuibt f or € Judgurent and decree of
m€$dstory itiunction dirg-cting" ths sqcl. 1o ac't,-l:td*t c'lause 3l
{II} ef ths t{emorandum of, &ssiciatLon and Sulee and Regul-etiotts by

sppointing a comniEEionar ?o nak* c pralirn:insry €nquiry againrL
tho Esid !1.$rinivesa$. He aLEo preyed for a nand€tory-injungtll"
il;d;f "g tfr" ss€I to r,**rsis; the pon-er 8s psr clauge I (6) of the
ReguLetions relet{nE ta tho mig"9$11!. Eesicelly{ the euit n&s

filed on ths grouni thst itt* Esid t{.Brinivas€hy rho sas ho1ding

ths port of, ftJnorary lfresgutrcr in BCCf snd rros also the Managing

Dirsctor of tndie Csnent.s ldm'itedr Ehogld no? hans bean ararded
the f ranstuissd xndian preular L*agua righta for ornerslrip of
tChannai Supar llingst team by thf fCCf" as in terne of cLaues 3?

tII) of thr rulei and ragitl"tionsr it 'Bnounts to an Ect *rf

indiscipline or nieconduct-
ffiV
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c) llon! rith the sel.d eld.tl the 'appellant. bog e'lEo fif€di
0,A, NoB, XO{l go 10{3 ef ?008. lrht {ikst o.rlgtneL, 6p.P+s-6t*::l
heing fiLed reeking for e tsupo.r8.ry injuncti-oa-^-:::tt"r'D:tng Ene

Ecrr f rom p.r"r'iili'"g--*hii".u.{tini".Een- to F:tlt""trlt". i"-. !h:
General- Boqr meeting' ![ha 'sacond originat appticat'ion being fi]ed
for renpor'ry 

-iltrd;;"ry injunctiol d{iecti3.g 1.tr.e T._1 to 95-t under

riu.,uu 3? (rrj and the ttriiO original, epplicetl?3, ?1t"s filed I3t
r€tfiparery nandatory Lnlunciion directin!-;ttre gcgr to exercige ll*
por;sr under ;t""-; I (;) of the regulaiion' epparontly' al.l the

above interin prsyrrs erss j.n etfe"i. .t-U* leJ.ief lyght for in the

sr.rir, None of rhs prg:fort ;; ih; apbtlcotionr icrs,grantsd and in
factn o-t,.No.10tt1 of, ?00sf s8s dtsniEsed"'eYen qn 29'9'?008 on the
g.round thst tt rtes npd* 8t ttre- fa^{t ryrJrnule',,ef,ter,-the arrengcul€nts

fcrl the meeting sero O1r'er and tbe reg'Utatj'qb - alao provides for
penslt]r to be revlsd J.n care of, any breech.of 'ru}ep.

d}$ubsequentlyiEsttofreguletionaforp}rylre;.t?,7
officiarsr g';;;;;;;, ' 

"x,piie; ""d "aititttetrat'ors - 
s^er€ f,ormjLated

with effsct frosr ].1,$.?OAS; rhich inelude clauea 6'2'4'7 the ieette

in qun*tion, The esid clErtge reeds as irnder;-

,16-?.. il *No AdnriniEtrstore ehsLl ' have, directlyr GE

indirect}y|"''y-_coo*'srcia}intercetinthenEt.ches
orEventggonduetedbytheBoerdexcludingevents
tike XPL, ar ghffttpiong },eague' Trent'y20"

a) Fr'p."c-Uuthiahr the appallent htrei'n' 1{1in :pplglghq thig
court by fi]Jing anothar aiit in c.8,Ho.116? of 2008 for a

declaration that cLause 6.2.{ of the regu!'atilt*s. j'nsofer Es it
exctudes rhe ,?xpIJ and ch"qpi;; n 29 ieague' is illegal and

oppceecltopubt|c..poriq1.T!.saidguitr'6Ealsofi}edftrr
pgrrnan3nt injunction - 

reetra:i,n:ing tlre gecond respondentt
Irl.Srinitf"utrr, 

--it"t 
fu"r:tfoning ee int Eacretary of the BCCI and

for a mandatory psr$ansnt iniunct'ion' dira*qt?.. tl* BCCI not' t'tl
pernit !t.sri*ivasan froq io"t*it1"g 1?: !t{ ,?f--the-poots ot' Dffice
benrars, Pending tbe guit, ft" alEl filad b'A't{oa 'L299 snd 1300 of
a00g end A.No.5?{o"of aoilg. rn* f,i.rgt oriEiner _applicatrol *:"
fired sith "';ra;; io r*"p""o the e$end$snr ro cleuse 6.2'4r the

second appffcatfon b*ing 
- f.:r tenporary inJunction restraining

N,Srinj.vagsn from f,unctiorulng ai S*cratary and ?ha third
app}icationbeinglorurandatorlrtGnporary'ilrjunctio.ndirectingtha
Bcgr not to " pnrriit ths sa.id ti.srini"agan frorn. conteeting for anY

of th€ poste erf, Office besrer ln f,uture. trhe j'nterim epprieEtions
in o.t,t{oB .!2gg and 1300 0f ?008 and A'I'1o.5?{0 0f 2006 in
c.s.lto.1t6't of ?008 snd o,s,llo,10'{1 of, 2008 in c,9,No.930 0f 20t18

w*rs diEmissed hty tba lgarnsd cingle Jpdge by t'he ordar rtndor

appeal.

{.1. lilre.Ha}inl chtdAnbArAnr leerued senior couneel appearing
f or the appellant, sould rulrr,it that prior t'o t'he prerent'
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r€Eu.l&ttrlrrr obt€J.n.lrrg the f,ranehLee for trrenty?O natshee by €11
Honorary frsasurer wouLd artount to nuigconduct and therefore, he
sboutld b* rusponded and he should not be eBocred to perticipete in
€ny Genera] BodY Xeetings in futu.rE. In ?hie contgxtr ehr* woulcjslso reLy upon the cpurpteint nade hf Dr.t.c.ltuthiah on s.g.?ct0Banrj 19, I " ?t]08, for rhich there yag no resFonse f rom &CCI .Inasmuch €s such conduct of, tl,6rin-ivga€n souLd amount tc>
miecpnduct, tho learned Judge ought to have granted the interimorders as prsy€d fsr.

4 -2- rnsofar oa the othar three appeals concerning
applications in c,E.lto.L16? of ?o08r the }aarned se&ior q,aureai
rould snbmit tlrat tha ner regul.aUion rfis brought in only to favour
Tdul ru . lI. 5 rlnivasan. Sn€ rould suburit thet ineenuch as thegr*ftnltj.on of Adutin{Etrator Ln ths snendad reguLatione releting to
the . Adninistrat,or inc}rdes President, Vice-Preeident, Honorsrylrsfisurer 6g rell eg Honorary Socrstary, Btc. snd €a per clause
6,2.4.r no euch ^f,dninistretor shrruld haye directly or indireetly
eny cosnrerciel interget in ttrq metshas or.events conducted tag. thi.
$oardr ths inEartiony'arrerdment hss besn llsd€ exclud{.ng events }ike
IpXr and Chanpiona &ecgua lfssnty?O Epirtrary to the regulationeT
sh:lch sro ap,plicable anly to t6et netcheEr ODI mstchee, Tuenty?0
matchesr tnur matchas and any dsnragtic or internstional natcher oE
provided under cleuge 1.2 of, the geid reguletions.

S.1. tlr,F.S.namanr learnsd Adyocet'e Ggneral,r trouldr ot1 tha
other handr eubmit that aE far as ths rel,:ief that the BCCI .ehauld
lrot elloer U,Erinivasan to partic{.pete in the GeneraL Body Meatiug
to be held on 21.9.?O$8 is concarnedp the prs:fsr has becorno
inf,ructuouo" as the eltctione $€r€ ov€r and thbt apart" such qn
interim relief raa not granted by thiE court rhil.e the eaid
epB.lication ras heard on 26.9.e0CI8. Ttiat apartr according to ths
t.estned AdvocEta Senaral'y the suit seg.fitred only at the last
minuta shen tha electionE s€r€ elreedgr'' sshaduled; shocring thet the
nppellant sas not bcna fi.de in approaching the Court a? an earlier
paint of tj.ne. As far as th* il€ndatory :lnjuRction to BeeI to
suspand ll.$rin:lvaean ir concotrnrdy it ie entirely for tbe Board ?o
corrsider sith referenee to clauge 3?(IIl:snd tt tafe ection and
even frsr € proved mi'eeonduct, only a pcnalty ie rarrentsd an$ not
tlr€ suspension of of,fice bearorg.

5.?. As far as the challenga to the cJ'auea 6-2.11 ie concarnad.
he would rubmlt thet it Le nottring to do vith the rulss or
regulationo of, th6 BCCX. It is onl3r a eeparato code evo].ved fcrr
tlre purposc of conduct of T?0 natchsg, Hs rould alEo Eubrdt, in
€ny eventr the Bcsrd uns[lnoua]y d*eided to inc]ude such a s]auss
nnr$ the appellantl not oven a menlrer sf the BffiX ind as s atranger
cunnot quevt*ton ths enid slause. lle rs.r.Id eubmit the?, that
clsuse being, only s code. is not emsnable to cheLlenga snd thettoor bty en individusl rithout, a suit. being fil'ed under order 1
R'ul-e I c"P.c. on the rsptr€sentetive cepacity. In any event. there
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Ln th€ $f,tterr rhLch l's opposed io
the lecrnsd Advoeate General vould

submit thst as bpth tha rcliefs sought for in the suit €a ssl"I as
in the interin appl{cetione ar€ LCentise}r such rel.lef,g qanrrot bd
ordered un}esg a strong prime faqia cass ie shoiln and aa Do euch
prinra facie c€6s is oho*nl grent of suctr interin rel,ief,g vould
Enount t,o gront of, decrse sB Enchr Gyan,rithotit any trisl, gith
tha nlJove eubmigsiongl the learned Advocate General eought for
dignisEal of ths sppsatrT,

5" In vie,s of, ths ebove subnisLonr .end factuel sEpectsr the
f,olloring qucstions f,risc f,or conridrratlon:

U shsthar the Euits ffbd by'the appellant sre
ma:tntsinable ?) 2, ShEthsr the gecond respondent, rould bp disentitl,ed
f,ron perticl.pattrq in' the Geneiet Body Fleeting
convened to slcct'the of,fic€ bsarora ?

3) Thether tht Eecord reapondent Ehould 'be auepended
rron ths poFt of Honore[y Eceretrry ?

{} strsthar cLauae 6.2.4 of, the RaEulali.ona for PJ.qperet
:[s€n officiala; ltenagttrc; UnpLgea and AdninietratorE
of, ECCI etr.ould be euepended ? and

5l thether the appt].lant ;ould br'cnti.tled ?o rrendatory
inJunctJ.on to BtrI to act urrder clausE 32 {Ix} of the
Henorandun of,''Lgsosletion rnd, Buleg end Fegulations
by appointing a Cournieaioner to make a prel.iuinary
enquiry againut thc recond rtupondcnt on the-
compLainte msds by the appall.ant ?

Ouegtion Ho.l:r Ehether the
'. r nainteinable ?-

suits fiLed bV the, a-ppelLe nt ere

7. According to lilrs;Halin:l ClddEmbaremr learned eenior coungel
f,or the 'eppeLlEntr in ' t*ruE of :rclaus-e L (nl of the Ragulations of
ths Boardl an edsuin:latrator shall n€an snd include former
Presl"dentrs Vica FrcsLdgntsr Hony,Fecretarias, Hony.frasr-ursro and
Hony,Jsint $*ersterl,ce of, the Board. As thE appet,I.ent s6s a paat
FreEident of BCCIr he ig entitlsd to bring to the notice of the
Board {s to sny ml.sconduct of, th* of fJ"ce beorsrs inc}uding the
Secretary. rho held ?hr port of Hony. :[raapurer rhan the first
suit $as filad and vas etected to the post of Secratary rhen the
eecond Euit rlac fil.ed, fh*refores the appal'J.ent, could cartE.in.ty
rraintaln the suit i"n the :intersst of, ths Board. on the other
hand, l{r.p.8.Bananr lcarnad ldvocate G€nsral.appearlng 'for BccI
end l'Ir.Harisbanlarl lterned sounEel "eppearing f,or the eeconcf
respondent. rlould euburit that in e gui.t fsr epecific perforurancer
in tsrns of prorrieion of Eection 3{ rpf, the dpeci'fic'Retief *ct,
sny person entitl"ed to eny legal cherecter, or to sny right &s tosny propertyr rrt€y inEtittr?e s suit againrt sny paraon donyingr orinterest to deny. hie tltle to euch charEcter or right, rn terns
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at sectLon 35, a dBsJ.arstLyB decre€ nsds by the Court flouJ.d be
hincli.ng only on ttra parti*e ts tha euit and the persons cl,aimin!1
through the$ rtnp*ctivel"y, Hancos tlre suit if not filed unclerr
srcler X Rule I of C.P.C, in a rqpr€ecnt'ativa cepacJ.ty, it sannot
lre binding on everybod5r end Brrsn if ths decjlaration ie given, it
cfiuld be only binding bet*een the appellant end the BeqI snd not
stherwise, rn tlre absence of, euch euit filed in the
rtspr*s€nt'st"ive caprcity hy an individuelr narrelyl Dr.l,.C,Huthielrl
thel selic{ suit is not nraintsLneb}e.

S " $rclrr 1 Rule I of, C. p.C. is only &n exception to tha
{e.'lrc'r*ll- rr.l].e t.hat. sL} p€rrons interested in a suit ought t.o tre
ilr:iirj{i p**tti.eu thelr*ttc.r. Yhart J-arge body of person6 gr€ intarssted
"i.r, ()rifi ixaue' th€ ssid prrrvirion faciLitates €n individrrsl to
;*1:irrnmcl: the ffourt rylthout rscoursa to the ordinary procedure. It,
.is slerr, j"ntended to avpitl numsrous euite being filad for des:iaion
q:i: $ semmon qu*etion, the !,p*x Court in l[ami]. Hedu Housing Buard
v, W.$tr"sernapathyr nIR 1990 8e 642 explained ths Ecopa snd obje*t
*f i:ha said rula. For filinE .such a euit, necassary permisalon of
*hu *erurt should be obtEined under cleuse fb! of Bub-rule 1r ein{:e
tr: sn*bls a person to f,ile a auit in a rspr€$entetive c€p€city for
mnrJ on behalf of the numeroue psr,soner rhsre thsy have the sens
intor€str the only condltion ig the parniseton of, the court. the
provirion also requiroc that ths Corrrt in auch fi c€ser givel st'
the pleintiff,ru strp*lrs€sr notise of the institution of the suit to
alJ" psrsclns havi.nE ths sarrts .intereEt and tha Court hag reser?sd
thr* pCI[lqr to e ntertain an application f rou eny pcrsl1tr on nhc.rEa

behs.t-f or for shoee bensfit the euit is inxilitutodr vido Stata of
&.p. v- g-V.Suryanarstysn€r A.I.R. 1965 SC 11- 9e uray slso ref,er
thet tlre proper cortrs& for s plrcintiff rhile instituting suctr a
suit in ths r€presentstive eapacity i6 to obtaiir pernisaion before
thp srrit j's instituted. Horeserr ?hat ruls doeg not perm:it the
leave haing granted .Yen aftsr filing of the euit. In the given
casss no 6uch epplicatLon rae filed ever after filing of the euit'-

9r The contention of the rcspondents ie that the Euite had
bean instituted b,y the eppellantlplaintiff in luis indivirJtral
capocity and the s*m€ rould be bindlng only on the pl-aintiff and
ttrat ths nature of relisf clsiued is in public interEet end
theref,orer ths suj.ts ln indivi.duel. capecity ere not naintainabl,e-
sn the other handr it ir the cgss 6f -ttre ippaLl,an?/plaintiff ?hnt
the suits ssr€ filed in the capacity of pest Freeident. In 6ur
opiniont thssa 6re ell rrs?ter6 rtrich could be desided only aftor
triel end f,or the purpose of, granting interin ordere. only a prima
facie considcration ig recprirad, In this contslrtr re $a:f refsr ta
th* plaint svsrments in thE Euitg. In the plaint filed in
g.S'No.93O of 9008r ell that tbe eppsJ.lan? had etEted that he is
thE p€st Praeident end he is inteueeted in the promotinn of the
Saile of Crishet in ludia end in ragintairuing . the giurity of
Edmirui.etration of, Bccr. Even i n the. pqregrapli re tating td rhe
causa of action, he had not steted thit he ie fi].ing tha suit in
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ths c€psclty of, sn Admln!.strctor. A sar,ifur ,reacihi or th€ prernt
doos indiccta thet ths rntdrs ev;rmnii i.rt pointirig-.out onry the
escond rrepondent. lr.srini,vra€n , ano -..ttrc':r,bliinfi{i ,. iiCo questiened
the conduct of tha seid }t. Sriruiv€E€n b1i, ',p.i!n6ing,,, tro conrrLainte ib
tha Freeident of BCCI os 5.9.?OOE j:and,,, I9;:g;agq8. '. Even in thos€
lno conplnJ.nte. ths nppellent/pta{ntlff,r,hsa not,,.,,uqntioned thet heir uahing the cornplaintp in tho capocl,tlq,'of:, pagt ?,rppident. thcler
such cirgumstanc€$r ths BCCI queeti.one the,:ueinteinebility of thesuit. ge are of the prima facis vier :tliati'bottr'the suits hEve
been filed only in the lndl,vidual capacity end not in the capacity
af sn Adninistrstor and accordingly. the eubrdssion of
Mq.P.S.Rsnany }earned Advocate Genera}T in thig regard nuat he
accepted.

Oudationlfoe,?e3:*Elrather the eesond reopondent rrould be diEentitl'ed frou
psrticlpating in ths General Body ueiting cd'nvensd to
sLect the office bsarerc ?- cnd n$hether the second
reepondent ehould be auapendcd fr.on th€ port of llanorary
SscrBt€ry ?-

10. ghe appellentl yhile pueferring the euit in C.8.No.930 of
2008, also fi.led an eppllcEtion iD O,A.l{o,10{1 of 2OQ8 praying for
en injunction reatrainlng thc BCCI fron pernLtting the second
rerpondentl lrl, Sriaivssolr; to partiqipate in ths Genorsl Body
Fleeti.nE scheduled et lluurbai on ??,09.?008 Gr f,ny othsr ruba.rquant
date fpr the slrct.ion nf, nsr off,J.ce bcarErE of SCgf cnd EIEo ?CI

rontest for tha p(}8t pf sacrot€ry or €Iry oGh*r po6t in t'hs ggcf,
Shs learned tudge hea reJected the Eeid appli,catton trn tsto
g round*. viz. r 8e par Eub-sleuEE 1 of clsuee 6.2. of t'lra
fregulationr f or trIayere . lBsam Of,ficial.er Flanagare e tld
Adryirriatrstors of BgCXr sit! uonths ti$6 had been given t'o t'!*
s;d;id;;i "i BccI to deternine tho attegetione brought to hle
notice End in the sr$nt the itdminiEt,ratoi corsuitt:ing 8ny defeult
againat the epirit of the regulatiotrsr the BCCI hEs besn
authorisad to flry s fine of, Bs,,l l.ahh to.Rs,5 fahhs and/or debar
the &rtninistrator fron holdJ-ng guch poaition for e miniurun period
of, one year end rraxLtu$ of thrae'years. EhiE arder hEg not been
queetLoned sny furtbtr. Hense" tht : eeeond rerPondent had
participsted in the gcnrraJ, B$dy $s*ting snd ul.tinateJ.yr lre s€s
Elso elected €s Sasrstary, Under the EEid cirsumetslrc€er tho
appelJ.ant/plaint:lff in h.ir subacquoni suit in G.S'Ho'116? of ?008
hes also prayed for e cimll.ar rel.isf, Ln O.A.Ho.l30tl of 2008 for a
temporary injunction tsstt€iruing $,Srinivasan from functiorring Es
$ecretary of BCCL

1.1. In our opin:Lonp under the very sane sub-clause l of sleuse
6.2. r tha BCCI bas got six monthE tine to dsterm:lns t he
elJ-egatione brought to itE notise snd if, thp allegatione ar6 found
to be tlusr then a lev:f of f,ina andy'or debar the Aduui-nistrator
from hoJ.ding such poeition for a urinimrn per5,od of one year and €r
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aalrt$Arrr of three y6Brs Ls cont€npJ"ated. Our att,ention i.s not
tirawp to sny of the uubs*quent conplaints given by the appelJ-atrt
to BfrCI after tlre esr.l:isr tno compJ.eintr dated 5.9,2S08 and
19"g"aOOB. For . tlre v6ry Eams f,aflson| .the laarnsd Judge lrae als$
re3ecte<l the Eaid reLief of, injuncticnl stuich rs do not find sny
rgason ts interefere rith. ahet apartl on nere all.egationsr sn
injunction csnnnt. be ordered ss thoee allegations Rre tCI he
suhstentiated at. the t.ims of tria].,

C,ur:u1:i on llo - .l ;
, -Iflhethsr clauss 6- g. { of, ths &eguLatione f or P}eyers.

Taarl Officiel"sr llanagarBr Urnpires and ldrrin:istret"ore of
BccI should b,r Eustranded ?"

' :":Z, It !e the contsntion of Mrs.Nalilf,l Chidern]ratetTrl learncd
senisf calJla€]r 1|,hst 8f ter ths Re guJ,e tLonr f or P]Ey€rEr lllenm

offici.aler !{anagsrsl, lJupires and idniinlstrators of 20OB rere rnade

and in ttre light of th* ragulations ineluding 'llrenty?O netch*g aE

sell, clausa 6.2,4i. shoutd "not hevs bsen exc.luded the avents like
IpI, ancl Chanrpionr loague l[rpn?y?0. In t'h:ie coDtetrtr ra rnsy

$ention that gccr haE iiE orrn 
" Eei af Rulee and Regul-ationa in the

f orm of rt*rr"rr*'uin Fnd Rulas enr1 Fegulet'iorlsr rhich sa hsvs

considered in ttrE ear1*i€r fortion of !!te -Judg$Bnt. that Rulqs and

Regul.ationr rJ"tu -;" tfr,i Flqy*rrs unpirest starn- of,fig.iale and

RdminiEtrators. rhosa r€gulatioos epeir r!.so apply to the test
me?chesr oDr motchsFr Toi; . t"rcft"f . and €nt- domeEtic .or

inr*rnarionaf matshee,l' 
- It 

-i"' ttt" epecific s3lf of 
. 
the BcgI that

th6 abol'{t $atctt,rs crs arre ngedr collductclr :sontrolXed snd

r"i"riilr[-b'y 1I.r;; t"gui;,t;i""t,. :*[hary- 
.reguletiong bavs not]rins to

do *ritfr th6 eubeequent t*gt f;tfons of e00gf vis'i 
' 
l*gYlations for

F],a:fsrsr gmm 
- 
O*iic*n6, "tnrnagsfsr -UlnpirpE','and 

it$$'iui$tratorEr
;86 *-*r" ii;d;Jii-ii11 p"Iim_or-coiidlcrins rrentv?0 matgheg

trn sornrstr€rei- bs,Eis, rhoigl'l gsc:' org"CI$l?r. :"1' con?rolr euch

netcheal rha plsyerfi a"" pitctraliq Uy'tngividua1s end in euch

circumstatrcogl 
t tfi* qppfics;ton of tlerrlrandun of, Aaeoc*iation end

Rut-es and nJg"i"if;;;- -of -'-&:qrrr cennot - !S preeaed- into service'
gherefore, the contentiOn that clauEe 6.2.1r, 6rl t':{t be rsad rith
rhe ttelaorandgJ "f il;"fi"*"n 

"nd:l 
ntrft" end Begulationg of BcCI ia

not acc.optable,

13, Fron th6 rival. contentiollsr ii appeare to ue that rrhathnr
t.hese rubxequant Ragrrl.ntione of ?008 conld be qrrertioned t4f &n

individuat i; E *uit en the ground thet th:y :t* pert of the
llemorandun of &soneC.ctipn and nuleE anrl FeguletionE of 8CCI and

not s srparate cods of c$nduct f,or the conduc? of ![rent'y?o
nratches. trhat apartr though qc rightly pointed out bryf l'tra.ltalini
ctui.danbermrr leained Banior GouDBslr lhat:,tfre Hernorarrdum and sttles
ancl Regulationa of BccI aleo include '$renty20 natches and t'he
defin:ition of an Adsrlnigtrator under the Eaid eeguletione includes
the p€st prasident ea rsll, in vier of the'inclusion of Srenty2CI
in the Reguletiona of, 3008 ryith a definition to the 8tlo€r viz.. e

&v



ll.ml.t €d c'?6r
sccord€lnca rith
sontontion that
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fCC Reguletionsr ra
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cleEeLf,Lsd
arrlunsble

Trenty20 in
r
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m€tter for ttrLe Court to cone{der end declJe et ttre interloc-utoryetag6, FhEn rE point out that yhen a cet of, Henrorandum and Rrr1ssand Reguletions nrsre framed for the conduct of BccI enb thepreoent ruler chich r€a introdused in the year a00s, is only Ecode of, condust f,or the Adminietrators end sennot be conrl-dered,printe fecltl as part end pcrcel ot, I'dearorenduu end Ru!.es andflegulotionr of B0EI itsslf and sucft sodc of conduct is unnnimourly
frened bV tha antire Boerd mauberE ttr exclude cartain €?€rltsr iais" npt for this cs!.trt to go in deep- the queetion €s to yhather
such excLusion diaprece e the f,sl,rneEE on ttre part of Bctr - Asthe c].suse stends todsy" it excludeg .csrt&i,n events sherein eventhe Aduinietrstors could franehier s tsEn j.n ,trrenty?0 natcher.
vhich ie purely conmneraial in natutro. Furtherr there ars noneterlals pLaced before this Court shather theee Iptr matcheg' are,
officiat metches conductsd bv rc€ or they €rs conducted on
comueraisl bEsie. In the ebcenc€ of those naterj.ale end in vieer
of the foct th€t the pert5.ee sould sleo be entitled to Let in
evidnnca €t' the tiure of trLel, the sxclusion in the cl.ause shichhas bsen incorporated in thq Fules and Eegulatione cannot be
ctayed unless there *s a strong prLne facie c€Ee uade 6ut. gh6
Isarnsd rludge haE' albo rightiy - apprCiieted the :Eiand of thc
respcnd€nt& end hae reJected the contention of the
appelJ"antr'plaintiff,,,

1{. lrlrs,He].:lni f,hidedrbtanr , learned eenior ccunEElr rrould
heavily rely upon the ,Judgureni ',"93 the 8upr6!tg Court in Boarrj sf
Control for Cricket in India snd another e- Hetaji Crichet Cltrb
End othersc (aoog, 4 scc 741 end sontend thet the Bcerr shich
controlg the rport of' crtchet f,nd rerire'huge r'rV'enue not only by
eelling t*ickets to viessrs but algo sel.ling right to extlibit fillnslivc Qn [Y end broadesEting .the ,eeneq ehouLt follory the doctrine
of, feirnase and good faith in tlX'itg actiy.itiee, $tre soukl beright in nahing ths'seLd gubniEsLsn es hac been heLd by the tpexcourt. ll€vgrthetesgr ryhgther en Honorary greesur'*r or €rl Honorarl'
secretary of 8fff. rould be disentitled frpn francNaing s tean for
I9& matchee on th€ ground ?het he is algo,thei *anaging Director at
IncJla cemsnts ie s further quastion to bo coneider€.d, on the on€hand. Lt' l,s ths contc&tton of the I appel,lsnt thet .IrI. Srinivsss.rlhitnsalf has made a rtatement rhiJ,e he addraesed a inv€atorconforoncc aa follorgr olndia cs$orttg j.e in IpLr eqtely sith thBvicu t$ build our brend nano nov6 erteneively in Banit ltadu aurdtlrat Cric'ket ultirrately riJ.l nake tons of money for the cornpany-,thst st,eta$ent ehove thst he belng the ttansging Biractor is ifei abeneficiary of the rpLr *trich rould bs contraqr to t.heRegulation€i. on the othsr hend. {t ie the sontention of therespondents ttrat the rPL ftanchice art purely on corurerglal besis
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&ttO ln ttrs erslre of clausa 6.g.rt.. lt hes excluded the restrLctLonb
&f sn ArCminist rator to f ranchiss a tsa$.i Here agelns the
fontrove'rq1 ehould he viared enly on a prirra fEcie conEideration,
t]lrrder the circunst&ncesr bV rr6y of int"erim orderl the v6ry cleuse
{:annot, }:'e suapended End r€ do not f,ind any reaaon to hoJ.d ttrst.

public poliqf.iluch &r cl.susa is oppaced to

r.!lr*st;inn IrIo" $ I
| "'WtieLher ths eppaS-lant trolrld be entitl,ed to urendatory

injtrnrL:ion to BCCI ?o sst ufider cl€use 33 (IIl of the
blomrrrandum of AssacJ.ation and fiul"cs snd RegulatLons ry
m,pp*inti"nq a comruissiclnar ?o mahe s prsli$,inery enquiry
*.{;lj"rrst the €$econd raepondnnt on the comp}aints nade bV
t.lrrl *lpprn3"l.anf" ?"

i l$. rrrsofsr &s th:[s question is concerned, r€ mey agnin poirrt
l',:* tlrnl: encept th*t the tryo conrpleinte deted 5.9.?OOB and
i:], S. i:(i(l$n t.hero are no other errlraequent conrplainte, the SggIr
'iii,:: *r"r*lr*r:ity tc! receive guch cou'rpl-aintes in terme of CLause 3,2

{ {"i } qf t}re Rul"es, ahall refe r t,he E&n6 rithin {B hotrrg to t.ha
f'*vri,r:issi*ner appointed hlf the Boerd to'nahe E prelir*i.neiry enqttiry'
4r: thr Ellrsnt such commigsion ie not appointed and enquiry eJ.so is
,ii*r'i: *r,d*red" CJ,suse 3? &ry bs prero*d into service for roforring
'*i*ctr & cJispute to the JlrbJ,tration. Xn the circunstahcasl rs ar€
riot inclined to grant the injunctionr rtuie.h is $endat'ory in
ril*ature. b*faro the partips were Fut on tria]..

irrterim injunction. ers nay refer to tha judgnent- of the Suprema
rlourt in natpat Kun6r and enother v- lrehled fiS9tt end othBrsr
iffOat 1 SCC ?19r nher*in the Apcx Court held as foLloc'e:-

I

\l

*{.Order 39 ftu}e Xlc} provides that temporary
injunction uey be granted $hese. in eny euit. it ie
prorrecl hnt the affidevit otr othtrrieer that the
defendant threet€nc to dieposeese the p3.aintiff or
ot,herniEa causs injury to tha plaintiff in reletion
t$ erry prqperty in dispute in th€ suitr the court nay
t4f order gra$t € tonporary injunculon t'o regtrsin
srlch sct or nE*e such other order for ths pl,lrpoae of
wt.aying arrrJ prcvanting . r.. or dLrpoaaeesiEn of the
pJ.aintiff or otharrise crurC.ng iniury to t"he
p3-aintiff, in relation to sny, propcrty io diepute l.n
th6 suit aB the sourt thinle fit until tha dispoeal
of tha suit or untiL f,urther orderg. Furguant to the
rEcunnrendstlan of the Lar Courmi.ssion clsueC (c) nEE
brought on statute by Section 86{i} (b} of the
Amending Act 10tl of, 19?6 yith Effect from Fabruary 11
1977. Ear15-er thereto thare ysr no .Gxpcess pos€r
sxcspt the inherent pqrer undetr Section 1S1 CFC to
grent ad interim i,njunction againut diapoeeeegion-

ffiw{
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Rul€ 1 prtmarily concBrnBd ylth the preservetl,on of
tha proporty-in Oiepute tlll *legiL ':rrfghtr a.r*
odjudicaied. rnjunction iE a judicislr ,f1oqaes- bv
snlcn a party ie requirad fs.ip[6.,-ar,lt6:,r.efrein f,ron.
doing any particular act. 1f:"ii ;in thC' .'fifsgs sg
preventive retief, to e Litigant: to p-revent future
porriblo injury. rn' othe r *ordEr 't'hs,', cotlrtr on
exercise of, the po$er of granting ad interin
injpnction; is to pieeerve tfre iufiect matter of tl"
guit Ln the Etatu; quc for ths:' tine being; r.t iE
eettled ' Iary that the grant of injungtion -r? I
discretionary ralief. trha exarcire ,thereof ir eubject
to the cour? catisf,:dng that '(lt,'"thBrs is a 66rlous
di*putod queutJ.on to ne tried in ttrs suit e$d thet sn
nct, on tho f,acte befors the coutrtr there ie
probability of hlr belng €ntJ"ttcd tP lhc 1-efief, aaf3O
i:*r I,y tirs plaintiff/defenOantt (21 . the courtrg
interferencs is nocsBsary to pro?ec? the p€rty fI?*
the epeciee of injury.. rn othfr sorder irreperabLe
injury or damage r:mfa ansua bef,ore the legal right
sould bc eete6liEhed at trisfi erd t3) thet the
contparative hardehip or niechief or inccnvenience
wnitfr is tikoty to oscur f,rom rithholding _ the
injuiction r1ll ie greater than thst sould be likely
t.o ariso fron granting it -

5-:[haref,ota(theburdEn.lgo$ttreptaintiffby
Evidencs aliunde bV affidavit or sthsr;ise tbet'
thore is -a liine e sits c€sc' J.n hl-e fevour r'hich
needs adjud:ication at the trial. fhe exiEtence of the
priura talia right and infraction of th€ enjaynent of
hia prcperry or th6 right is e sondition for t!*
grant ol telrporery lnjunction, Prlma facie csgs ie
not ta be conf,urcd rith prinra fssie title rhich hss
to be estebllEhedl on evi.dence . at the triel. OnlY
prima fasie csFr iE a subrtantial queetion raiEedr
bona f,ide rhtr:h nesdE inveetlgEti-on errd e deci.slon on
rnerits- Setigf*ction that thcr* iE a'prina fseie caa€
by iteelf is not suffisient to grant injunction. Xhe
gorrrt f,rrrtber has to aatiefy that npn*interference by
t"ha Court noUl.rl result in -irreperable injury" to the
party reeking ro.l.ief and thet thers ig no other
remedy avai"l'abl.e to ths Perty exsePt on€ to grant
injunction end ha needs prot€stion f,rom tho
s'lnssquenuas of apprehended injury cr diapoeeession.
f rroporabte injurys horever, dosE not nean that t'here
$uet be n$ physical poesibitity af repairing the
injuryl but $sans only thst the injury fiuet be a

material on€s nenely ono thet cennot be edequetely
conrpenseted by ssy of d4p,ragea., The third condition
s].so le that -the balence of eonvgnigltce" nugt b€ in
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favour of the grsntlng lnJunctLone 'l[he ,Cotirt ghl].e
granting or refueing to grant ,injunction should 

,

. exersise eound Judi.ciai. dlscretion to find the amount
of substantiEl snlsclxiaf or injury ,rtuich is }ihely to
be cauesd to ttre partiear .it .'tha inJunction is
ref,ueed end cornpsrs it rith that rhicb is }lhety to
be caused to the othsr eide if': tlte inJunction ie
granted, If on reigNng costp€ting poeoibil.itiee or
probabil{tiee of, likelihqod ot injury snd if the
Court congiders'th€t pending the suitr th€ subject
nretter. should be areLntelned in statue QUor rtn
injunculon rould be ispued. " trhua ?hs court heg to
exarsiee its Eourrd Judicial discretiolr in granting or
refueing the re"Lisf of ad interin injunclion pending

' the sult."

this Court also. in a decielon Ln S.Krishnasrau:f and others v-
South India Fil.m Chanbar of, Cwsrerce and otherEr AIR 1969 Hadras
4?., hse deelt rith euch s porsr and held ae f,o.l.lorg;-

-t3.The principlea ryhich |overn the grant or
refueal of. €n intsrin injunctiron in aid of the
pJ.*intiff,'s righte ar6 selL settl*d and they depen!
upsn a vsrieif of sircunstances; ;In the natur*:'of
tiringa, it ir -inpgerLble ts rny., $ounr .tItV t*It- rllltl
or ganarcl rul-e on ths : ,rubJiccl. by_ - thich".'' tha
discretion of the, court oughtr in all c€Y6s' !e-
regulated, ls ' ",tUo ptei-ntiff,i', . ry .t!-* '--itttarim
inlunction ung,o*rbtedly 

- eqeke to int:t|"-t:-iittt - 
the

rilfrte pf rha opponetrl befors. tht_ .plairntif_{f 1 right
is-tfnafiV esten'fiehed, the injunction ig not granted
aE a r"ti"t "i 

sourtts .cnd it is ncccEttsly for the.n ;i"ififi;-; i'"r.--*r e etronE prina t"."ii ccge in
rupport of, ths rl"ght that lre ezecr.tg. It is.tlue thet
et the interlocnrtory eteger the court ehould not
str$srh "o;;-;;"""1,1".4 

i""ittiggtion on tho rclative
neritE ok thl,'t sontlni*i{qpl, of :.tno,,Partte1. etd'it: i6
enough if ' -tbr pftint*ff"' . rdltecr,,,,eyeltionr - ' of,: a

eubetantiel charecttr calling for decigions aftEr an

exarrinarLon of,, ths ,r""li-.*"d, .trii" 'rai orising ll !I"
case. ghc gourt' r,.r:an'.;:.dorrgideri]r;the.,ngtrJre and the
nerite of, ttia riVa]-:i Co$itntiong,.,rU.,th*i',.''I$tCrlocutory
Etetge only ae besring upon ,t.h.o liini,led:,,gue1t1on 1s to
shether or not the pf.a{ntiff haq,,,ltsde.. g'Ut, F strong
prinra fscilc cags. .fhe Court ahoqld :svoid cxpreering
sny opinion on the neritg shich rould psrteke'the
c.harac?er of, a dcc.i.sion, of thc, ft?in issu9F in tle
cseet. l[hE pleintiff Etrould nqrt nake out the Courtta
interfsranse if, neceerary to profodg. hin '.. t.ron en
injury clr mieclui.nf i1r-r1rncnt, and "i3 :is ' at the Eane
tinre irreparrble. tte cilould rrake,:out. ttrat, the iniury
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l.s Bo ee rJ.oual l,rrspsrabl.3 and , $,mtlnena .', that an
insrsdiata ordcr of Corirt is .qtsceFgF,# evs$ betoge hie
rights ar6 octrblishod ct tho triel..:,;rnggp€rably
connestsd sith thir": 'Ls tbe brirdenr'vhibh.'..lLes upon
ths pleintiff to ulafi ',+ra, :'thlt". ttrerl .;.coryifati.ve
miechief or inconverui-€rrcc. .rhich:-r,gQUl.S': ':c$su€ f rom
vittrholcli.ng the injunction rnuld.,bd,l,fbr greq.tEr f rom
rhat vsuJ-d €nsuc fron chs injunction bsing granted.
X,aetLyr shich agaln:'r ,fui 

-'' ia ;l'; :""t" "r ,inportant
sonsideretions {e the?' .in considering ;rhether €n
interiur injunctl,on shoutd be girnted ths:, sourt atust
hevc dui rcgard to thcrqonduet cnfl;,decl$ngs of the
partl-es1 bsfore tha epplLs{,tion'ts't,nadq.",tg thg "Courtr
try t,he pta;intif,f to preacryo and protect luie righta.
einse th€ jurJ-edlctlsn to Lnterfere'belng purely
rquitable, is governed by' the,,,.equitnble', "irrinclptee
tYide 2L, Halebury's Lavs'ot Fnglandr' 'PffagrgPh* ?65
and ?6?)

1.{.on the queetLon of, ths bslense of convenience
and the thrsatcncd urisctricf or f,,njury ir.raparable or
otherriger regard mret bc had to the nat?Il of lh.Euit and thi pcrticr.rLsr right arper-ted l:ike: . ayitl
againet Governnont, Fubtic corpointiongr ltunlcipat
gorporetionr stttutory bodiccr sosiel c-lubs gnd ltc
memlere, Eocicties registered under thc Eosiatiee

\.{;

Bogiatretion' lc$ and itg msmbsra dirtinguighed f,ro-n
Iitiqetlon betrecn Privetr indiYldutls. In the cagc
of ciubs end Soclrtieg regirtersd u:rds_r ths Socirties
Reqietretion lst, the Eeneral 1 principlee governing
thl riqht of suit of, sn individual ehare. hoLder or a

nember of the codpany uould epply end ordinarily the
Court rill not'intarf,cre'rith tbc internel man6gsment
of tbe EaeietV ri:thr inEtnnce of, dne or Eon€ only of
tt " t"tUttt o-f tl. society rubjegg t9 u.ell. 

-r.ecogrr.ie?l;;d;i;""- tir tnir. the itpu
of rhe sog1oit;:i''(altriE,iicti ;erm$iined, pf,;iconEtltut:E
lraud or (31,rhctn*r: :ths:1lpugi&d,',,g9tlo{t l:l:|'*f*g:}'llhe Bulge ari nade lryr tha Bociety' itse].f for the
ssnvenlsnse "e ii" t"ib"to toc reg,rlating t-!e1r oryn

sonduct sE nq11|2'grl snd: 'fP3 rqgulatl.Ds t!g:l ,af,foirs of
the Society as Etr entl,ty. A breach of, eny RuIe madl
!,y the Soiiety rould n-ot give rise to e cEuB€ of,
ection tor anf soenber to,,ruitr,:.to,,ceuit|:'rit:'nuet be s
cars of manlfest il,tegE.Lity . oF :rhgrs , ths abt of
our-igeioa or connlssLon ig" gone'thing"' i1righ,;,.!o"l' to tbe
root of th6 $att€r. itt!. the nenbers,,vould be bt}und by
ths dec.ision talen btr thg ganerel body though thers
nay ba Etrme violat{on ol 6one ItuIaE provided it is
Eoinettulng rhich could t"11 'b€ condoned ,and ignored tlf
the gene'raL boqf lvide shridhar :Xfire ir .Taihandra,

al,t
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i|rn 1959 Att $98; *ityevart gf'dbintalbnkifl i- lrya
8amajl Bonbayr AIR 1946 Bon 515 and NagaPPa Y. liladrag
R€c& Clubr ItR tXt{St lt€d SOE :.st. ,pp' :8'?jL: :to qe$ =
(nrn 1951 r{e6 831 (Sl at Fp, 83$-re6i:, 

,

1?, Xn vies of our foregclng f€srottEs ra f,J.nd. abaolutely no
nrerit to interf,ere rith the grder ' of ths learned '3udgc.
F.ccordingly, the appcela atra *i.sm:isgsd. .' .t{o, €ogt6.l' Consegtrsnt'lyr
co[tnacteau.gg.are-algodl-Enissed.:,,
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In the High Court of Judicature at Madras

Dated: 24.O3.2ALA

Coram

The Honourable Mr. Justice D. Murugesan

And

The Honourable Mr. Justice M. sathyanarayanan

O.S.A. Nos. 226 to 229 of 2OO9

Appellant in all O.S.As.

Vs.

1. The Board of Control for Cricket

in India, ReP bY its President,

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium, ChePauk'

Chennai
s

s"I
$

2. N. Srinivas

Treasurer, The Board of Control

for Cricket in India'...

Appeals against the order and decreetal order dated

I3.O7.2009 in o.A. Nos. I2gg and 1300 0f 2008 and A' Nos'

5740 0f 2008 in c.s. No. LL67 0f 2008 and o.A. No. lo42 0f

2OO8 in C.S. No. 930 of 2008.

--*"*".****l ( L'. i.r,:; I

Respondent$*irr all O.S.As. 
*'*"*J



For Appellant Mrs. Nalini Chidambaram

Sr..Counsel for Ms. Uma

Mr. P.S. Raman, Adv. Generai

For Mr. P.R. Raman/R- 1

Mr. K. Harishankar for R-2 '

For Respondents

Judgment

D. Murugesan, J.

All the above appeals question the common order

d'ated.73.0,7,2009madeino.A.No.1299and13o0of

2008andA.No.5740of2008inc.S.No.||67of

2008ando.A.No.|042of2oo8inC.S.No.930of

2008. The iFsues involved in all these appeqls- 'are'

common and hence, the appears are taken up together

for disposal by this common judgment'

2.Thecontroversyrelatestothequestionastowhether

the second Respondent would be entitled to participate

intheGeneralBodyMeetingtlratwasscheduledat

Mumbai on 27.Og.200g or any other subsequent dates

fortheelectionofnewofficebearersoftheBoardof

, control for cricket in India (BccI), in view of the fact

thathewasaward'ed"thefranchisedlndianPremier

Lea.guerightsfortheownershipof.ChennaiSuper

Kings,team by BCCI, even while he was the Managln,g
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waDirector of India Cements Limited and he s the

Honorar5r Treasurer of BCCI at"the time when such

franchise was given. The further controversy relates to

clause 6.2.4 of the regulations framed by the BCCI

thereby making an exclusion of events like Indian

Premier League (IPL) or Champions League, Twenty20

tournaments, for the administrator to have directly or

indirectly any commercial interest in the matches or

events conducted by the Board.

3. For the disposal of the appeals, some of the following

facts are relevant: -

(a) The BCCI is a society registered under the Societies

Registration Act, 1860. The object of BCI is to

control the game of cricket in India and give its

decision on all matters which may be referred to I

and to encourage the formation of state, Regional or

other cricket associations and the ofganlzation of

inter alia and other tournaments. It is governed by

a set of rules and regulations. The full members of

BCCI numbering 30 includes Tamil Nadu cricket

Association as well, apart from various such

associations from other states. It also includes

Railway Sports Promotion Board,. It has associate



members also. The rules and regulations provide for

composition of the Board, viz. a President, 5 Vice

Presidents (one from each zone), ofl Honoray

Secretary, &o Honoray Joint Secretary and an

Honoray Secretary, an Honorary Joint Secretary

and an Honorary Treasurer. Further, a member,

associate member or an Affiliate Member of the

Board" shali also have one representative. The rules

and regulations provide for the powers and duties of

the board. They provid.e for a working committbe

with d"emarcation of powers and duties' The

constitutionoftheworkingcommitteeconsistsof

Presid.ent, Honorary Secretary, Honorary - Joint

Secretary and Honora:y Treasurer' The duties of

the office bearers of the Board are also defined' In

terms of regulation 32, the misconduct of the

players, umpires, team officials' administrators'

referees and selectors are defined and in addition'

the procedure as to how the misconduct should be

dealt with is also defined. In respect of any dispute

arises as to the legality of the election of office

bearers, Vice Presid.ents or members elected on the

working committee, Stand'ing committee or the

Committees, between the members of the Board

inter se and so on, a provision for arbitration is also
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Krt *acontemplated under regulation 37. Thus,

regulations contemplate the overall regulations and

control of all activities by the board members. A

mechanism is also provided to take action against

erring members including the umpires, players etc.

(b) Dr. A.C. Muthiah, the Appallentl Platntiff filed c.s.

No. 93O of 2oo8 for a permanent injunction

restraining the BCCI from permitting Mr' N'

srinivasan, the second Respondent herein, to

participate in the General Body Meeting scheduled

in Mumbai on 27 .Og.2008 or any other subsequent

date for the election of new office bearers. He 'also

sought for a judgment and decree of mandatory

injunction directing the BCI to act under clause 32

(II)oftheMemorandumofAssociationandrules

and re.gulations by appointing a Commissioner to

make a preliminary enquiry against the said N'

Srinivasan. He also prayed for a mandatory

injunction directing the BCCI to exercise the power

as per clause S (6) of the regulations relating to the

misconduct. Basically, the suit was filed on the

ground that the said N' Srinivasan, who was

holding the post of Hono tary Treasurer in BCCI and

was also the Managing Director of India cements
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Limited, should not have been awarded the

franchised Irrdian Premier League rights for

ownership of Chennai Super Kings team by the

BCCI, as in terms of claus'e 32 (II) of the rules and

regulations, it amounts to an act of indiscipline or

misconduct.

(c) Along with the said suit, the Appellant has also filed

O.A. Nos. LO4l of 2008. The first original

application being filed seeking for a temporary

injunction restraining the BCCI from permitting

Thiru: N. Srinrr".san to participate in the General

Body Meeting. The second original application

being. filed for temporary mandatory injunction

direction the BCCI to act under clause 32 (II) and

the third original application being filed for

- temporlry mandatory injunction directing the BCCI

to exercise the power under clause 8 (6) of the

regulation. Apparently all the above interim prayers

are, in effect, the relief sought for in the suit. None

of the prayers in the applications were granted and

in fact, o.A. No. 1041 of 2008, was dismissed even

on 26.O9.2008 on the ground that it was made at

the last minute after the affangement for the

meeting were over and the regulation also provides
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breach offor penalty to be levied in case of any

rulcs.

(d) Subsequently, a set of regulations for players, team

officials, managers, umpires and administrators

were formulated with effect from 27.O9.2008, which

include clause 6.2.4, the issue in question. The

said clause reads as under: -

"6.2.4. No administrators shall have directiy

or indirectly any commercial interest in the

matches or events conducted by the Board

exclud.ing events like IPL or Champions Ledgue,

TWenty2O."

(e) Dr. A.C. Muthiah, the Appellant herein, again

approached this Court by filing another suit in C.S.

No. LL67 of 2008 for a declaration that clause 6.2-4

of the regulations insofar as it excludes the "IPL and

Champions T20 League" is illegal and opposed to

public policy. The said suit was also filed for

permanent injunction restraining the second

Respondent, N. Srinivasan, from functioning as the

Secretary of the BCCI and for a mandatory

permanent injunction directing "the BCCI -not to



4.7

permit N. Srinivasan from contesting for an
I
yof the

posts of Office Bearers. Pending the suit, he also

filed O.A. Nos. I2gg and 1300 of 2OO8 and A. Nos.

5740 of 2008. The first original application was

filed with a prayer to suspend the amendment to

clar.rse 6.2.4, the second application being for

temporary ir{unction restraining N. srinivasan from

functioning as Secretary and the third application

being for mandatory temporary injunction directing

the BCCI not to permit the said N. srinivasan from

contesting for any of the posts of office bearer in

future. The interim applications in O'A' No' L2gg

and 1300 0f 2008 and A. Nos. 5740 0f 2008 in c.s'

No.1L67of'2008ando.A.No.1041of2o0BinC'S.

No.g3oof2o0sweredismissedbythelearned

Single Judge by the Order under appeal'

Mrs.NaliniChidambaram,learnedseniorcounsel

appearing for the Appellant, would submit that prior to

the present regulation, obtaining the franchise for

Twenty20 matches by an Honofsrlr Treasurer would

amount to miscond.uct and therefore, he should be

suspend.ed and he should not be allowed to participate

in any General Body Meetings in future' In this

context, she would atso rely upon the complaint made
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by Dr. A.C. Muthiah on 5.9.2008 and L9.9.20O8, for

which there was no response from BCCI. Inasmuch as

such conduct of N. SrinivaSan would amount to

misconduct, the learned Judge ought to have granted

the interim orders as PraYed for.

Insofar as the other three appeals concerning

applications in c.s. No. 1167 of 2008, the learned

senior counsel would submit that the new regulation

was brought in only to favour Thiru N. Srinivasan'

She would submit that inasmuch as the definition of

administrator in the amended regulations relating to

the administrator includ.es President, Vice President,

Honorarlr Treasurer as well as Honorary secretary, etc.

and as per clause 6.2.4 , no such administrator should

have directly or ind.irectly any commercial interest in

the matches or events conducted by the Board, the

insertion/amendment has been made exciuding events

like IPL and Champions League Twenty2A contrary to

the regulations, which are applicable only to test

matches, ODI matches, Twenty2O matches, tour

matches and any domestic or international matches as

provided under clause 1.2 of the said regulations.
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Mr. P.S. Raman. learned Advocate Generai. wouid. on

the other hand. submit that as far as the relief that the

BCCI should allow N. Srinivasan to participate in the

General Body Meeting to be held on 27.09.2008 is

concerned, the pral'er has become infructuotls, as the

elections were over and that apart, such an interim

relief was not granted by this Court while the said

application was heard on 26.A9.2008. That apart,

according to the learned Advocate Generai, the suit

was filed only at the last minute when the elections

were already scheduled, showing that the Appellant

was not bona fide" in approaching the court at an

earlier point of time. As far as the mandatory

injunction to BCCI to suspend N. srinivasan is

concerned, it is entirely for the Board to consider with

reference to clause 32 (II) and to take action and even

for a proved misconduct, only a penalty is warranted

and not the suspension of the office bearers'

As far as the challenge t.o the clause 6.2.4 is

concerned, he would submit that it is nothing to do

\Mith the rules or regulations of the BCCI. It is only a

separate code evolved for the purpose of conduct of

T2O matches. He would include such a clause and the

Appellant, not even a member of the BCCI arrd as a

5.2



1l
1l

stranger cannot question the said clause. He would

subrnit that, that being only a code, is not amenable to

challenge and that too, by an individual without a suit

being filed under Order 1 rule 8 CPC on the

representative capacity. In arly event, there is no

public interest involved in the matter, which is

opposed to public policy. In any case, the learned

Advocate General would submit that as both the reliefs

sought for in the suit as well as in the interim

applications are identical, such reliefs cannot b;

ordered unless a strong prima facie case is shosrn and

as no such prima facie case is shown,'gran! of such

interim reliefs would amount to grant of decree Ls

such, dven without any trial. With the above

submissions, the learned Advocate General sought for

dismissal of the appeals.

6. In view of the above submissions and factual aspects,

the following question arise for consideration: -

1. Whether the suits filed by the Appellant are

maintainable?
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2. Whether the second Respondent would be

disentitled from participating in the General Body

Meeting convened to elect the office bearers?

3. Whether the second Respondent should be suspend

from the post of Honotary Secretary?

4. Whether the clamse 6.2.4 of the regulations for

players, team officials' managers, umpires and

aclministrators of BCCI should be suspended? And

5. Whether the Appellant would be entitled to

mand.atory injunction to BCCI to act under clause

32 (II) of the Memorandum of Association and rules

andregulationsbyappointingacommissionerto

makeapreliminaryenquiryagainstthesecond

Respondent on the complaints made by the

Appellant?

Question No. 1:

,,whether the suits filed by the Appellant are maintainable?"

7. According to Mrs. Nalini chidambaram, learned senior

counsel for the Appellant, in terms of clause 1 (n) of the

regulations of the Board, and administrator shall rriean and



include former President, Vice Presidents,

Secretaries, Hony Treasurers and Hony. Joint Secretaries of

the Board. As the Appellant was a past President of BCCI,

he is entitled to bring to the notice of the board as to 'any

misconduct of theoffice bearers including the Secretarlr,

who held the post of Hony. Treasurer when the first suit

was filed and was elected to the post of Secretary when the

second. suit was filed. Therefore, the Appellant could

certainly maintain the suit in the interest of the Board' On

the other hand., Mr. P.S. Raman, learned Advocate General

appearing for BCCI and Mr. Harishankar learned counsel

appearing for the second Respondent, would submit that

ina suit for specific performall.ce, in terms of provisions "of

section 34 of the specific Relief Act, any person entitled to

any legal character, or to any right as to any property' may

institute a suit against any person denying, or interest to

deny, his title 
- 
to such character or right' In terms of

section 35, a declarative decree made by the court would be

bind"ing only on the parties to the suit and the persons

claiming through thern respectively. Hence, the suit if not

filed under Order 1 rule 8 CPC in a representative capacity,

it cannot be binding on everybody and even if the

declaration is given, it could be only binding between the

Appellant and the BCCI and not otherwise. In the absence

of such suit filed in the representatiVe capacity by an

9
Hony.
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individual, namely, Dr. A.C. Muthiah, the said suit is not

rtt ain t a in ablc.

Order 1 rule B CPC is only an exception to the general rule

that all persons interested in a suit ought to be made

parties thereto. Where large body of persons are interested

in one issue, the said provisions facilitates an individual to

approach the Court without recourse to the ordinary

procedure. It is also intended to avoid nllmerous suits

being filed for decision of a common question. The apex

Court in Tamil Nadu Housing Board Vs. T.N. Ganapathy,

AIR 1990 SC 642 explained the scope and object of the said

rule. For filing such a suit, necessarJr permission Of the

Court should be obtained under clause (b) of Sub rule 1,

since to enable a person to file a suit in a representative

capacity for and on behalf of the numerous persons, where

they have thg same interest, the only condition is the

permission of the Court. The provision also requires that

the Court in such a case, give, at the Plaintiffs expenses,

notice of the institution of the suit of all persons having the

same interest and the Court has reserved the power to

entertain an application from any person on whose behalf

or for whose benefit the suit is instituted, vide State of A.P.

vs. G.v. suryanararla, AIR 1965 SC 11. We may also refer

that the proper course for a Plaintiff while institutirig such a
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suit in the representative capacity is to obtain permission

before the suit is instituted. However, that rule does not

permit the leave being granted even after filing of the suit'

In the given case, no such application was filed even after

filing of the suit.

g. The contention of the Respondents is that the suits had

beeninstitutedbytheAppellant/Plaintiffinhisindividual

capacityandthesamewouldbebindingonlyonthe

Plaintiff and that the nature of relief claimed is in public

interest and therefore, the suits in individual capacity are

notmaintainable.ontheotherhand,itisthecaseofthe

Appellant/Plaintiffthatthesuitswerefiledinthecapacity

ofpastPresident.Inouropinion,thesealea-llmatters

which could be decideci only after trial and for the purpose

ofgrantinginterimord.ers,onlyaprimafacieconsideration

is required' In this context' we may refer to the plaint

avermentsinthesuits.IntheplaintfiledinC.S.No.g30of

200s,allthattheAppellanthadstatedthatheisthepast

Presidentand'heisinterestedinthepromotionofthegame

of cricket in India and in maintaining the purity of

ad.ministrationofBCCI.Evenintheparagraphrelatingto

the cause of action, he had not stated that he is filing the

suitinthecapacityofanadministrator.Acarefulreading

oftheplaintdoesindicatethatthe.entireavermentsare
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pointing out only the second Respondent, N. srinivasan and

' tl:c Plaintifl had qrrestioned the conduct o the said N.

Srinivasan by sending two complaints to the President of

BCCI on 5.9.2008 and 19.9.2008. Even in those two

complaints, the Appellant/ Plaintiff had not mentioned that

he is making the complaints in the capacity of past

President. Under such circumstances, the BCCI questions

the maintainability of the suit. We are of the prima facie

view that both the suits have been filed in the individual

capacity and not in the capacity of an a,Cministrator and

accordingly, the submission of Mr. P.S. Raman, learned

Advocate General, in this regard must be accepted.

Question Nos. 2 & 3: -

"Whether the second Respondent would be disentitled from

participating in the General Body Meeting convened to elect

the office bearers?" and "Whether the second Respondent

should be suspended from the post of Honorary Secretary?"

10. The Appellant, while preferring the suit in C.S. No. 930

of 2008, also filed an application in OA No. 1O4I of 2008

praying for an injunction restraining the BCCI from

permitting the second Respondent, N. Srinivasan, to

participate in the General Body Meeting scheduled at

Mumbai on 27 .O}.2OO8 or any other subsequent date for

the election of new office bearers of BCCI and also to
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contest for th'e post of secretary or any other post in the

BCCI. The learned Judge has rejected the said application

on two grounds , viz., as per sub clause 1 of clause 6 '2 of

the regulations for players, team officials, managers and

administrators of BCCI, sk months time had been given to

the President of BCCI to determine the allegations' brought

to his notice and in the event the administrator committing

any default against the spirit of the regulations' the BCCI

has been autho rtzed to levy a fine of Rs.1 lakh to Rs' 5 lakh

and,lor debar the administrator from holding such position

foraminimumperiodofoneyearandmaximumofthree

years.Thisorderhasnotbeenquestionanyfurther.Hence,

thesecond'Respondenthadparticipated'intheGeneral

Body Meeting and ultimately' he was also elected as

Secretary.Underthesaidcircumstances,theAppel|antl

PlaintiffinhissubsequentsuitinC.S.No.l16Tof2003has

alsoprayed'forasimilarreliefinoAno.l3ooof2008fora

temporary injunction restraining N' Srinivasan from

functioning as Secretary of BCCI'

ll.Inouropinion,und.ertheverySamesubclauselofclause

6.2,theBCCIhasgotsixmonthstimetodeterminethe

allegations brought to its notice and if the allegations are

foundtobetrue,thenaler4yoffineandlordebarthe

administrator from holding such position for a ininimum
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l)ct-i()d ol one year and a maximum of three years is

oonlclt]l)lalc(1. Our attention is not drawn to any of the

subsequent complaints given by the Appellant to BCCI after

thre earlier two complaints dated 5.9.2008 and L9.9.2OOB'

For the very salne reason, the learned Judge has also

re,jected the said relief of injunction, which we do not find

any reason to interfere with. That apart' on mere

allegations, an injunction cannot be ordered as those

allegations are to be substantiated at the time of trial.

Question No. 4:

"Whether clause 6.2.4 of the regulations for players, teaSn

officials, man,agers, umpires and administrators of BCCI

should be susPended?"

L2. It is the - contention of Mrs. Nalini chidambaram,

learned senior counsel, that after the regulations for

players, team officials, managers, umPires and

administrators of 2008 were made and in the light of the

regulations including Twenty20 matches as we|l, clause

6.2.4 should not have been excluded the events like IPL and

champions League Twenty 20. In this context, we may

mention that BCCI has its owts set of rule and regulations

in the form of Memorandum and Rules and Regulations,
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which we have consid.ered in the earlier portiol of 

| 
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judgment. That rules and regulations relate to the players,

team officials, managers, umpires and administrators.

Those regulations shall also apply to the test matches, ODI

matches, tour matches and any domestic or international

matches. It is the specific stand of the BCCI that the above

matches are arranged, conducted, controlled and regulated

by these regulations. These regulations have nothing to clo

with the subsequent regulations of 2008 , viz., regulations

for players, team officials, managers, umpires and

administrators, which were framed for the purpose of

conducting Twenty 20 matches on commercial basis.

Though BCCI organizes and controls such matches," the

players are purchased by individuals and in such

circumstances, the applications of memorandum of

Association and rules afrd regulations of BCCI cannot be

pressed into service. Therefore, the contention that clause

6.2.4 are to be read. with the Memorand.um of Association

and Rules and Regulations of BCCI is not acceptable.

1 3. From the rival contentions, it appears to us that

whether these subsequent regulations of 2OO8 could be

questioned by an individual in a suit on the ground that

they are part of the Memorandum of Association and Rules

and Regulations of BCCI and not a sepatate code of-conduct
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for the conduct of Twenty2} matches. That apart, though

as rightly pointed out by Mrs. Nalini Chidambaram, learned

senior counsel, that the Memorandum of Association and

Rules and Regulations of BCCI also include Twenty2O

matches and the definition of an administrator under the

said. regulations include the past President as we1l, in view

of the inclusion of Twenty2O matches in the regulations of

2008 with a definition to the sarne. vLz.. a iimited over

international classified as TwenW2O match in accordance

with ICC regulations, we are unable to agree with the

contention that clause 6.2.4 should have been included

with IPL or Champions League Twenty2O. However, the

question is as to whether clause 6.2.4 should include or

exclude those events is a matter for this Court to consider

and decide at the interlocutory stage. When we point out

that when a set of memorandum and rules and regulations

were framed for tl:e conduct of BCCI and the present ru1e,

which was introduced in the year 2OO8, is only a code of

conduct for the administrators and cannot be considered,

prima facie, as part and parcel of Memorandum and rules

and regulations of BCCI itself and such code of conduct is

unanimously framed by the entire Board members to

exclude certain events, it is not for this Court to go in deep

the question as to whether such exclusion displaces the

fairness on the part of BCCI. As the clause stands today, I
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excludes certain events wherein even the administrators

-: could franchise a team in Twenty2o matches, which is

purely commercial in nature. Further, there are no

. materials placed before this Court whether these IPL

matches are official matches conducted by ICC or they are

conducted on comnr.ercial basis. In the absence of those

materials and in view of the fact that the parties would also

be entitled to let in evidence at the time of trial. the

exclusion in the clause which has been incorporated in the

rules and regulations cannot be stayed unless there is a

strong prima facie case made out. The learned Judge has

also rightly appreciated the stand of the Respondents and

has rejected the contention the Appellantl Plaintiff.

14. Mrs. Natini Chidambaram, learned senior counsel, would

heavily rely upon the judgment of the Supreme Court in

Board of Control for Cricket in India and another Vs. Netaji

Cricket Club and others, (2008) 4 SCC 74I and contend

that the BCCI, which controls the sport of cricket and earns

huge revenue not only by selling tickets to viewers but also

selling rights to exhibit films live on TV and broadcasting

thc same, should follow the doctrine of fairness and good

faith in all its activities. She would be right in making the

said submission as has been held by the Apex Court.

Nevertheless. whether an Honorary Treasurer or an
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Ilonorary Secretary of BCCI would be disentitled from

ll'nnchising u team for IPL matches on the ground that he is

also the Managing Director of India Cements is a further

question to be considered. On the one han,C, it is the

contention of the Appellant that N. Srinivasan himself has

made a statement while he addressed a investor conference

as follows: "Ind.ia Cements is in IPL, solely with the view o

buiid out brand name more extensively in Tamil Nadu ancl

that Cricket ultimately will make tons of money for the

Company". That statement shows that he being the

Managing Director is also a beneficiary of the IPL, which

would be contrary to the Regulations. On the other hand, it

is the contention of the Respondents that the IPL franehise

are purelV o1 commercial basis and in the wake of clause

6.2.4, it has excluded the restrictions of an administrator to

franchise a team. Here again the controversy should be

viewed only on a prima facie consideration. Under the

circumstances, by way of the interim Ord.er, the very clause

cannot be suspended and we do not find any reason to hold

that such a clause is opposed to public policy.

Question No.S:

"Whether the Appellant would be entitled to mandatory

injunction to BCCI to act under clause 32 (II) of the

Memorandum of Association and Rules* and Regulations by
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appointing a Commissioner to make a preliminary enquiry

against the second Respondent on the complaints made by

the Appellant?"

i5. Insofar as this question is concerned, we may again point

out that except that the two complaints dated 05.09.2A08

and 19.09.2008, there are no other subsequent complaints.

The BCCI, the authority to receive such complaints, in

terms of Clause 32 (II) of the Rules, shall refer the same

within 48 house to the Commissioner appointed by the

Board to make a preliminary enquiry. In the event such

commission is not appointed and enquiry also is not

ordered, clause 37 rnay be pressed into service for referring

such a dispute to the Arbitration. In the circumstances, we

may not inclined to grant the injunction, which is

mandatory in nafure, beftrre the parties were put on trial.

L6. With regard to the exercise of power for grant of an ad-

interim injunction, we may refer to the judgment of the

Supreme Court in Dalpat Kumar and Another Vs. Prahlad

Singh and Others (L9921 1 SCC 7I9, wherein the Apex

" Court held as follows: -

"4. Order 39 Rule 1 (c) provides that temporary

injunction may be granted where, in any suit, it
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is proved by the affidavit or otherwise, that the

Defendant threatens to dispossess the Plaintiff or

otherwise cause injury to the Plaintiff in relation

to any property in dispute in the suit, injunction

may be Order grant a temporary injunction to

restrain such act or make such other or

dispossession of the Plaintiff or otherwise causing

injury to Plaintiff in relation to any property iin

dispute in the suit as the Court thinks fit until

the d"isposal in the suit or until further ord,ers.

Pursuant to the recommendation of the Law

Commission Clause {c) was brought on statute by

Section 86 (i) (b) of the Amending Act, 1o4-of

1976 with effect from February L, 1977. Earlier

thereto tl:ere was no express pciwer except the

inherent power under Section 151 CPC to grant

ad .interim injunction against dispossession.

Rule I primarily concerned with the preservation

of the property in dispute till legal rights are

adjudicated. Injunction is a judicial process by

which a p.arty is required to do or to refrain from

doing any particular act. It is in the nature of

preventive relief to a litigant to prevent future

possible injury. In other words, the Court, on

exercise of the power of granting ad- interim
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injunction, is to preserve the subject mater of the

suit in the status quo for the time being. It is

settled law that the grant of injunction is a

discretionary relief. The exercise thereof is

subject to the Court satisfying that 91) there is a

serious disputed question to be tried in the suit

and that on act, on the facts before the Court,

there is probability of his being entitled to the

relief asked for by the Plaintiff / Defendant; (2) the

Court's interference is necessary to protect th,e

party from the species of injury. In other words,

irreparable injury or damage would ensu.re before

the legal right would be established at trial; qnd

(3) that the comparative hardship or mischief or

lnconvenlence which is likely to occur from

withholding the injunction will be gteater than

that would be likely to arise from granting it'

5. Therefore, the burden is on the Plaintiff by

evidence aliunde by affidavit or other wise that

there is "a prima facie case" in his favour which

needs adjudication at the trial. The existence of

the prima facie right and infraction of the

enjoyment of his property or the right is a

condition for tJre grant of temporary inl_unction.
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Prima facie case is not to be confused with prima

facie title which is not be to established, on

evidence at the trial. Only prirna facie case is a

substantial question raised, bona fide which

needs investigation and a decision on merits.

Satisfaction that there is a prima facie case by

itself is not sufficient to grant injunction. The

Court further has to satisfy that non interference

by the Court would result in "irreparable injury"

to the party seeking relief and that there is no

other remedy available to the party except one to

grant injunction and he needs protection from

the conseq'uence of apprehended injury or

dispossession. Irreparable injury, however, does

nQt mean that there must be no physical

possibility of repairing the injury, but means only

that the injury must be a material one, namely

one that cannot be adequately compensated by

way of damag third condition also is that

"the balance of convenience" must be in the

favour of the granting injunction. The Court

while granting or refusing to grant injunction

should exercise sound judicial discretion to find

the amount of substantial mischief or injury

which is likely to be caused to the parties, if the
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injunction is refused and compare it #,n Jr"'

which is likely to be caused to the other side if

the injunction is granted. If on weighing

competing possibilities or probabilities of

likelihood of injury and if the court considers

that pend.ing the suit, the subject matter should

be maintained in status quo, an injunction would

be issued. Thus the Court has to exercise its

sound judiciar d.iscretion in granting or refusing

the relief of ad interim injunction pending the

suit."

This court also, in a decision in s. Krishnaswamy -aJld

others vs. south India Film chamber of commerce and

others, AIR 1969 Madras 42, ]nas dealt with such a power

and held as follows: -

" 13. The principles which govern the grant or

refusal of an interim injunction in aid of the

Plaintiffs rights are well settled and they depend

upon a variety of circumstances' In the nature of

things, it is impossible to lay down, any set' rigid

or general rule of the subject by which the

discretion of the Court ought in all cases be

regulated,. As the Plaintiff, by the- interim
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injunction undoubtedly seeks to interfere with

the rights of the opponent before the Plaintiff's

right is finally established; the injunction is not

granted as a matter of course and it is necessary

for the Plaintiff to make out a strong prima facie

case in support of the right that he asserts. It is

true that at the interlocutory stage, the Court

should not embark upon a detailed investigation

on the relative merits of the contentions of the

parties and it is enough if the Plaintiff raises

questions of a substantial character calling for

,d"ecisions after an examination of the facts ancl

the law arising in the case. The Court 'chn

consider the nature and the merits of the rival

contentions at the interlocutory stage only as

bearing upon the limited question as to "whether

or not the Plaintiff has made out a strong prima

facie case. The court should avoid expressing

any opinion on the merits which would partake

the character of a decision of the main issues in

the case. The Plaintiff should next make out the

Court's interference if necessary to protect him

from an injury or mischief imminent and it is at

the same time irreparable. He should make out

that the injury is so serious, irreparable and
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imminent that an immediate Order of Court is

necessarJr even before his rights are established

at the trial. Inseparably-eonnected with this, is

the burden, which lies upon the Plaintiff to make

out, that the comparative mischief or

inconvenience which would ensue from

withholding the injunction would be far greater

from what would ensue from the injunction being

granted. Lastly, which again is a very important

consideration, is that in considering whether ah

interim injunction should be granted the Court

must have due regard to the conduct and

dealings of the parties, before the applicatiorr is

made to the Court, by the Plaintiff to preserve

andprotecthisrights,sincethejurisdictionto

interfere being purely equitable, is governed by

the equitable principles (vide 21, Halsburry's larn's

of England, paragraphs 766 and 767)'

L4. On the question of the balance of

convenience and the threatened mischief or

injury irreparable or otherwise, regard must be

had to the nature of the suit and the particular

right asserted like suits against Government,

public corporations, Municipal corporatiou,
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Sti,rtutory bodies, social clubs and its members,

societies registered under the Societies

Registration Act and its members distinguished

from litigation between private individuals. in

the case of clubs and societies registered under

the Societies Registration Act, the general

principles governing the right of suit of an

individual share holder or a member of the

Company would apply and ordinarily the Court

will not interfere with the internal management of

the Society at the instance of one or some oniy of

the members of the Society subject to well

recognized exceptions (1) where the impugned act

is ultra vires of the society, (2) the act compiained

of constitutes ir..ra or (3) whether the impugned

action is illegal. The rules are made by the

Society itself for the convenience of its members

for regulating their owll. conduct as members and

for regulating the affairs of the society as an

entity. A breach of any rule made by the society

would not give rise to a cause of action for any

member to rush to Court, it must be a case of

manifest illegality or where the act of omission or

commission is something which goes to the root

of the matter. A11 the members would be bound
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by the decision taken by the general body though

there may be some violation of some rules

provided. it is something which could well be

condoned and ignored by the General Body (vide

Shridhar Misra Vs. Jaihandra, AIR 1959 AII 598;

Satyavar Sidhantalankar Vs. Arya Samaj,

Bombay AIR Lg46 Bom 516 and Nagappa Vs.

Madras Race Club, ILR (Lg4g) Mad 808 at pp.

82L to 823 = {AIR 1951 Mad 831 (21 at pp. 835-

836).

In view of our fbregoing reasons, w€ find afsolutely no

merit to interfere with the Order of the,learned Judge."

Accordingly the appeals are disrnissed. No costs.

Consequentl5r, connected M.Ps . are also dismissed.

."**
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

(ORDER XVI Rule 4(1) (a))

CIVIL APPELLATE J U RISDICTION

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION

(Under Article 136 of the Constitution of India)

SPECIAL LEAVE pETtTtON (CtVtL) NO. OF 2010
(wrTr-r PRAYER FOR |NTERTM RELTEF)

fArising out of the lmpugned Final Judgment and Order dated 24.03.2010
passed by the High Court of Judicature at Madras in OSA.Nos.227 to 229
of 20091

BETWEEN:

POSITION OF PARTIES

High Gourt Supreme Court

Dr. A.C. Muthiah Appellant
S/o. (Late) M.A.Chidambaram,

Adayar Villa,

Chennai - 600 085.

Versus

1 The Board of Control for Cricket in Respondent

India Represented by its Prcsident, No. 1

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk

Chennai

Petitioner

Contesting
Respondent

No. 1

Contesting
,,*, Respondent

2. N. Srinivasan, Secretary, Respo-ndent
The Board of Control for Cricket in ' --i;;s,:.,

lndia, Door No.7/3. Boat Club First No' 2

Avenue, R.A. Puram,

Chennai - 600 028.

(Pnnrrrs ARE coMMoN tN OSA 227'to

THE HON'BLE CHIEF JUSTICE OF.INDlA 
.**"***-.j:_l[inrli

AND HIS COMPANION JUDGES OF THE"- ..

! st?*- -| . -*{.u 
{}ry

2s oi toggh 
/$ig

To

SUPREME COURT OF INDIA
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THE HUMBLE PETITION OF THE

PETITIONER ABOVE-NAMED. -

MOST RESPECTFULLY SHOWETH:

1. The Petitioner is filing the present Petition for seeking Special Leave to

Appeal against the impugned Final Order dated 24.ffi.2}10 passed by

the High Court of Judicature at Madras in OSA.N os.227 to 229 of 2009

whereby the High Court has erroneously dismissed the Appeals filed by

the Petitioner on erroneous and untenable grounds.

2. QUESTIONS OF LAW

The following questions of law arise for consideration by this Hon'ble

Court:

Whether the predominate issue to be considered in this case

is the concept of "conflict of interest" in so far as the 2nd

Respondent who is an office bearer of BCCI is a member of

the governing council of IPL as well as the Managing Director

of lndia Cements Ltd which is the franchisee of the Chennai

Super King Team of IPL and whether the High Court erred in

law in not framing or addressing the said issue.

Whether the Respondent No.2 is disqualified from holding the

post of Office bearer in BCC|/Respondent No'1 in as much as

he has a direct "conflict of interest " with BCCI since he has a

commercial interest in the Indian Premier League (a separate

sub committee unit of BCCI) by virtue of being the Managing

(i)

(ii )

35
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Director and also shareholder of India Cement Limited which

is a franchisee of Indian Premier League?

(iii) Whether the Hon'ble Division Bench failed to appreciate that

,the BCC|/Respondent No.2 having monopoly over the game

of cricket in lndia and discharging public functions is bound to

follow the doctrine of fairness and good faith (as laid down by

this Hon'ble court in BCCI .Vs. Netaji Cricket Club) and

therefore, cannot allow any person who could have a "conflict

of interest" with BCCI , by having a commercial interest in its

events , to be an office bearer in BCCI?

(iv) whether the High court was right in relegating the

consideration of all the issues to the trial of the suit and not

deciding the issues at the interlocutory stage when the iggues'

are pure questions of law and not triable issues and could be

decided at interlocutory stage based on records of the case

and pleadings ?

(v) whether the Hon'ble Division Bench failed to appreciate that

Regulation 6.2.4 of the BCCI as it stood in September' 2008

clearly disqualified the Respondent No.2 from holding the post

of office bearer in BCCl/Respondent No.1 ?

(vi) Whether the amendment carried out to the said Regulation

seeking to exclude lPL, Champions League Twenty20

games, when Twenty2Q matches have turned out to be most

'commercial of all events of BCCI , from the purview of

Regulation 6.2.4 not only made the said Regulation

meaningless and otiose but the amendment was contrary to

the original policy of the Bccl, which is a body discharging
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public functions

bearers of BCCI

to avoid "conflict of interest" amonq office

behest of one individual viz. Respondent No.2?

Whether by amending to Regulation 6.2.4 of BCCI failed to act

in fairness and good faith which is expected of a body

discharging public functions ?

Whether the Hon'ble High Court was justified in upholding the

action of the BCC|/Respondent No.1 in amending Clause

6.2.4 of the Regulation by comparing BCCI discharging

public functions to private societies and clubs and holding

that courts do not interfere in internal management of

private societies'r

Whether the Petitioner by virtue of being a past president and

thus an Administrator within the meaning of Clause 1 (n) of the

Memorandum of BCC!/Respondent No.1 and also having

substantial interest in the game of cricket had the locus standi

to file the suit?

?

(vii) Whether the amendment to Regulation 6.2.4 of

BCC|/Respondent No.1 is bad on the ground of public policy

and malice in law, it having been carried out against the larger

interest of the game of cricket and for the benefit of and at the

(ix)

(viii)

(x)

(xi) Whether the High Court ought to have directed BCCI to

suspend the 2nd Respondent since the 2nd Respondent has

usgd his undue influence over the members of Bccl to

amended clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations to protect his

interest in the suit filed by the Petitioner.
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DECLARATION lN TERMS OF RULE 4 (21

The Petitioner states that no other Petition seeking Leave to Appeal

has been filed by the Petitioner against the impugned Judgment and

Order dated 24.03.2010 passed by the High Court of Judicature at

Madras in OSA.N os.227 to 229 of 2009

DECLARATION IN TERMS OF RULE 6

The Annexures P-1 to P-27 produced along with the SLP are true

and correct copies of the pleadings/documents which formed part of

the record of the case in the Court below against whose Order the

Leave to Appeal is sought for in this petition.

GROUNDS

The present Petition is filed on the following amongst other g.rounds

which are taken without prejudice to each other:

The Division Bench failed to appreciate that a set of regulations for

players, team officials, managers, umpires and administrators was

already in existence when the 1"t suit was filed and that on

27.0g.2A08 . Clause 6.2.4 was amended to exclude events like IPL

or Champions League, Twenty20 from the purview of clause 6'2'4

of the Regulations and the amendment excluding such events from

the purview of Clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations was questioned in the

2nd suit.

The Division bench erred in law in deciding the appeal without

framing proper issues in the 2 suits independent of each other and

separately, leading to the erroneous judgement.

lssue No,2 "Whether the second Respondent would be disentitled

from participating in the General Body Meeting convened to elect

4.

6

A.

B.

3B
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the office bearers" was improperly framed since flre issue is

whether the 2nd Respondent should be allowed to contest for any

post in Bccl and not whether he can participate in the General

body ?

lssue no. 4 "whether clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations for players,

Team officials, Managers, umpires and Administrators of BCCI

should be suspended" was not properly framed since the issue was

not suspension of the clause 6.2.4 in its entirety but whether the

amendment introduced to the said clause by excluding events like

IPL or champions league, Twenty2O from the purview or a.z..q in

the general body meeting held on 27-9-2008 should be suspended

or not pending suit .

C. The High Court farmed issues which were totally misconcejved and

answered the issues against the Petitioner and dismissed the

appeals. No issue was framed as to whether in view of the

unamended clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations, the 2no Defendant is

disqualified to hold any office bearer post in BCCI since India

Cements Ltd of which the 2no Respondent is a Vice President and

Managing Director and holds substantial number of shares in India

Cements Ltd became the successful bidder for the Chennai

Franchise "Chennai Super King " in Indian Premier League and

consequently derived direct commercial interest in a commercial

event of BCCI.

No issue was framed as to whether the amendment to clause 6.2.4

of the Regulations excluding the most commercial of the events

of BCCI namely IPL or Twenty2O from the purview of clause 6.2.4 af
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the Regulations was opposed to public policy and also against the

concept of "conflict of intercst".

No issue was framed whether the amendment brought about to

Clause 6.2.4 was in abuse of the power of amendment.

Unless these 2 issues were framed and answered the other issues

could not have been raised and answered.

D. The Division Bench failed to consider the grant of interim reliefs on

the principles of prima-facie case, balance of convenience,

irreparable injury and conduct of the 2nd Respondent. The Division

Bench failed to appreciatethat he interim relief in the 1't suit ought to

have been decided on the basis of the unamended Clause 6.2.4'

When the issues raised were pure questions of law based on

records and documents the Division Bench refused to answer tfem '

but merely stated that these issues can be decided only in trial and

abdicated its judicial power at the interlocutory stage to answer the

substantial questions of law which could be answered on the

basis of records available with the court'

When all the materials were available with the court to decide the

issues at the interlocutory stage, whether the court rendered order

39 Rule 1, cPc a dead letter by not deciding the issue at the

interlocutory stage. If the parties have to wait for the trial of the suit

then with a "conflict of interest" the 2nd Respondent will continue to

be the office bearer of the BCCI which will be detrimental to the

interests of BCCI and the suit itself will become infructuous'

E. The Division bench erred in law in holding in para 9 that the

question whether the suit was filed by the Petitioner in his individual

capacity, or in a representative capacity or aS a past president or
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as an administrator are matters which courd be decided onry

after trial. The Division Bench to appreciate that the said question

could be decided on the basis of the plaint averment and need not

want till trial of suit.

While referring to the Plaint averments in the suits, the Division

bench noted that the Petitioner stated that he is the past president

and he is interested in the promotion of the game of cricket in

India and in maintaining the purity of administration of BCCI. yet

the Division bench in the next sentence of Para g held that even in

the paragraph relating to the cause of action, he had not stated

" that he is filing the suit in the capacity of an Administrator.

F. The Division Bench erred in law in holding in para g that even in

the two complaints dated 05.09.2008 and 19.09.2008 the

Petitioner had not mentioned that he is making the complaints in

the capacity of past President and that both the suits have been

filed only in the individual capacity and not in the capacity of an

Administrator and acrcrdingly, the submission of the 1't

Respondent, .in this regard must be accepted. The Division Bench

failed to note that the Petitioner in the complaints dated 05-09-2008

and 19-09-2008 specifically stated that he is filing the complaint as a

past President and the suit was filed in his capacity as administrator.

G. The Division Bench failed to note that on account of the amendment

to Clause 6.2.4 which is the subject matter in the 2nd suit different

issues arise for consideration in the prayer for interim relief in the 2

H. The Division Bench

law in holding that

of the Madras High Court in para 10, erred in

on mere allegations, an injunction cannot be

.+l



\

ordered as those allegations are to be substantiated at the time

of trial. The Division Bench of the Madras High Court failed to

appreciate that the Petitioner did not make any allegations and the

questions raised were borne out on record. The questions raised by

the Petitioner related to the scope of regulation 6.2.4 in the context

of "conflict of interest" and the disqualification suffered by the 2nd

Respondent by deriving direct commercial interest in the lpl
tournament of BCCI on account of his being the Managing

DirectorA/ice chairman of lndia cements Ltd, the successful

franchisee of the Chennai Super King.

l. The Division bench failed to appreciate that there is only one

Regulations governing the players, umpires, Team officials and

Administrators and there is no separate Regulations of 2Q0B

framed for the purpose of conducting Twenty 20 matches on

commercial basis. In the AGM dated 27-og-2a08, an amendment

was brought to regulation 6.2.4 excluding IPL Tournaments from the

purview of clause o.2.4which was challenged in the 2nd suit .The

findings in paras 12 and 13 have been rendered on a total

misconception of the arguments of the counsel of the petitioner.

J. The Division Bench erred in law in holding that there are no

materials placed before this Court whether these lpl matches are

official matches conducted by lcc or they are conducted on

commercial basis, The Division Bench failed to appreciate that lpL is

not a separate entity but forms part of the BCCI and is managed by

a governing councif in which the office bearers of BCCf are ex officio

members and the governing council reports to the BCCf. The

observation in para 13 regarding absence of materiaf to consioer the

42
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commercial nature of lPl- tournaments is inconsistent with its own

findings in the same para.

K. The Division Bench erred in law in holding in para 13 that in tlre

absence of materials and in view of the fact that the parties would

also be entitled to let in evidence at the time of trial, the exclusion in

the clause which has been incorporated in the Rules and

Regulations cannot be stayed unless there is a strong prima facie

case made out.

L. The Division Bench failed to appreciate that the Petitioner produced

enough materials to prove that the impugned amendment to, the

Clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations for Administrators, among others is

opposed to public policy and would result in conflict of interest in a

commercial event of the BCCI involving crores of rupees and it 
is 

not

necessary to wait for the trial of the suit.

M. The Division Bench having referred to the judgement of this

Hon'ble Court in Board of Control for Cricket in India ahd another

.Vs. Netaji cricket club and others, (2008) 4 SCC 741 wherein it

was held that the BCCI, which controls the sport of cricket and

earns huge revenue not only by selling tickets to viewers but also

selling right to exhibit films live on TV and broadcasting the same'

should follow the doctrine of fairness and good faith in all its

activities ought to have held that an Honorary Treasurer or an

Honorary Secretary of BCCI would be disentitled from franchising a

team for IPL matches on the ground that it would result in conflict of

interest. Having referred to the statement of the 2nd Respondent

while he addressed a investor conference that "lndia cements is in

lPL, solely with the view to build our brand name move 6xtensively in

4J



Tamil Nadu and that Cricket ultimately will make tons of money for

the Company" the Division Bench ought to have held that there is a

conflict of interest for the 2nd Respondent to be in the governing

council of IPL and deriving direct commercial interest in lPL. The

Division Bench failed to appreciate that a prima-facie case for grant

of injunction was established by the Petitioner at the interlocutory

stage' and the impugned amendment ought to have been

suspended as opposed to public policy.

N. The Division Bench erred in law in refusing to grant interim relief by

citing Clause 37 of the Rules and Regulation in para 15 ,.nd

holding the'Petitioner should go for Arbitration is erroneous in'law

since clause 37 cannot be invoked in the facts and circumstances of

this case.

The repeated observation of the Division Bench that the Petitioner

should wait for the trial of the suit for relief has rendered order 39

rule 1 of CPC, nugatory. The Division Bench failed to apply the well

accepted principles for grant of interim relief in a suit and misapplied

the decisions of this Hon'ble Court in this regard'

O. The Division Bench erred in law in comparing BCCI which is

discharging public functions to private clubs and erred in law in

referring to decisions rendered in the context of private clubs to

BCCI and refusing to grant interim reliefs pending suit.

p. The Division Bench erred in law in holding that courts will not in

interfere with the internal management of a society at the instance of

even a member of societY.

e. The Division Bench of the Madras High Court failed to appreciate

that the Petitioner has the locus standi to maintain the suit. The
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Petitioner is a past president of the 1't Defendant and hence comes

within the definition of Administrator as defined in clause l(N) of the

Regulations. He is interested in the purity of administration of the 1't

Respondent which is admittedly a public body controlling the game

of cricket in India as held by the Hon'ble supreme Court in Netaji

Cricket Club case. The Division Bench of the Madras High Court

failed to appreciate that lt is not necessary for the Petitioner to

cornply with order 1 Rule B of the cPc since any member of ilre

public in his individual capacity can maintain a suit of this nature to

maintain purity in the functioning of a public body like the 1't

Respondent BCCI.

R. The Division Bench of the Madras High Court failed to appreciate

that it is the case of the Petitioner that the 2nd Respondent being an

influential office bearer of the BCCI ha.s prevailed upon the members

of the BCCI to introduce the impugned amendment to save him from

disqualification and he^ce no member of the BCCI would be

aggrieved by the impugned amendment and challenge the same in

arbitration. ln the circumstances civil suit is the only remedy for the

Petitioner to uphold probity in public bodies like the 1't Respondent

BCJi.

6. GROUNDS FOR INTERIM RELIEF:

A. lt is submitted that the Petitioner has an excellent prima facie case

on merits.. The balance of convenience is also in favour of the

Petitioner. No harm or prejudice will be caused to the Respondent if

the impugned order is stayed, pending hearing and final- disposal of
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the present Petition. Moreover, the Petitioner will face grave and

irreparable injury and loss unless the impugned order is stayed'

7. MAIN PRAYER:

ln view of the facts and circumstances of the case, it is most

respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble court may be pleased to:

(a) Grant special Leave to Appeal against the impugned Final

Judgment and order dated 24.03.2010 passed by the High court of

Judicature at Madras in osA.Nos .227 to 229 0f 2009

(b) Pass such other and further order or orders as this Hon'ble eourt

may deem fit and proper in the facts and circumstances of the case'

8. PRAYER FOR INTERIM RELIEF:

ln view of the facts and circumstances of the case' it is most

respectfully prayed that this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to:

a)Passanadinterimexparteordersuspendingtheamendmentto

clause6.2.4oftheREGULAT|ONSFoRPLAYERS,TEAM

oFF|C|ALS, MANAGERS, UMP|RES and ADM|N|STRATORS of

the 1,t Respondent introduced by the 1st Respondent in the AGM

conducted on 27.Og.20a8 to the effect that "clause 6'2'4 will not

apply to events like IPL and champions League Twenty 20 r'; and

(b) pass an ad-interim ex-parte Ordei directing the 1't Respondent not

to permit the 2nd Respondent from contesting for any of the posts of

office bearerof the f i Respondent;; and
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(c)

4t
Pass an ad-interim ex-parte Order restraining the Respondent No.2

from holding any post as an Office bearer or functioning as

Secretary of the Respondent No.1; and

Confirm the ad interim ex-parte Order in terms of prayer clause (a),

(b) and (c) after notice to the Respondent; and

Pass such other and further order(s) as this Hon'ble Court may

deem fit and proper.

(d)

(e)

AND FOR THIS ACT OF KINDNESS THE PETITIONER AS IS DUTY

BOUND SHALL EVER PRAY.

Filed By.

| : )- "u, /-J4-l,?w.
VIKAS MEHTA

Advocate for the Petitioner

New Delhi

Drawn on: pl t\-l I {D

Filedon: f/ltt/ {o
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tN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLATE JU RISDICTION

SPECTAL LEAVE PETITION (ClVlL) NO.

BETWEEN

Dr. A.C. Muthiah

Versus

The Board of Control for
Cricket in India & Anr.

oF 2010

... Petitioner

... Respondents

CERTIFICATE

Certified that the Special Leave Petition is confined only to the

pleadings before the Court whose order is challenged and the documents

relied upon in those proceedings. No additional facts, documents or

grounds have been taken or relied upon in the Special Leave Petitibn:' lt is

further certified that the copies of the documents/annexures attached to

the special Leave Petition are necessary to answer the questions of law

raised in the Petition or to make out grounds urged in the Special Leave

petition for the consideration of this Hon'ble Court. .This certificate is given

on the basis of the instructions given by tl're Petitioner/person authorized

by the Petitioner whose affidavit is filed in support'of the SLP.

New Delhi
Dated .t'thr 1201016.( 1 /

FILED BY :

II't"-- t-^-'Ls';
VIKAS MEHTA

Advocate for the Petitioners
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF INDIA

CIVIL APPELLTE JURISDICTION

SPECIAL LEAVE PETITION (C) NO.

IN THE MATTER OF:

cF 2010

l)r'.A.C.Muthiar.tr,
S/ o. (Late) M.A.Chidambaram,
Adyar Villa,
Chennai - 600 O85.

1.

2.

.Vs.

T'he Board of Control for Cricket in India,
Rep. by its Secretary,
Having its registered Office at
M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,
Chepauk, Chennai - 600 OO5'

Mr.N.Srinivasan,
Secretary
The Board of Control for Cricket in Indi;,
Door No.7 13, Boat Club First Avenue,
R.A.Puram, Chennai - 600 O28. ...Respondents.

AFFIDAVIT

I,Dr.A.C.Muthiah,S/o.(Late)M.A.Chidambaram,Hindu,aged
about 6f years, residing at Adyar Villa, Kotturpuralrl, chennai - 600

085, do hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely ljafe as follows:-

....Petitioner

x
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1. That I am the petitioner in the above mentioned special Leave

petition and. as such I am fu1ly conversant with the facts and

circumstances of the case and hence competent to swear by way of

the present aJfidavit.

2. That I have read the paper book of accomparrying special

Lea're Petition containing List of Dates from pages B to y '

special Leave Petition with prayer for interim relief from para 1 to 8

from pages3A to 46 and applications (I.As.), and state that the

facts contained therein are true to the best of my knowledge and

belief as derived from the record'

3. I further state that the Annexures annexed to the SPecial

Leave Petition are true copies of thgyr'rtes cYe ,Erieinals.

H. R. R. ARtft'f I{ATARAJAN N''L't
AOTTnCATE

Enrl. No:135E120C3

er-g, r ntuce rowenL'.T?*!-111'

t<

FILEN ON

t APR 7916

Supre** C*urt of india

X *-e-

DEPONENT

Ebiiii e iioao'*t 9tt11:999 gsi
i:fi i"fififf ; 

,'* 
d'i ;6i- 

- vpRrplcarr oN

I,theDeponentabove-named',doherebyverifythecontentsof

the above mentioned Affidavit as being true and' correct to the best

of my knowledge and information, and state that nothing material

has been concealed. therefrom'

VerifiedatNewDelhionthist'lr.ieZgledayofMarch,2010.('-eE'
r" 5.lrploflPffi-

cFS, priiiiC'C iow ins't{o: 25 
-a- 

2c'

r--let: *o:zSZraO*0 t $A21262
*f i

NtLdvqC<
ft. N. N. ARI,N IIATARAJAfiI

IDVGCATE
r Enrl. t{o:135!12003

GFS, PRTNCE TOITERS'ilO:Z5 E 2C'
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2.

REGULATIONS

1. PERSONS / MATCHES COVERED

1 .1 This Regulations shall apply to

a) Players,

b) Umpires

c) Team Officials

d) Administrators

1,2 This Regulations shall apply to

a) ODI Matches

b) Test Matches

c) Tour Matches

d) Any domestic or international matchds.

DEFINITIONS

ln this Regulation the following

the following meanings:

BCCllBoard

tcc

words and expressions shall have

: Board of Control for Cricket in India, a Society

registered under The Societies Registration Act,

1360.

The lnternational Cricket Council, a Company

limited by guarantee and not having a share

capital in the Territory of the British Virgin lslands

and havins its Registered Number as9112.

The person from time to time holding office as

President of the BCCI in accordance with article of

BCCI President
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{. the BCCI's ftlemorandum and Rules and

Regulations of the Board.

The BCCI Regulations contained in such

Regulation or Regulations as are made or

amended by BCCI as the same is or are from time

to time in force including but not limited to the

provisions of this Regulations.

The Laws of Cricket (1960 Code), Second Edition

1992, or such further revision thereof as may

come into force from time to time, as amended

from time to time by BCCI Regulations'

Any Member of the BCCI as provided for in its

Memorandum and Rules and Regulations'

Any country (or countries associated for cricket

purposes) or geographical area which the Member

represents in being a Member of the ICC')

A limited over international match classified as a

One Day International in accordance with the

ICC's regulations headed "Classification of One

Day International Matches."

BCCI
Regulations

Laws of Cricket

Member

Member Country :

ODI Match



Test Match

Tour

Tour Match

Domestic
Matches

€tl\lJ
Any cricket match of not less than five days

scheduled duration played between teams

selected by Full Members as representatives of

their Member Countries and accorded with the

status of Test by the lCC.

A series of matches where at least one of the

competing teams is an international team

representing a Member Association playing a

country other than its own and comprising of

atleast one Test Match or atleast one ODI Match.

For the purposes of this Regulations a Tour shall

start on (and include) the first day when. the

touring squad of Players (or the first of touring

squad of*players) arrives in the country of the tour

until (and including) the day on which the touring

squad of Players (or the last of touring squad of

players) leave to return to their Member

Association.

Any match other than a Test Match, or ODI Match'

in which at least one of the teams comprises

Player selected from the squad of players chosen

to.represent a Member Association.

All tournaments and /or matches conducted under

the aegis of BCCI.
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Player

Team Official

Administrator

Match Observer

Any person registered with BCCI as a player and

shall include any person selected in any squad to

represent India in a Test Match, an ODI or Tour

Matches.

Any person, not being a player,

/appointed by BCCI including

team managers, coaches,

physiotherapists.

who is employed

amongst others

doctors and

An "Administrator" shall mean and include present

and former Presidents, Vice Presidents. Hony.

Secretaries, Hony. Treasures, Hony. - Joint

Secretaries of the Board of Control for Cricket in

India ('the Board), past and present Presidents

and Secretaries of Member,s affiliated to BCCI and

any person nominated in any of the sub committee

appointed by the Board as defined in the

Memorandum and Rules and Regulations of the

Board.

A person/committee or such other body who is

empowered to carry out, interalia the functions

prescribed by the Board in connection with the

Regulations of BCCI.

These terms of reference shall be governed by

and construed in accordance with IndianLaw.

Governing Law
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3. REGULATIONS FOR THE PLAYERS / TEAM OFFICIALS

(hereinafter referred to as these persons)-

3.'1 Betting and Match fixing

These persons are required to follow the Regulations in respect of

Betting and Match fixing as mentioned here under.

(i) shall not bet on any Match or series of Matches, or on any

Cricketing Event (Event) in which such player takes part or in

which the member country of any" such individual is

represented.

(ii) shall not lnduce or encourage any other person to bet on a.ny

Match or series of Matches or on any Cricketing Event or to

offer the facility for such bets to be placed.

(iii) shall not Gamble or enter into any other form of financial

speculation on any Match or on any Cricketing Event.

(iv) shall not induce or encourage any other person to bet, gamble

or enter into any other form of financial speculation on any

Match or any Event.

(v) shall not receive from another person any money, benefit, gift

or other reward (whether firtancial or othenryise) for providing

any information concerning the weather, the teams, the state

of the ground, the status of, or the outcome of, any-Match or
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the occurrence of any Event unless such information has been

provid6d to a newspaper or other"fsrm of media in accordance

with an obligation entered into in the normal course and

disclosed in advance to the relevant cricket authorities.

(vi) shall. report to the appropriate authorities in writing within 48

hours any approaches made to them by the bookmakers or

any such person or the knowledge of such approach to any

other player imrnediately to the President / Honorary Secretary

of BCCI as also the Team Manager, who shall report the same

to the law enforcing authorities either directly or through the

officials of the staging Association / Authorities.

(vii)p|ayersha||notacceptanymoney,benefit,giftorotherreward

(whether financial or othenuise) from a bookmaker or any such

persons for anY reason'

(viii) shall not be a party to contriving or attempting to contrive

alone or in conspiracy with others the result of any Match or

on the occurrence or commission of any Event'

(ix) shall not fail to perform on his merits in any Match owing to an

arrangement relating to betting or gambling on the outcome of

any Match Or on the occurrence or commission of any Event'
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(x) shall not induce, encourage, aid or abet any other player not

to perform on his merits in any Match owing to any such

arrangement.

(xi) shall not receive or provide any money, benefit, gift or other

reward, (whether financial or otherwise) which could bring him

or the game of cricket into disrepute.

(xii) on his becoming aware that any other player/team official etc.

has engaged in conduct, or received approaches, such as

described above he shall disclose the same in writing within

24 hours to the BCCI President /Honorary Secretary or to the

officials of the staging authorities.

(xiii) on his becoming aware that any other played /team official etc.

has received threats gf any nature which might induce him to

engage in conduct, or acquiesce in any proposal made by an

approach, such as that described above fre shall disclose the

same in writing within 24 hours to the 8CC President/

Honorary Secretary or to the officials of the staging authorities.

(xiv) whe,re approaches are made for fixing of matches or for any

action that is within the ambit of the breaches stated herein

above by or on behalf of bookmakers, the concerned

individual shall inform the local police as soon as possible, so

that criminal investigations may be initiated. lt is an obligation
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on the part of the concerned individual to report the matter in

writing to the Board within 48 hours after its occurrence.'

3.1.1 Penalty

For contravention of any of the above clauses, they will be

debarred from playing any cricket matches conducted by or

authorised by ICC /BCCI or affiliated associations for a period

of minimum 5 years and as a maximum penalty shall be

debarred from playi:rg /holding such positions for the rest of

their life and lor fine as assessed in the light of actual

circumstances and shall also include forfeiture of benevolent

fund and benefit matches'

b) ln such event the records, achievements made by them in

their respective fields will be removed from the official records

of the Board, making them ineligible to make such claims

thereafter.

3.2 Additional Regulations for Players and Team Officials

1. shall not use any communication equipments on /off the

ground from the time they teave the hotel till the time they

return to the hotel after the game for the particular day without

the prior permission of the Manager' No cell phone shall be

carried to the ground either during practice session or on

actual match daYs.

a)

8
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2. the entire foreign exchange earned (except daily allowances)

on tour shall have to be accounted for and deposited with the

Board immediately on their return.

3. all Prize Money received in foreign exchange while on tour

sh.all be deposited with the Board. Equivalent amount in

lndian currency shall be paid by the Board to the concerned.

4' no Players /Team officiars shail make any unsubstantiated

allegation against any players, team officials or administrators

(present or past) in public through media or otherwise with

respect to the breaches stated above and shall not comment

on any matter relating to the functioning of the Board unless

and until the said allegation is brought to the notice of the

President in writing and a decision is reached by the Board irr

that behalf. As far as possible the Board shall decide on the

said matters within a period of six months.

5. all PlayersiTeam officials shall attend all official functions in

lndia / during tours abroad stricfly accordance with the dress

regulations as prescribed by the Board from time to time.

6. all Players and ream officials shall attend the prize

Distribution ceremony after every match at home or on tour in

proper cricket attire. There shall be no violation of the Logo

Regulations as stipulated in the Rules specified in this

document.
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7. all rrophies won by the Indian T"1I on tour shall be handed

over by the captain to the Manager. The Manager in turn,

shall send the Trophy to the Board's office at Mumbai within

10 days of his return to India from the tour.

8. no Player or Team official shall be permitted to write or

express his views to the media in India or abroad during a

series at home or abroad. only the captain and the coach

shall attend pre-match and post-match media conferences or

interviews by the audio-visual media. ln case of any special

performance by a Player in a particular match, he may be

allowed to give an interview strictly on his performance to print

or audio-visual media with the permission of the N4rn"g";-

9. no Players /Team Officials shall write, publish or assist any

- person to write, publish any book or articles in news papers,

magazines, periodicals, journals or participate in a TV

interview iRadio interview on any matters relating to the

disclosure of any strategy decided by the Team and lor any

information relating to the decisions taken at the Team

Meetings and / or shall not comment upon any Player /Team

Officials till the retirement from that particular class of cricket.

10. shall not leak any information relating to any Match either to

the press or a Broadcasting Media and /or to an agent or

employee thereof during their tenure as a player / offidal.

10
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11. shall not make any public pronouncement or media comment

which is detrimental to:

(a)

(b)

the game of cricket in general, or

any particular tour between Member Countries of ICC /

Associations of BCCI in which any such persons are

involved, or

any tour between Member Countries of ICC/

Associations of BCCI which is taking place: or

(c)

(d) relations between the Cricket Authority of a Member

Association and the Cricket Authority of any ofher

Member Association.

12. shall be responsib[e at all times for ensuring that play is

conducted within the spirit of the game as well as within the

Laws of Cricket.

13. must at all times accept the umpire's decision and not show

dissent either on the field or off the field in the press/media at

the umpire's decision.

14. shall not verbally abuse, assault, intimidate or attempt to

assault or intimidate any umpire, spectator, Match Observer,

Player or Team Official.

tl
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15. shall not disclose or publicly comment upon any alleged or

actual breach of this Regulations,-,whether by themselves or

any other person to whom the Regulations appries, or upon by

hearing, report or decision arising from such an aileged or

proven breach.

shall at all times observe and comply with

any Regulations of BCCI and the Rules

document which is in force from time to time.

16. the provisions of

specified in this

17. shall not engage in any conduct which is prejudicial to the

interests of the game of cricket.

18. shall not do any act or cause any act to be done or be guilty of

any act or conduct which may render him or any of the player

of the team unfit or incapable to play in any other matches.

19. shall observe the discipline and decorum and decency as an

Indian citizen and shall not do any act, deed or thing which

may bring disrepute or disgrace to Indian Team, co-players,

Team Officials, Board, Game etc.

20. shall refrain from engaging in verbal abuse / assault directed

against other players, umpires and spectators, or from any

other acts or gestures likely to bring the game into disrepute.

12
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21. no player selected for any tour shall reveal the information at

any point of time relating to the decision taken in the Team

Meeting and shall always observe strict confidentiality and

secrecy regarding all such information that he has acquired

by being a member of a team for the particular tournament.

22. they shall present himself at such time and place or places as

the Board/ affiliated associations may direct at all matches /

practice sessions under the auspice of the Board, unless

prevented by illness or other sufficient cause after Ouly

informing the Board in writing.

23. unless prevented as aforesaid shall play in the match

/matches in which he may be selected. However, ir't"

Manager can excuse any player from not playing, if he is

satisfied about the reasons given.

24. shall comply strictly with all ground regulations on which any

match may be played and stritt not infringe any ground

regulations or playing conditions and stipulation of the local

association where the matches are being played.

25. shall during the tournament stay at such hotels and room or at

such place or places as the BCCI may arrange and shall not

reside at any other Hotel, place or places; and shall not absent

himself from such places, without proper approval of Manager

and lor Coach.

13
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26. during the tour, they shall not be accompanied by any other

person except their wife. For the wife to accompany, they

shall take prior permission of the Board.

27. while travelling from home for a tour abroad and while return,

shall travel in the same flight, unless special permissions for

different arrangements are granted by the Board. This shall

also be applicable for travel between venues while on tour.

28. in the event of the BCCI entering into any Agreement with any

Sponsors in respect of cricket matches to be played and if

such Agreement provides for any logos to be worn by- the

Players during the cricket matches, the players shall wear the

logos provided by the BCCI.

29. the players shall not wear logos or any form of advertisement

on clothes and/or equipment without the specific approval of

the BCCI, except in accordance with the relevant policy as laid

down by the Board.

30. shall wedr the clothing given by the BCCI such as blazers,

trousers, sweaters, etc during the playl official functions I

practice sessions. The Player shall use only lndia cap and

lndia sweater on the field.
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31. shall not do anything or undertake any activity like playing any

match which is outside the programme, which has the effect of

interfering with the programme of the tour/ tournament/

match.

32.

33.

shall carry out all the orders

Manager for the administrative

Coach for the cricket matters.

and directions given bY the

matters and bY the CaPtain I

34.

shall not lnvite without the consent of the Manager any person

to his room, dressing room, carriage, rail motor car, aircraft,

reserved exclusively for the use of the players and officials,

not invite any person to travel with the Team' nor shall.aflow

anyrelativeorfriendtostayinhisroomorintheHotelwithout

the prior permission of the Manager'

TheP|ayershallduringhistour,conformtothefollowing

norms ;egarding weight of luggage to be carried by him'

i) while traveling by plane Player shall carry luggage

weighing not more tlran 20 kgs or as per the relevant

normsprescribedbytheAir|inesfromtimetotime'

(excluding his cricket equipment's)'

ii)Anyexcessluggageshallbecarriedatthecostand

expense of the PlaYer'

{q
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35. During a series at home or on tours, shall clear the bills for the

expenses incurred by them (except accommodation and

breakfast, where applicable) before they check out of a

particular hotel. Shall not permit any one to use the

. privileges or concessions which the player as member of the

team enjoy and shall not entertain guests at the expenses of

the other players, team officials, Board etc.

36. I any player lcoachl umpires receives any gift in cash or in

kind for value exceeding Rs..50,000/- shall inform about the

same in writing to the Board within a period of 15 days from

the date of such receipt.

The Playel snall submit himself to the necessary medical tests

including blood, urine, or saliva or breath test as and when

required by the Team Officials,

,

At any given point of time during a match or a series, no

player shall conceal any illness or injury. Any illness or injury

must be reported to the Manager and the Coach, and the

decision of the Mdnager in this regard shall be final.

During a series at home or abroad, all members of the Team

shall comply with the Playing Conditions agreed upon by the

Board.

37.

38.

39.

16
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40. They shall not use or possess or in any way be concerned in

the use or distribution of illegal drugs.

3.2.1 Penalty

For contravention of the above. the

shall impose a penalty comprising:

(a) a reprimand; and/or

(b) a fine upto Rs.1 lakh; and/or

Board at its absolute discretion

(c) a ban upto a maximum of 5 ODI and/or 3 test matches.

Additional Regulations for Managers

1. Manager shall along with the players selected by the 
?9qtd

proceed to place or places determined by the Board and see

that the matches are played by the lndian Team as per the

Itinerary agreed between the Governing Bodies.

2. Manager.shail have tlre sole right to decide what guests, if any

shall be entertained.

3. Manager shall represent the Board/affiliated associations in all

official functions.

4. Manager shall attend to all correspondence on behalf of the

Board in respect of the tour matters.

5. Manager shall remain present throughor=rt the matches.

4.

17
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6. Manager shall make all necessdfl/ arrangements

Medical attention to all players of the Indian Team

the officials.

regarding

including

7. Manager shall submit to the president of the Board, with a

copy thereof to the Honorary secretary a fuil Report including

confidential reports of each player on all its aspects within two

weeks from the date of completion of the match/ tour.

B. Manager shall receive and distribute complimentary tickets for

each match to the players.

L Manager shall see that all Players observe disciprine,

decorum, dignity and shall not do or cause to be done andi or

shall not allow any of the Players to do any act, deed or thing

which shall bring disrepute or: disgrace to lndian team.

10. Manager shall not fail to report about the non-compliance

with the Regulations by any member of the touring side.

11. Manager shall at no point of time write or publish or assist any

person in writing or publishing any book or article in anv

newspaper, magazine, periodicals, journal or participate in any

TV interview or radio rnterview on any matter relating to cricket

in connection with any tourl matches where he was

functioning as a Manager of the team.

18
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4.1 Penalty

ln the event of the failure to comply with the Rules mentioned above

they will be debarred from acting as Manager for a minimum period

of 3 years and as a maximum penalty shall be debarred from holding

such positions for the rest of his life and /or a fine for a minimum of

Rs.25,000/- and a maximum of Rs.1 lakh will be imposed.

5. Regulations for UmPire

1. All the regulations as provided in this document in respect of

Players/ Team officials iManagers and the penalties provided

thereinintherelevantsectionisalsoapplicablelo.tt.'u

Umpiresoftheteamtotheextentitisrelevanttothemincase

such condition is n'ot included in the Regulations applicable to

the umPires.

2. Regarding betting and m.atch fixing the offences and the

penalties as applicable to the players/ team officials shall be

aPPlicable to the umPires'

3.Umpiressha||notmakeanypub|icpronouncementormedia

comment which is detrimental to:

(a) the game of cricket in general, or

19



(b) any particular tour

Associations of BCCI

(t
between Member Countries of ICC/

in which any such Umpire is involved, or

(c) any tour between Member

BCCI which is taking place;

Countries of IGC /Associations of

or

(d) relations between

Association and the

Association.

the Cricket Authority of a Member

Cricket Authority of any other Member

regarding any umpiring decisions in any match/ tour.

(0 regarding the functioning of the Board/ affiliated associa.tions.

4. Umpires shall not disclose or comment rlpon any alleged breach of

this Regulations or the Players and Team Officials Regulations or

any hearing, report or deciiion arising from such a breach unless

such disclosure-is required under the provisions of this Regulations

or the Players and Team Officials Regulations.

5. Umpires shall not use or in any way be concerned in the use or

distribution of illegal drugs.

6. Umpires shall at all times observe and comply with the provisions of

any Regulations of BCel which applies to Umpires including but not

limited to BCCI's Logo Policy from time to time in force.

(e)

20
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o.

o. l

5.1 Penalty

ln the event of committing default in any of the causes except 2

above, a fine for a minimum of Rs.25,000/- and a maximum of Rs'1

lakh will be imposed.

Regulations for Administrators

Betting and Match fixing

The Administrators are required to follow the Regulations in respect

of Betting and match fixing as mentioned here under:

Administrators shall not bet on any matches /series of

matches /on any event connected with any match ls6iies of

matches (Event) in which such official was represented on

behalf of the Board / affiliated associations'

Administrators shall not Induce or encourage any other person

to bet on any Match or series of Matches or on any cricketing

Eventortoofferthefaci|ityforsuchbetstobeplaced.

3. Administrators shall not Gamble or enter into any other form of

financialspeculationonanyMatchoronanyCricketingEvent.

Adrhinistrators shall not induce or encourage arty other person

to bet, gamble or enter into any other form of financial

speculation on any Match or any Event'

1.

2.

21
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5. Administrators shall not receive-Jrom another person any

money, benefit or other 
, 
reward (whether financial or

othenrvise) for the providing any information. concerning the

weather, the teams, the state of the ground, the status of, or

the outcome of, any Match or the occurrence of any Event

unless such information has been provided to a newspaper or

other form of media in accordance with an obligation entered

into in the normal course and disclosed in advance'to the

relevant cricket authorities.

6. Administrators shall report to the Board any approaches made

to them by the bookmakers or the knowledge of . -s3ch

approach to any other Administrators/ players etc.

7. Administrators shall not accept money from a bookmaker or

any such persons for any reason.

8. Where approaches are made to an Administrator for fixing of

matches or for any action that is within the ambit of the

breaches stated above by or on behalf of bookmarkers, the

concerned individual shall inform the location police as

soon as possible, so that criminal investigations may be

initiated. Further he shall also report the mater in writing to

the Board within 48 hours of its occurrence.

22
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Administrators shall not be a party to contriving or attempting

to contrive alone or in conspiracy with others the result of any

Match or the occurrence or commission of any Event'

10. Administrators shall not induce, encourage, aid or abet any

other player not to perform on his merits in any Match owing to

any such arrangement.

11. Administrators shall not receive or provide any money, benefit

or other reward (whether financial or otherwise) which could

bring them or the game of cricket into disrepute'

6.1.1 Penalty

For contravention of any of the clauses referred herein above the

administrator will be debarred from being involved in the

administration of ICC i BCbl any of its affiliated associations for rest

of his life. In addition, thQy shall be denied all the benefits which

they are entitled to as the Adminigtrators'

6.2 Additional RegulationsforAdministrators

The Administrators are required to follow the Regulations as

mentioned here under.

1. No Administrator shall make any unsubstantiated allegation

against any players, team officials or administrators (present

or past) in public through media or otherwise with respect to

the breaches stated above and shail not comment on any

q
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matter relating to the functioning of the Board unless and until

the said allegation is brought to the notice of the President in

writing and a decision is reached by the Board in that behalf.

As far as possible the Board shall decide on the said matters

within a period of six months.

An Administrator shall not use or possess or in any way be

concerned in the use or distrik'ution of illegal drugs'

3. No Administrator shall initiate legal action against the Board

Administrators, unless in the first instance, he raises his

grievance to the Board or. any committee appointed by the

Board for the Purpose.

4. No Administrators shall hetve, directly or indirectly, any

commefcial interest in the matches or events conducted by

the Board.

6.2.1 PenaltY

ln the event of the adrninistrators committing defaults mentioned in

any of the aforesaid clauses, a fine of minimum Rs'1 lakh to

maximum fine of Rs.S lakhs shall be imposed and/or shall be

debarred from holding such positions for a minimum of one year and

a maximum of three Years.

2.
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4e
Regulations for Match Observers

1. All the regulations as provided in this document in respect of

Players/ Team Officials/Managers and the penalties provided

therein in the relevant section is also applicable to the Match

Observers to the extent it is relevant to them in case such

condition is not included in the Regulations applicable to the

Match Observers.

2. Regarding betting and matclr fixing the offences and the

penalties as applicable to the players/team officials shall be

applicable to the Match Observers.

3. Any misconduct on the part of players, team officials and / or

umpire shall be reported to the Board in writing within 7 days.

4. Shall report to the Board, in writing all matters relating to the

pitch and outfield, conditions and the standard of facilities

available to the players, umpires and other persons and / or

authorities as directed by BCCI from time to time within 15

days from the close of the match.

Penalty

In the event of failure to comply with Rule 3 & 4 above, they shall be

debarred from acting as Match Observers for a minimum period of

3 years or as such position for the rest of their life.

7.1
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?Ll
General

1. All fines shall be paid by the perion(s) found to be guilty of a

breach of the Regulations within one calendar month of

written notification being given.

2. Any Player or Team Official fined shall make payment within a

period of 30 days to the Board / affiliated associations who

shall be responsible for fonrtrarding such fines to the BCCI

President as soon as reasonably practicable but in any event

within 31 days of written notification having been given.

lf any Player or Team Otficial fails to pay any fine imposed

upon him within the' prescribed period to the Player's'orTdam

Official's Home Association, BCCI shall ensure that such

persons shall not be entitled to undertake any of their duties in

so far as the same relates to any Test Match, ODI Match or

Tour Matches.

lf there shall be any conflict between the provisions of the

Regulations and the provisions of any Regulations or similar

regulation issued by any other Cricket Authority, the provisions

of this Regulation shall prevail and shall override any such

Regulation.

?

4.

5. All actions for broach of

Regulations, the procedure

the provisions of this

down in 38 -(ll) of the

any of

as laid
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?t
Memorandum and Rules and. Regurations. of the Board as

amended from time to time shall apply.

For any breach of the Regulations as specified in this

Regulations, the President shall, have a right suspend the

player'/a ministrator/manager/ team officiar/umpires during the

pendency of the enquiry proceedings.

l-'t^--' 
^*t-tlltrue typed copy ll
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Sanmitra, AnandPura

Baroda- 390001

J.Y.LELE

Hony. SecretarY

Honorary Secretary' Office

January 2'4' 2001

To,

All Affiliated Units of the

Board of Control for Cricket in India

Dear Sirs,

we are enclosing herewith a copy of 'Minutes of 1-!g J 1'"' -

ANNUALGENERALMEET|NGoftheBoardofContro|forCricketin

India (BCCI) held on 29th september, 2000 at Hotel connemara'

Chennai,aSapprovedbytheChairmanofthemeeting.

We atre also enclosing herewith

Special General Meeting o-f the Board

(BCCI) held on 2dh Novernber, 2000

approved by the Ghairman of the meeting'

Thanking You,

a coPY of the Minutes of the

of Control for Cricket in India

at Taj Bengal, Calcutta, as

Yours sincerelY,

sd/-

J.Y.Lele

Hony. SecretarY

Encl. As above
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Item No. 11

CONSIDERATION 
,OF 

ANY AMENDMENTS TO THE RULE AND
REGULATIONS OF THE BOARD.

The Chairman observed that there was a need to amend the

"Memorandum and Rules and Regulation" in view of the enforcement

of the "Regulation for the Players, Team Officials, Managers, Umpires

and Administrators" as adopted in the Working Committee Meeting

held on 20th August 2000. He appreciated the excellent work done

by the Code of Conduct Committee in drafting the said amendments,

a copy of which was already circulated among the members.

Mr.Dalmiya also suggested minor modifications in the said

amendments, a copy of which was also tabled before the members.

After a detailed discussion, it was decided to amend the

relevant portion Of "'Memorandum and Rules and Regulations" aS

follows and the following resolutions were passed unanimously:

Existing Clause 1 (d) be replaced with the following:

Player : Any person registered with BCCI as player and shall include

any person selected in any squad to represent India in a Test match,

an One Day lnternational or Four Matches.

The following new clauses 1(n), 1(p) & 1(q) be inserted after the

existing Clause 1(m):

Clause

ADMINISTRATOR: An "Administrator" shall mean and include present

and former Presidents, Vice Presidents, Hony. Secretary Hony.

Treasures, Hony. Joint Secretaries of the Board of Control for
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Cricket in

Secretaries

nominated

defined in

Board.

7q
India ( "the Board'), past and present Presidents and

of Members a Affiliated -to BCCI and any person

in any of the sdb Committee appointed by the Board as

the Memorandum and Rules and Regulations of the

Tenrrl OFrtcnl: Any per:son, not being a player, who is employed

/appointed by BCCI, including amongst other team managers,

coaches, doctors and physiotherapists.

RepERee: A person /Committee or such other body who is

empowered to carry out, interalia, the functions prescribed by the

Board in connection with the Regulations of BCCI'

Disciplinary Committee: The Board shall at every Annual General

Meeting appoint a Committee consisting of three persons of whom

the President shall be one of them to inquire into and deal with the

matter relating.to any act of indiscipline or misconduct or violation or

any person appointed or employed by Bccl. The committee shall

have full power and authority to summon any person(s) and call for

any evidence it may deem fit and necessary and make and publish

its decision including imposing penalties if so required, as provided

in the Memorandum and Rules and Regulations.

Existing Clause 3B(1),

following:

3B (a) & (b) be rePlaced with the

MISONDUCT AND PROCEEDURE TO DEAL WITH
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"38 (i) : The Board shall have a power to frame Bye Laws regarding

the discipline and conduct of the players, umpires, team

officials, administrators /referees and selectors and shall have a

power to amend the same from time to time'

38 (ii) ln the event of any complaint being received from any quarter

or based on any report published or circulated or on its own

motion, in the subject mater of any act of indiscipline or

misconduct or violation of any of the Rules or Regulation by any

Player,Umpire,TeamOfficials,selectororanyperson

appointed or employed by BCCI, the President shall refer the

same within 48 hours to a commissioner appointed by the

Board to make a preliminary enquiry'

The commissioner shall forthwith make preliminary inquiry and

callforexp|anationsfromtheconcernedperson(s)andsubmit

hisreporttothePresidentnotlatterthanl5daysfromthedate

of reference being rirade by the President. on receipt of the

report,thePresidentshal|forthwithforwardthesametothe

Disciplinary Committee.

38 (iii) (a) lmmediately on receipt of a Report as contained in clause

38(||)above,theCommitteewou|dca|lfora||particularsand

unlessdecidesthatthereisnoprimafaciecasenodbe

accordinglydropped,commencehearingthesubjectcaseand

comp|etethesameasexpeditiouslyas-possibleand-decidethe

subject issues by providing reasonable opportunity to the
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parties of being heard. None of the parties shall be entitled to

be represented by any Lawyer lf, despite due notice, any party

fails to submit any cause or submits insufficient cause, the

Committee shall after providing reasonable opportunity of

hearing to the parties concerned take appropriate action. In

the event any party. refuses and or fails to appear despite

notice, the Committee shall be at liberty to proceed ex-parte on

the basis of the available records and evidence. The Place of

hearing shall be decided by the Committee from time to time.

The committee shall have the power to impose penalties is

provided in the Regulations for Players, Team Officials,

Managers and Umpi:es of the Board.

b) The decision of the committee shall be final and binding and

shall come into force forthwith on being pfonounced and

delivered".

The follgwing new clauses 38(iv), 38(v), 38(vi) & 38(vii) be

inserted after the existing Clause 38(iii) :

.38 (lv) lf any Member or Associate Member or any Administrator of

the Board commits any act of indiscipline or misconduct or acts

in any manner which may or likely to be detrimental to the

interest of the Board or the game of cricket or endanger the

harmony or affect the reputation or interest of the Board or

refuses or neglects to comply with any of the provisions of the

Memorandum and/or Rules and Regulations of {he Board
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and/or the Rules of conduct framed by the Board, the Hony'

SecretaryoftheBoard,onreceiptofanycomplaintshall'in

consullation with the President, forthwith issue show cause

NoticecallingForexplanationandonreceiptofthesameand

ior in case of no cause or insufficient cause being shown' shall

refer the same to the committee. The committee shall after

providingopportunityofhearingtothepartiesconcernedsha||

submit its findings to the Board. The Board shall at the special

GeneralMeetingspecia||yconvenedtakeappropriatedecision

bymajorityof2/3,dmemberspresentandvotingatthes,aio

meetings.

3B(V)AnyMember,AssociateMember'Administrator'Player'

Umpire,Teamofficia|,RefereeortheSe|ectorbeing.found

gui|tyandexpelledbytheBoard,sha|lforfeitalltheirrightsand

privilegesasMember'AssociateMember'Administrator'

Player,UmpireTeamOtficial'Referee'selectorasthecase

rnaybe'|nthecaseofanyAdministrator,Player,Umpire,

Team 6ffiai"l, Referee or the selector, he shall not, in future,

beentitledtoholdanypositionorofficeorbeadmittedinany

committeeofanymemberorassociatememberoldieBoard.

3g (vl) A Member or Associate Member or an Administrator expelled

fi'lay, on application made after expiry of three years since

expu|sion,bere.admittedbytheBoardprovidedthesameis

accepted at a General Body Meeting by U3'd of members

present and voting, for re-admission'
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38 (Vll) Pending inquiry and proceeding into complaints or charges

or misconduct or any act of Indiscipline or violation of any Rules

& Regulation, the concerned Member, Associate Member,

Administrator, Player, Umpire, Team official, Referee or the

selector (including "the privileges, and benefits such as

Subsidies to the Member or Associate Member ) may be

suspended by the President from participating in any of the

affairs of the Board until final adjudication. However, the

adjudication should be completed within six months".

chairman informed the house about the need to constitute the

Disciplinary Committee to take all necessary action and to conduct

appropriate enquiries against players, team officials" administrators

etc. as per ti|e ru|es prescribed under the ,.Memorandum and Rules

and Regulations of BCCI". Thereafter it was decided to constitute a

Disciplinary committee consisting of The President' and two Vice

presidents as determined by the President from time to time'

Accordingly, President constituted the committee consisting of

President(Chairman),Mr'Kama|MororkaandMr.K.M.RamPrasad

as Members and the Hony' Secretary as its Convenor'

lrgvr No.12

CONSIDERATION OF ANY MOTION GIVEN BY A MEMBER 21 DAYS

BEFORE THE ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING'

before the Annual General

transacted under this item.

Meeting and ar

''

lt6,--- **

The House noted that no motion is given bV*nY=.Tember 21 day's
;tr*ii,ri-,.,i, 

.

such no ou3 "

lltrue,UT_O coPY ll
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lmportant Decisions taken in working Commiftee

Indian Premier League

Working committee

approve.d the launch of

of the Board.

at its meeting on 13th September 2007

Indian Premier League under the auspices

The Indian Premier League would be run by a Committee constituted

by the General Body and will be called the IPL Governing council'

The members of the Governing Council shall have a term of 5 years'

lmportant decisions regar:ding IPL are -

. The Governing Council of IPL would consist of-

Mr.LalitModi(Chairman),M.A'K.Pataudi,SunilGavaskar,Ravi

Shastri, LS. Bindra, Arun Jaitley, Chiniyu Amin' Rajeev Shukla'

office Beaiers of BCCI will be ex- officio members of the council'

r IPL will have a separate Bank Account to be operated by the

Hony. Treasurer BCCI.

iiri'*
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; \ . The Annual Account of IPL will be integrated in the BCCI books

of accounts.

. IPL will have its separate office at Cricket Centre, Mumbai.

of accounts.

National Gricket Academy Revamped

. The National Cricket AcademY

inception will have a Permanent

first time since its

of qualified technical

$cience.

and Mental

lndian Team

retained as

for the

set up

Indian Team SuPPort $taff

.Mr.GaryKirstanwasappointedasCoachofthelndianteam

from 1"t March 2008 to APrit, 2010'

support

Mr. Dev Whatmore- Director Cricket Operations'

Mr. Paul Chapmari -Trainer.

Mr. Paul Glose- PhYsiotheraPis

Dr. Kinjal Suratwala Head- Coach Educator & Sports

B. Arun Head- Pace Borniling Unit.

. Mr. Paddy Upton was appointed as Fhysical

conditioning and strategic Leadership coach of the

for the period 1*t March 2008 to April 2A1A'

. Mr. Venkatesh Prasad and Mr. Robin Singh are

Bowing Coach and Fielding Coach respectively'
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o Mr. John Gloster and Mr. Greg King have opted not to continue

as Physio and Trainer after their 3 year contract ended. Mr. Nitin

Patel has been appointed as the Physiotherapist till April 2009'

Higher Infrastructure Grants to Affiliated Units.

Infrastructure subsidy given to affiliated units was raised from Rs.25

crores to Rs.50 crores in order to help them to buy land, revamp

their stadium, build indoor cricket academy and help to develop

grounds in their jurisdiction particularly schools/ colleges'

Archives Centre and IPL office on 4th floor of Cricket Centre'

IPL office on the +'h

Rs.15 crores.

Itinerary for Tours till April 2009

lndia Tour to Australia

December 2007 to March 2008

lndia u-19 tour to south Africa Tri series in Decem ber 2A07

India U-19 tour to MalaYsia ICC

U-19 World CuP lN February 2008

South Africa tour to India

Marc/"APril 2008

Tri- Series Bangalesh

8th June- 14th June 2008

Asia Cup in Pakistan

It was decided to have the BCCI Archive and

floor of Cricket Centre. BCCI would pay MCA
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1 INTRODUCTION

1.1 The Board of Control for Cricket in India ("BCCI") is a society

registered under The Tamil Nadu Societies Registration Act, 1975

and has its head office at Cricket Centre Wankhede Stadium, Mumbai

-40020, India, A separate Sub Committee unit of BCC has been set

up known as lndian Premier League ("lPL") to establish and oversee

the operation of a domestic Twenty20 cricket competition in lndia arrd,

if appropriate (sec below), elsewhere in the world (the "League"). IPL

is not a separate legal entity but forms part of BCCI and is managed

by a separate Governing Council which reports to BCCI. This

document constitutes an invitation to tender to any person who

wishes to own and operate a Team. In this document a "Team" shall

mean a tearn which participates in the League. "Franchise" shall

mean the business of the operation of the Team and "Franchisee"

shall mean the person who has been awarded the right to operate a

Franchise as a result of having made a successful Bid.

1.2 The League will initially comprise eight teams which will play each

other (both home and away) during the curse of each season

culminating in two semi-final matches involving the four best placed

teams with the winners of such semi-finals then playing in a grand

final (such matches being together the "Play-Off Matches")' The

number of teams in the League may increase or decrease as

described below. An example of how the Leagues Matches may be

co-ordinated is set out in Schedule 5 (although this League Match
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{q
schedule is indicative only and is not final). lt is the intention that the

Franchisee whose successful Bid includes the second highest overall

Franchise'Fee (as defined below) shall be entitled to host the first

Match in 2008. Each Team will be selected from a squad of no less

than 16 players and further details relating to the requirements for

each such squad are set out below.

The Season will, in respect of the League, last approximately six

weeks during April and May in each year (although the period during

which each Season takes place may be subject to change). The

detailed rules relating to the regulation to the regulation of Matcl-.res

will be published shortly. In any year when a Champions Tournament

(as defined below) is organised (which is not guaranteed to occur in

any year) then the winner and runner up of the League in such year

shall be entitled to participate but no rights to be gran-tgd- to

Franchisees as contemplated by: this ITT relate to the Champions

Tournament.

Whilst no more than one Franchise will be awarded per Bidder,

Bioders may Bid for a Franchise in up to eight locations as

contemplated by Section 9 below.

IPL requires Bidders to be avaitabte in Mumbai on Friday 18th and

Saturday 19th January 2008 for the purpose of the award of

Franchises. After the award of the Franchises the Franchisees will,

on a date to be announced in due course, then be invited to take part

in an auction for the various players who are available for the Teams

as summarised in Section 10 below.

1.6 The words and expressions defined in Schedule I shall have the

meaning set out in this ITT unless the context squires otherwise.

Indian Premier League Rights Tender

1.4

1.5

**t

q

| "'t'-'t'' 
!'""-LJ-*v (wa-t"Pl



THE BOARD OF CONTROL FOR

pru*{
CRICKET\ I

BOARD OF

CONTROL

FOR CRICKET

IN INDIA

Memorandum

And

Rules and Regulations

(Revised as on 16.12.2007)

89



{
t'-.

4
L

TVIEMORANDUM OF ASSOCIATION

The name of the Association is .THE BOARD OF CONTROL FOR

CRICKET lN lNDlA" and it shall here after be referred to as the

Board.

2. The objects of the Board are:

(a) To control the game of cricket in India and give its decision

all matters including women's cricket which may be referred

it by any member association in lndia;

(b) To encourage the formation of State, Regional or other-Cricket'

Associations and the organization of lnter-State and other

Tournaments;

(c) To arrange, control, regulate and if necessary finance visits of

Teams that are Members of the International Cricket Council

and teams of other Countries in India;

(d) To arrange, control, regulate and finance visits of an Indian

Cricket Team to tour countries that are Members of the

International Cricket Council or elsewhere. in conjunction with

the bodies governirrg cricket in the countries to be visited;

on

to
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(e) To promote the game throughout lndia by organizing coaching

schemes, establishing coaching academies, holding

tournaments, exhibition matches, Test Matches, ODI's.

Twentyl2O, any other matches and by any other manner;

(f) To foster the spirit of sportsmanship and the ideals o cricket

amongst school, college and university students and others and

educate them in the same;

(g) To frame the Laws of Cricket in India and to make alteration,

amendments or addition to the laws of cricket in India whenever

desirable or necessary;

(h) To appoint Trustees in whom shall vest immovable properties

and funds of the Board as may be entrusted to them from time

to time,

(i) To sell, manage, mortgage, lease, exchange, dispose of or

otherur,rise deal with all or any property of the Board;

0) To collect funds and wherever necessary borrow with or without

security and to purchase, redeem or pay off any such

securities:

(k) To carry on any other activity which may seem to the Board

capable of being conveniently carried on in connection with the

above, or calculated directly or indirectly to enhance the value
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of, or rendar profitable any of the properties or rights of the

Board.

(l) To donate such sum or sums for (i) such causes as would be

deemed fit by the Board conducive to the promotion of the

game of Cricket, (ii) the benefit of cricketer or his widow or

children by introducing benevolent fund scheme subject to the

rules and regulations of the BCCI or other benefit schemes, as

the Board may deenl fit, (iii) any other person who has served

cricket or his widow or his children as the Board may consid,er

fit. (iv) to award sponsorship to sports person in games other

than cricket for development of their individual skills' (v) to

donate to anY charitable cause.

(m) To organize

Funds;

matchesinaidofPublicCharitiesandRe|ief

(n) To lay out any g.round for playing the game and for other

purposesandtoprovidepavilion,canteenandother

conveniences and amenities in connection therewith;

(o) To impart physical education through the medium of cricket and

take all steps to assist the citizens to develop their physique;

(i) To acquire movable and immovable property and to

app|yboththecapitalandincomethereofandthe

(p)

{t I
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proceeds of the sale or mortgage thereof, for or towards,

all or any of the objects of the Board;

(ii) To appoint Committees, from time to time to organize .

matches for the achievement or the objects of the Board

and to utilise the net proceeds thereof towards the

implementation of ihe objects set out herein;

(q) To introduce a scheme of professionalism and to implement the

same;

(r) To take such action as may be necessary to coordinate the

activities of affiliated associations institutions and their

members in relation to the Board and amongst themselves; '-

(s) To select teams to represent lndia in Test Matches, one Day

lnternational and Twenty/2o matches played in lndia or abroad,

and to select such other teams as the Board may decide from

time to time.

(t) To start or sponsor andior to subscribe to funds or stage a

match for the benefit of the cricketers or persons who may have

rendered service to the game of cricket or for their families or to

donate towards the development or promotion of the game;

(u) To appoint Manager andior other officials of Indian Teams;

?1



(v)

(w)

(x)

qt
To appoint India's representative or representatives on the

International Cricket Conferenqe and other Conferences,

Seminars, connected with the game of Cricket;

To employ, appoint executive secretaries Administrative officer

".nd 
assistant secretaries, clerks, managers, coaches,

professional cricketers, Umpires, scorers, statisticians,

groundSmen, peons, Servants and Other Service personal and

staff and to pay to them and other persons in return for their

services rendered to the Board, salaries, wages, gratuitibs,

pensions, honorariums, ex-gratia payments and/or provident

fund and to remove or dismiss such employees;

To start and maintain a library of books, museum, periodicals

on sports in general and cricket in particular and to start

journals or journals on cricket;

(v) Generally to do all such other acts and things as may seem to

the board to be convenient and/or conducive to the carrying out

the objects of the Board;

The income, funds and properties of the Board, however acqulred,

shall be utilized and applied solely for the promotion of the objects of

the Board as set forth above to aid and assist financially or otherwise

and to promote, encourage, advance and develop and generally to

assist the game of cricket or any other sport throughout India.

5Z
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The Board shall not be dissolv,ed u,nless the dissolution is decided

upon by a resolution passed at a General Meeting of the Board

convened for the purpose, by a majority ol 3l4th of the Members

present and entitled to vote. The quorum for such meeting shall be

213'd af the members who have a r:ight to vote. ln the case of

dissolution of the Board, if there shall remain after satisfaction of all

clebts and liabitities, any property whatsoever, it shall be given or

transf€rred to some other institution or institutions having objects

similar to those of the Board and not running for profit.

lu* U*a.* f"kw
lltrue typed copyll
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Cricket Association of Benqal

Cricket Club of India

Delhi & District Cricket Association

Goa Cricket Association

Gujarat Cricket Association

Haryana Cricket As,sociation

Himachal Pradesh Cricket Association

Hyderabad Cricket Association

13 Jammu & Kashmir Cricket Association

Jharkhand State Cricket Association

tu.

11.

12.

16.

17.

18.

21.

22.

zJ.

24.

25.

26.

Karnataka State Cricket Association

Kerala Cricket Association

Madhya Pradesh Cricket Association

Maharashtra Cricket Association

Murnbai Cricket Association

National Cricket Cln:b

Orissa Cricket Association

Punjab Crir:ket Association

Railwery Sports Prorn,otion Br:ard

Rajasthan Cricket Association

Saurashtra C ricket Associatir:n

Services Snorts Control Board

40



27.

<tl

28.

29.

Tamil Nadu Cricket Association

Tripura Cricket Association

Uttar Pradesh Cricket Association

Vidarbha Cricket Association

Associate Members:

Sikkim Cricket Association

Manipur Cricket Association

[0

to the Board as a Full Metnber or as

anY State within the territorY

approved bY the Board" as

I

There shall be no direct affiliation

an Associate lVlember

Associa'.e Member:

The Central controll;ng trody for"cricket irr

of lndia other than union terr"itt-lry and

Associate Member'

(iv) Affiliate Member:

Any State within lndia which is

Associate Membet other than

Affiliate t\/lember

Jurisdiction:

The territorial jurisdiction

Member classified under

of Member, Associate

3(a) (ii) (iii) and (iv) shall

41

Member or Afiiliate

ordinarilY mean tire

not covered bY

union territorY

either Full Member or

maY be admitted as

/h\



ADMISSION FEE AND SUBSCRIPTION:

Every Full Member shall pay a subscription of Rs.500/- per

annum.

administrative area ol

assigned to anY memuer

l# w

the approPriate

by the Board

State or region or area

Member shall pay an admission fee of

election and subscription of Rs'250/- per

Membei'shall pay an admission fee of Rs'1000/-

and subscription of Rs.250l- per annum

I

(ii) Every Associate

Rs.1,000/- uPon

annum.

Every'Affiliate

upon election

VOTE,ANNUALSUBSCR|PTION,ACcoUNTSoFToURNAMEN.|S:

EveryFu|lMemberandChairmanofmeetingshallhavecne

vote'AnAssociateMemberorAffi|iate..Membersha|lbe

e|igib|etoattenc|andparticipateinthemeetingsoftheBoard

bu|.shal|havenoVote,norsha||hebee|igibletobeeIectedas

a member of the working committee or as an office-bearer or

Vice Presiclent of the Board'

The Annuai Subscription shall be payable on or before 1'' May

eachyear.otherduesasappearinginthebooksofaccottnts

of the Board shall also be Pa)'able before 1'' May each year

No member shall have the right to vote at the Annual r:r special

General i/leeting of the Board or to be elected to a comnrittee

(il)

A')



wY

unless his subscription for the year and other dues as referrecl

to herein above have been received by the Board 15 days prior

to the Annual General Meeting, provided that a notice has been

given to such rnernber before 31't Jury to pay the Annual

Subscription and the other dues.

A member or an Associate Member or Affiliate Member

required under the Rules of the tournament or under the

resolutions or decision of the Boarcl or wprking committee

failing to surbmit the accounts or the statements connectec with

accounts of anyr tournament, match or otherwise within the

period stipulated thereunder, shall not be entifled to vote at a

meeting provided that a notice in writing for submission of such

accounts and statements has been given before 31't Jrily of

that year and suclr accounts and statements are not srrbmittecl

with 15 days after the receipt of the notice.

(i'v) A member or an Associate Member or Affiriate Member who

has failed to pay the Annural subscription, other dues or rras

failed to subrr:it acr;ounts or staternents required respectively

under R.ules 5 (ii) aiird (iii) even on the date of the Annual or

special General Meeting shall be' given a notice In writing

calling upon such Member/,Associate Member/Affiliate Member

to pay such amount within ihree months. lf after the period cf

three months after receipt of such notice the Member/Associate

Member/Affiliate Mennber fails to pav the amount of Annual

subscription and other dues or fails to submit accounts and

I
I

t
t
t

(iii )
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statements such a Menrber or Associate Member or Affiliate

Member shall cease to be a Member or Associate Member or

Affiliate Member of the Board forth with. The Board shall have

the right to recover tl're'annount from such Member or Associate

Member or Affiliate Member notwithstanding termination bf

such membershiP.

(v) Notwitlrstanding anything contained in Rules 5 (ii) and (iii)

above nothing shall prevent the General Body from permitting a

Member to vote at the Annual or Special General Meeting or

extending time for payments of dues or submitting of accounts

and statements beyond the period referred to in clause (iv)

above.

6. (A) PROCEDURE FOR PROMOTION

FULL MEMBER

An Associate Member

fulfillment of the following

OF AN ,\SSOCIATE MEMBER 
'IO A

as a Full Member onmay be Promoted

conditions:

(i) lf the said member is an Associate Member for a continuous

period of five cricketing seasons, and

(ii) Such a member satisfies the Board that

jurisdiction has reached a standard justifying

the National Tourtrament of Ranji Trophy'

receipt of an application from an "Associate"

the game in its

its particiPation in

The Board, 0n

Member for being
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6 (B)

promoted to -Full,, Membership, sha|l appoint at a Gener.a| Body

Meeting, a special committee which will go into the merits of

the case and make recommendations to the Board, ''vhich tlre

BoardshallconsideratitsnextGeneraIBodyMeetrng.Ihe

recommendations of the special committee for the promotion

shall be accepted if it is passed by 3/4il' majority of members

presentandvoting'TheBoardmayrejectanyappIicationfor

promotion v,iithout assigning any reasons therefore'

PROCEDUREFoRADM|SSIONASANAFF|L|ATEMEMBERUNDER

RULE 3 (lv)AND PROMOTTON AS AN ASSOCIATE MEMBER

TheCentralContrc||ingBodyforcricketinanystatewitttintlre

territoryofIndiaotherthan.unionterritorywblqtrisnotcovered

by a Full Member or Associate Member' desirous of being

admitted as a AlTiliate ltlember shall submit an application to

the secretary for affiliation arong with a copy of its Rule and

Regulations,itslistsofmembersmentioningtheareasor

regions over which it exercises jurisciiction' The application

shat|beconsideredbytheBoardataGenera|BodyMeeting

and the applicant shall be admitted as a Affiliate Member rt 314t'

ofthemajorityofthememberspresentataGeneralBody

Meetinganoentitledtorlotesociecide.TheBoardnrayreject

any application for mernbenship without assigning any reason'

(i)

Atr,
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(ii) PROMOTION OF AN AFT:IL|ATE MEMBI:R AS A.N ASSOCIATI MEIVIBER

An Affiliate Member may be promoted as.an Associate Membrer on

fulfillment of the following conditions:

(a) An hffiliate Member has been on the roll for a continuous perlod

of 5 years.

(b) suclr a member satisfies the Board that the game and

infrastructure facilities in its jrrrisdiction has reached a standard

justifying its participation in the Junior National Tournament

The Board, on receipt of an application from an Affiliate

Member for being promoted to Associate Member, shall appoint

at its Annual General Body Meeting a special committee which

will go into the merits of the case and make recommendations

to the Board, which the Board shall consider at its next General

Body Meeting. The recommendations of the special committee

for the promotion shall be accepted if it is passed by 3/4th

majorityofmemberspresentandvotingTheBoardmayreject

anyapp|icationforpromotionwithoutassigninganyreasons

therefore.

7
I. COMPOSITION OF THE

(i) The Board shall be

BOARD:

comprised of

(a) President

(b) Five Vice-Presidents, one from each zone
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(d)

(e)

An Honorary $ecretary

An Honorary Joint Secretary

An Honorary Treasurer

A Member, Associate Member and an Affiliate Member shall be

entitled to have one representative on the Board. A

representative may be changed at any tinre by the Member,

Associate Member or Affiriate Member concered, provided that

due intimation of such a change is given in writing to the Hon.

secretary. A person shail not at a time represent more than

one affiliated member.

(iii) A Member, Associate Member or an Affiliate Member shall

inform annually to-ilre Board the names of its office.Bearers

and the members of their Executive Committee and the tenure

during which they shalr remain as office-Bearers and members

of the Executive committee, and shall send the Audited

statement of Accounts and the Balance sheet to the Board. ln

case of a Member, Associate Member, Affiliate Member failinq

--*'to"submit Audited 'statement of Accounts and the Balance

sheet, the Board rnay take such action against the N/ember or

Associate Member, Affiliate Member as it deems fit.

POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE BOARD

In addition to and without prejudice to the generality of powers

conferred directly or by necessary implication under these Rules ano

(ii )

X
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regulations and the

exercise-the Powers

{tv
Memorandum of Association, the Board shall

and perform the duties hereafte'r--r"aentioned :

(a) To grant affiliations as provided in the Rules or to disaffiliate

Members on disciplinary grouncls provided that in case a

Member'AssociateMemberorAffi|iateMemberistobe

disaffiliated 3/4th of the Members present and voting at the

Annua|oraSpecialGeneraIMeeting,aSthecasemaybe.with

this specific item on the Agenda, vote for such disaffi|iation.

To arrange, contro| and regulate visits of foreign cricket teams

to lnclia and visits of lndian teams to foreign countries and to

setile the terms cln vrhich such visits shall be conducted'

To lay down conditions on whicl'r lrrdian players shall take part

in a tour to anv foreign country and by which such players shqll

be governed, including terms of paymenis to such players'

Toframebye-lawsand|aydownconditionsinc|udingthoseof

trave|'accommodationandallowanceunderwhichlndian

playersshalltakepartinCricketTournaments/Matchesor

exhibition, festival and charity matches organized by the Board

orbyaMemberUndertl.reauthorityoftheBoardinthecOUrse

of a visit or tour of a foreign Cricket team in India'

(b)

(d)

(e) To arrange,

the National

control and make rules,

ChamPionshiP for lrani

regulations or bYe-laws for

TrophY, Ranji TroPhY, ViiaY
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HazareTrophy,!]eodirarTrophy'CKNayuduTrophy'Coocit

Behar Trophy, Vijay Merchant Trophy' Polly Umrigar Troplry

andMushtaqA|il.rophy,Twenty2oorforUniversity,schoolsor

otherTournamentsorforanyExhibitionmatcheshietween

MenrberandMemllerandiorbetweentheseveralUniversities

in India, including rules, regulations and bye-laws in respect of

travel, accommodation, allowances to be paid to players

particiPating in sucfr matches'

(f) To permit, under

pernrit anv visit,

lndia.

conditions laid down

by a team of PlaYers

by the Board or refttse to

to a foreign countrY or to

(g) To frame the Laws of Cricket in lndia and to

amendnnents or additions to the Laws of

whenever desirable or necessarY'

To make bye-taws generally for the management

of the Board.

make alteration,

Cricket in India

of the affairs
(h)

(i) Topurchase,sell,lease'manageand/ormortgage''excnange

and/or othenruise dispose off immovable property wheresoever

situated, in order to promote the objects of the Board' except

those entrusted to the Trustees'
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To lay out any ground for playing the game and for other

purposes and to provide pavilion' canteen and other

conveniences and amenities in connection therewith'

Tocol|ectfundsanclwherevernecessaryborrowwithorwithout

security for purpose of the Board and to raise loans with or

without security and to purchase' redeem or pay off any such

securitY,

(|)TostartorSponsorand/ortosubscribetofundsorstagea

matchforthebenefitofcricketersorpersonswhomayhave

renderedservicetothegameofcricketorfortheirfamiliesorto

donate for the deveropment or promotion of the game and to be

regu|atedbybyelarllsfranredinthisregardfronrtimetotime'

(k)

(m) To appoint Board's representative

lnternational Cricket Council' Asian

conference.

or rePresentative orr t,h'

Cricket Council or similar

against a PlaYer, match official'

Board.

To take disciPlirrarY action

admtnistrator, tnember of the

(n)

(o)

(p)

Toappointmanagerand/orotherofficialsoflndianteams'

ToempIoy,apprrintExecutiveSecretaries,Administrative

OfficersandProfessionalCricketers'Umpires'Scorers'

Statisticians,Groundsmen,Peons,servantsandotherservice

qn
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personal and staff and to pay to them and other

return for their services rendered to the Board, salari

^""' 'r'+i^^ ;cins, hortorariuttts, cotllpctlsatiorlsVlcltUltlU), pUll)l

gratia payment and/or provident fund and to remove

such employees;

To start and maintain a library of books, periodicals on Sports in

general arC Cricket in particular and tcl publish journal or other

books.

To co-ordinato activities of the affiliated Associations anci to

mediate in clisfrutes' between the Members and/or Associate

Members of the Board.

To delegate to the Working Committee, all or any of the powers

enumerateci in (b), (c), (d), (e), (f), (g), (h), (l), (p), (q) and (i)

and to alsc delegate to the Working Committee the specified

ancl restrictive powers witl'r respect to (k).

(t) Generally to do all such other acts and things as may appear to

the Board to be expedient, convenient and/or conducive to the

carrying out of the objects of the Board.

9. POWER AND COI.ITROL OVER PLAYERS, SUPPORT STAFF, UMPIRES
AND MATCH OTTICIRLS

The Board snatl have jurisdiction and control over a player, support

staff, umpires and match officials within the jurisdiction of a Member

rt
norqnnc tn

, any cx-

or dismiss

(q)

(r)

\b/
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10.

or an Associate Member or Affiliate Member. A player playing cricket

under the aegls of a Mernber or an Associate Member or Affiliate

Member shall be deemed ipso facto to submit to the jurisdiction of the

Board.

CONDUCT OF PLAYERS:

The Board shali have the power to call into question the conduct of

any player within its jurisdiction and may take such disciplinary action

againsttheplayerastheBoardmaydeemfit'TheBoard'sdecision

shall be final.

ENOU|RYINTOCONDUCToFPLAYERS,MATCHOFFIC|AL,

ADMINISTRATOR:

tntheeventoftheBoarcjenquiringintotheconductofaPlayer,

Match officia|s, Admirnistrator, Members of Board, the Board shaIl

proceed in the manner prescribed in Rule 32'

WORK|NGCOMM|TTEE(coMPoS|T|oN,POWERSANDDUT|ES)

TheaffairsoftheBoardshal|bemanagedbyaWorkingCommittee

consisting of:

The President,

The Hon. SecretarY

The l-lon. Joint SecretarY

The Hon. Treasurer

Representatives of (1) Mrumbai cricket Association (2) Tamil

Nadu cricket Ass,cciation, (3) cricket Association of Bengai, (4)

AAtt.

12

\ai

(b)
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Delhi and District Cricket Association, (5) Uttar

Association shall be permanent members

Committee.

lf an Association who has been allotted a Test Match and after

a period of two years is on the normal rotation the following

y€ar, the association will continue to be a member of the

Working Conrmittee. However, if the normal rotattorr rnerges

with the two years period for having been allotted a l-est match'

then the Assr:ciation concerned will have to wait and get

elected on principle of rotation in the respective zone.

From amongst the remaining members, one representative of a

Member from each of the five zones viz., (i) North, (ii) East, (iir)

Central,(iv)Southand(v)\/Vest,tobee|ectedonprincip|eof

rotation in the resPective zones'

(d) The meeting itt each zone

by lhe Hon: SecretarY of

rotation.

Vice Presidents maY attend

but will have no voting rights

otr thre Working Committee.

for all purposes shall be convened

the Test Centres in the zone bY

and take Part in the deliberations

unless theY rePresent the Member

(e)
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POWERS AND DUTIES OF THE WORKING COMMITTEE:

TheWorkingCommitteeshallhaveal|thepowersoftheBoard

andauthorityanddiscretiontodoallactsandthingsexcept

such acts as by these rules or statute expressly directed or

required to be done by a General Meeting of the Board' but

exerciseofsuchpowers,authoritiesanddiscretionshal|be

subject to the control and regulation of any General Meeting

specially convened for the purpose provided that no such

regulations shall invalidate any prior act of the Working

Committeewhichwouldhavebeenvalid,ifsuchregulationhas

not been nade'

(a)

(b) For the Purpose of the Societies

Governing BodY of the Board shall

The Working Committee shall

shall conduct Proceedings in

maY from time to time decide'

Registration Act,tBOO' the

be the Working Commiitee'

meet at such time and Place anc

such manner as the President
(c)

(d) ASpecialMeetingoftheWorkingCommitteemaybeconvened

at any time by the President and shall be convened on a

requisition to that effect being rnade in writing by not less tftan

fivemembersoftheCommittee.Anysuchrequisitionshall

express the object of the meeting proposed to be called and

shall be sent to the Hony' Secretary'
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Fourteen ciays clear notice of the Meeting of the Working

Committee together with the Agenda shall be given to the

members of the Working Committee. For a Special Meeting of

the Working Committee convened for purposes stated in (d)

above, seven days clear notice shall be given.

(g)

An Emergent meeting of the Workirrg Committee n"tay be

convened with 3 davs notice

(ll Until otherwise decided Five members shall -r-r a QLJorUr-rl

The President or in his absence a member elected by those

present at the meeting shall be the Chairman, In the event of an

equality of votes, the Chairman shall have a casting vote.

A resolution in writing signed and agreed to by all members of

the Working Committee shall be as valid and effective as if"it

had been passed at a meeting of the Working Committee. Such

a resolution shall be. ratified at the next meetirre of the

Committee.

The Hon, Secretary' shrall keep the minutes of ever)' Meeting in

a book which shall oe signed by the Chairman when approved

Notice of the nreetings o1' the Working Committee and the

minutes shajl be sent to all affiliated rnembers who may subrnit

their opinions in writing [n respect of any business to be

transacted at the meeting or transacted at the meeting.

(h)

q(
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subject to condiiions laid ciown by the Board' the working committee

may permit or ,"efuse to perrnit a visit by a team of a Mentber or a

team sponsored by a Merrber to a foreign country or to India'

The Working Committee shall also have power:

(a) To control, expand and regulate the finances of the Board.

(b) To institute or defend any action or

the tsoard or against anY Office-

Board.

To fill in the casual vacancy

occurs.

actions at Law for or against

Bearer or emPloYee of tne

of Auditor or Auditors whenever it
(c)

(d) TomediateanddecidedisputesbetweenMembersandmatters

referred to it bY a Member.

Todoa|lactsandthingsnecessaryandexpedienttocarryout

the objects of the Board and not herein expressly speiified'

The Working Committee shall have further powers as unoer:

To arrange control and regulate visits of foreign cricket teams to

India and visits of lndian teams to foreign 
"ou:lt:*: 

and to settle

the terms on which such visits shall be conducted'

(e)

(a)



(b)

11/ |

To lay down conditions on which Indian Plavers shall take part

in a tour to any foreign country and by which such prayers shall

be governed, including terms of payments to such players.

To frame bye*laws and lay down conditions including those of

travel, accomnrodatiorr and allowarrces uncjer wlrrclr lrrcliarr

Players shall take part in cricket tournaments/ nratches or

Exhibition, Festival and Charity rnatches organized by ilre

Board or by a Mernber under the authority of the Board irr tlre

course of a visit or tour of a foreign cricket team to India.

To arrange control and make rules, regulations or bye-laws for

the National Championship of India for the Ranji Trophv

matches or for Universitv. Schools or other tournaments or for

any Exhibition matches betw,een member and member and / or

between the several Universities in India including rulbs,

regulations and bye-laws in respect of travel, accommodatiorr,

allowances to be paid to players participating in Such matches"

To permit, under conditions laid down by the Board, or refuse

permit any visit by a team of players to a foreign country or

India.

To frame the Laws of Cricket in India and to make alteration,

arnendment or addition to the Laws of Cricket in lndia whenever

desirable or necessarv.

(d)

(e) Ia.}

to

(f)

57



and

and

(r/ To start

general

books.

{v}
maintain a library of boclks, periodicals on sports in

cricket in particular and to publish journal or other

1?

(m) To co-ordinate activities of the affiliated Associations arrd to

mediate in disputes between the Member and lor Associate

lVlermber of the Board.

POWERS AND DUTIES OF OFFICE - BEARERS:

(a) THE PRESIDENT:

(i) The President shall preside at all meetings of the Board and of

the Working Committee. The President shall exercise

superintendence over the Office- Bearers in the discharge of

their duties generally and particularly in accordanc.e with any

general or special direction of the Board or the Working

Committee. The President shall also exercise such functions

and duties as may be empowered on him personally by the

Board or by the Working Committee.

(ir) ln the event of a-vacancy'occurring c'f an Of"fice- bearer, Vice-

President, Chairman or member of the standing committee or

. other committees by reason of death or by his being adjudged

insolvent or by his being convicted of a criminal offence

involving moral turpitude or by resignation, the President shall

fill up such a vacancy ano the person so appointed shall hold

office till the followirrg Annual General Meeting.
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The President shall

any misconduct on

down in Rule No.32.

have the power to

the part of players

take aetion in case of

as stipulated and laid

(iv) The President shall approve the

selected by ths selection Committee

composition of a teanr,

THE SECRETARY:

The Secretary shall:

i) Keep and maintain the rninutes of Annual General, special

General Meetings of the Board, Meetings of the working

committee and rlommittees appointed by the Board in

appropriate books and shall cause them to be property anci

correctly recorded and contfirmed.

ii) carry orr all correspondence ln the name of the Board save as

othenvise directed by the president or the working comrnittee.

(b)

iii) Be in charge of all correspondence and

including that of all Committees or such

entrusted to his care by the Boar.d,

records of the Board

properties as rnay be

iv) cor:vene the Annual Generar Meeting, the special General

Meeting, Meeting of the working committee rryith the

concurrence of the President. He may also convene meetinqsI

I

I

1
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IIE IJ theof any other Committee, Sub-Committee of

convenor.

v) Circulate to all Members of the Board statement of accoLrnts

prepared by the Treasurer.

vi) Be an ex-officio Member of all Committees except the Selection

Committee.

vii) Convene and attend the meetings of the Selection Committee,

but shall not be entitled to take part in deliberations of the

Selection Commi{tee nor shalJ he be entitJed to vote. However,

he shall be entitled to convey to the Selection Committee the

views of the Board.

viii) Have the power to delegate any work to the Honorary Joint

Secretary.

Exercise, as Chief Executive of the Board, general control over

all matters regarding the Board and over all employees of the

Board subject to general or special direction of the Board or the

Working Committee.

x) Have the power to sign the letters of appointment, dismissal or

termination of the enrployees.

ol



xi) Have .power to delegate any work to any

Board.

I
il

b

of the

(c) THE HONORARY JOINT SECRETARY:

The Honorary Joint Secretary shall:

i)_.__ Conveng and keep nninutes of the sub-committees that may be

placed in his charge at the Annual General Meeting or by the

Honorary SecretarY.

ii) Assist the Hon. Secr.etary in all mattets pertaining to the affairs

of the Board.

fb
employ"ee

(d) THE HONORARY TREASURER:

The Honorary Treasurer shall:

i) Receive all subscriptions and donations and the

or receivable bY the Board;

monies and /

ii) Make payments and incur expenditure out of the funds of the

Board in accorclance with the decisions of the Board. the

Working Committee or any other Stib-Committee appointed by

the Board:

iii) Keep accounts of all monies received and expended by the

Board, in respect of assets, credits and l,iabilities of the Bo.ard;

iv) Prepare statement of accounts;

oz
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v) a) Place before the Working Comnittee:

i) Proforma Annual Balance Sheet;

ii) Proforma Statement of Accounts of the Board:

iii) Annual Budget

b) Place before the Anr.lual General Meeting duly audited:

i) Annual Balance Sheet

ii) Statement of Accourrts of the Board,

vi) lnvest and/or disburse the funds of the board, to withdravy

any or all the existing fixed deposits before the date of

maturity in acco.rdance with any general or special

directions of the Board or the Working Committee;

Prepare budgets to be presented at the Annual Generbl

Meeting, Spe-cial General Meeting and Working

Committee Meeting

ADMINISTRATION:

Mumbai shall be the admin,istrative headquarters wh.ere the

office of the Board shall be permanently situated. it shatt be

Central Secretariat of the Board.

ii) The affairs of the Boar,d shal! be condr.lcted by the Board and

in the name of the Board, day to day management shall be

vii)

14.
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to any general and/or

The bankers to the Board shall be appointed by the Working

Committee and may be changed from time to time, as the

Board'may deem expedient. The bank account of tlre Board

shall be operated by the Honorary Treasurer and in his

absence bv the President.

ELECTION OF OFFICE.BEARERS AND VICE-PRESIDENTS

i)"-,. The election of the Office B.earers and the Vi.ce. Presidents shall

be held at the /,nnual General meeting of the Board- The

_Offige Bearers and the Vice Presidents shall hold the office

initially for a period of two years which may be further renewed

by election for a period of one year by the General Body.

ii) The foliowing persons shall be eligible to considered for the

post of Office Bearers or Presidents excepting for tlre

President: -

Past or present Office Bearers or Vice Presidents of the

Board.

oR

Anlr pe'son who has represented a full member

least two Annual General Meetirrgs of the Board

representative of suclr member.

conduct by the

special directions

Office Bearers subject

of the Board.

iii)

15.

(a)

irr at

asa

(b)
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iii) The President shall be elected on the

rotation. The Zonalterm will be for a period

principle

of three

of Zonal

years.

The Zonal Rotation would be:

1)

2)

?\

4)

5)

West Zone

Central Zone

South Zone

East Zone

North Zone

and

The election to the office of the president from the next zone

shall be held one year prior to the end of the three year term of

the existing zone and person so elected would be designated

as President elect for one year. The procedure as contained in

clause 23 "Procedure of Elections" to be followed for ihe

election to the post of president elect and for the candidate

contesting for the remaining term within the zone, if any.

The following persoris shail be eligible to contest for the posi of

President /President elect

past or present office Bearer or Vice president of the

Board

(a)



(b)

N4'ett

must ha.re represented a Full Member from the same

Zone a; tvro Annual General Meetings of the Board as a

representative of the said member.

The candidate for the office of President and the Vice

Presidents shall be proposed by at least one other

representative of a full lVember from the same Z-one from which

he is seeking election.

In case of vacanclr occurring in the office of President by

reason of death or by him being adjudged insolvent'or by hint

being convicted in a criminal case by a competent Court or by

resignation or otherwise, The Hon. Secretary shall within fifteen

days convene a Special General Body Meeting to elect the

President who shall be from the same Zone and he shall hold

the Office till the next elect;ons. However in case vacancy

arises in the last year of the term of , =on", no fr".t'l elections

for the office of President from that zone will take place instead

the Vice President of the same Zone shall act as President for

the remaining term of that zone and will exercise all powers of

the President as described in the clause 13(a).

(iv)

(v)

(vi) No Office Bearer shall be elrgible for a re-election for an

additional term for the same office, After they conrplete ttreir

term/extended term. However, the Vice Presidents may be re-

elected fo'one more terrn of fhree Years.
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MEETiNGS:

16 ANNUAL GEN,ERAL MEETING

i)

l3t

Board shatl be held every

at such place and time as

The Annual General Meeting of the

year, not later than 301h September

the Fresident may fix.

"l 
The following business shall

Generaf Meeting

be transacted at the Annual

A)

B)

c)

Adoption of the Report of the Hon. secretaries for the

year under review.

Adoption of the Treasurer's Report and the audited

scuountS for the year under review.

D) Adoption of the Annual Budget.

E) Election of office-bearers

each zone.

and Vice-Presidents, one fronr

Confirnration of the minutes of the

Meetings.

Appointment of Audito,r or Auditors

their remuneration.

previous General

for the year and fixF)

ol



G)

l&v
Election of the Working Committee, Standing

committees and olther sub-committees provided that

members mentioned in Rule 12(i) (c) and rnembers of

senior Tournaments committee shall be elected orr

principle of rotation.

(H) i) Consideration of tl're Report and recommendEtions of the

Working Committee, Standing committee and Sub

Committees.

ii) consideration of any amendments to the Rules and

Regulations of the Board providec.l no amendment to

.theRu|esandRegu|ationsoftheBoardproposedbya
Member or an Associate Member shall be considered

unless the amendments are received by the Honorary

Secretary before 31't JulY.

r) consideration of any motion, notice whereof is given b1t 3

MembertotheSecretarytwenty-onedaysbeforethe

meeting. (such a motion shall be circulated in advance to

all members).

To consider matters relating to affiliation /promotion!

Disaffiliation/ readmissions, if any.

K) To appoint a Administrative Manager for the Indjatr

Team.

i)



L)

M)

I / d.I7't
Representative or Representatives on

Crickei Conference or similar

To appoint Board's

the lnternational

Conferences.

i)

ii)

iii)

Consideration of any other business which the

President may consider necessary to be inclucied

in the agenda

Transaction of any other business of an informal

character as may be permitted by the Chairman'

The record of the proceedings of the annttal

General Meetings and Special General Meetings

shall, after the approval of the Chairman of the

Meeting to be circulated within two months of the

Meeting to the Members of the Board and then

entered in tfre Minutes Book' The minutes shall be

Culy confirmed after correction, if any' and signed

by the Chairman at the subsequent Annual

General Meeting'

The secretary shall, at least Twenty one (21) days

prior to the date fixed for the Annual General

Meeting, forward to each rnember' notice setting

out the agencla of business to be transacted at the

Annu:rl General Meeting along with (a) copies of

the tvlinutes of the previous meeting or meetings to

be confirmed at the Annual General nneeting; b)

Copies of audited Statement of Accounts to be

iv)
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adopted and to be pas-sed at the Annual General

Meeting; (c) Copies of the audited Staternerrt of

Accounts of any tour or tours (d) the llonorary

Treasurer's tleports and the Annual Budget and

(e) C,lpies ol' all documents and papers having a

reference to any item on the Agenda of the

General Meeting.

v) MemLrer desiring to raise any point relating to the

Agenda or accounts mentioned in Rule 16(iv) at

theAnnua|Genera|Meetingsha|lgivesevendays

notice thereof to the secretary. The secretary shall

circulate such notice to all office Bearers, Vice-

Presidents, Members and Associate and Affiliate

Members before the date fixed for the meeting

SPECIAL GEN ERAL MEETING

tl A Special General Meeting may be convened by the secretary

(a) on a directive of the President, b) on a resolution of the

working comrnittee, c) on a requisition signed by not less thatr

10 Full Members specially stating the business to be transacted

at such Meeting. No business other than the one for which tlte

special General Meeting is called will be transacted at such

meeting.

ln the event of the SecreiarY ffir,
General

,',|,*



l5a
the requisitionists may themselves convene a Meeting

purpose specified in the requisition at such place and

may be clecided by tfre requisitionists.

for

time

the

AS

18.

The Presiclent may at his discretion direct the Secretary to

convene a Special General Meeting at shorter trotice irt whicl,

case a notice of at least 10 days shall be given.

For any Special General Meeting the secretary shall give

Twenty One day's notice specifying the business to be

transacted at that meeting

v) ln the event of tl're Secretary failing to convene a Speciai

General Meeting at the direction of the President or on a

resolution of the '/Vorking committee within Ten days, the

President may convene a meeting over his own signature.

vi) - T"he President may at his discretion postpone .or cancel the

special General Meeting or the Me,eting of the working

Comrnittee, Stancling Committee or any other Committee'

ACCIDENTAL OMISSION TO GIVE NOTICE OF MEETING

Accidental omission to give notice of an Atlnual General or special

General Meeting or working committee or Meetings of cornnrittees to

any member entitled thereto or the non-receipt thereof by hirn shall

not invalidate the proceedings of such meetings'
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20.

t$r
QUORUM AT ANNLJAL GENERAL MEETING AND SPECIAL

GENERAL MEETING:

i) Ten members present and entitled to vote shall be a quorum for

an Annual General Meeting. No business shall be transacted at

the Annual Genelal Meeting unless the quorum requisite rs

present at the commencement of the business of the meeting.

lf within half an hour from the time appointed for the Annual

General lleeting a quorum is not present, the meeting shall

stand adiourned to the same date of the r'ollowing month and at

the same place and time. lf at tlre adjourned meeting the

quorum is not preserrt within half an hour from the time of the

meeting, the members pres;ent shall form the quorum

ii) For a Special General t\/leeting ten nrembers present and

entitled to vote shall be quorum. lf no quorum is present at the

appointed time of the meeting, the meeting shall stand

adjourned fr:r half an hour. The adjourned meeting shall be

held at the same place. Members present at the adjourned

meeting shall form the quorurn.

PRESIDENT AT MEETINGS.

The President shall preside at the Annual General Meeti;rg or the

Special General Meeting of the Board and in his absence one of the

Vice-Presidents elected at the meeting shall preside. In the event of

alf the Vice Presidents being absent, the Meeting shall elect one

among themselves as the Chairman of the Meeting'
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CASI-ING VOTT: OR DRAWING I-OTS:

Save, as plovided otherwise by these Rules, questions arising at any

meeting shall be decided by a majority of votes and in the case of an

equality of votes, the Chairman shall have a casting vote. ln tlre

event of the Chairman of the lvleeting desiring not to exercise iris

casting vote tlte issue shall be de,cided by drawing lots.

VOTING AT ANNUAL GENERAL AND SPECIAL GENERAL

MEETI NGS:

i) At the Annual General Meeting / Special General Meeting each

member shall have one vote. The Chairman of the meeting

shall have one vote which shall be in addition to the casting

vote as provided in Glause 21. The other Office Bearers and

Vice Presidents shall have no right to vote unless they

represent full members. The Associate and Affiliate Members

shall have no vote.

ii) At an Annual Geneial or Special General Meeting a resolution

placed before the lvleeting duly moved and seconded shall be

put to vote and shall be decided either on a show of hands or

by a secret ballot as the Chairman may decide'

PROCEDURE FOR ELECTIONS.

ThflWorking Committee l'rom time fo time shalf -frd-me rules of

procedure for the election of the office Bearers and Vice Presidents.

Any amendments to the procedure adopted shall be made at least 3

months prior to the elections'

22.

zJ.
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24, FINALITY IN CASE OF DISPUTE REGARDING A VOTE:

ln case of any

Chairman shall

conclusive.

ACCOUf.ffS:

dispute as to admission or rejection of a

decide t,he same and such decision shall be

vote

final

the

and

25.

26.

True Ecqpunts shall be kept by the Honorary Treasurer of all moneys

received and expended by the Board and the matters in respect of

which such receipts and expenditurb take place and of all assets'

credits and liabilities of the Board.

SETTLEMENT OFACCOUNTS, BALANCE SHEET:

The accounts shall, unless'the Board from time to tinre fix any other

date there for, be settted by the Treasurer on the 31't March in each

year and a balance sheot of the assets and tiabilities of the Board orr

that clay shait be rnade out by him. The Balance Sheet duly audited

with the Auditor,'s rernarks shall be laid before the Board at the Annual

General Meeting.

27. THE STANDTI.IG COMMITTEES:

The following shall be the Standing Committee and their powers:

A) All lndia Senior Selection Committee:

(i) The All India Senior Selection Committee shall consist of

five persons to be appointed at the Annual General

74



conditions as may be decided by the wcrking committee

from tinre to time. one of them shall be appointed as the

chairrlan 'fhe selection comniitee shall apporrrt a

Captain, who shall be an ex-Officic, member of the

committee. The captain, however, shall not be entiiled

to.vote. In the event of there being an equality or vctes

for the appointment of a captain. the chairman shall

have a castinr; vote. In the event ihere being no maiority

agreement over thel selection cf the players, the

Captain's vvishes in that regard shall prevail.

On an over$eas tour the Cricket Manageri Coach,

Captain and Vice Captain shall form the Selection

Committee. The Administrative Manager shall convene

the meeting and keep record of the proceedings.

B) All lndia Junior Selection Committee:

i) The .Junior Selection Committee will select all age group

teams upto Under-22 years for purpose of c,oaching

camps, playing against foreign teams within lndia or

Abroad.

ii) The All lndia Junior selection committee shall consist of

five persons to be appointed at the Annual General

Meeting, one from each Zone, on such terms and

ii)
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conditions

from time

Chairman.

AS

to

l14 
CI

may be decided by the Working Committee

time. One of them shall be appointed as

On an overseas tour, the Captain, Vice Captain and

Cricket fulanager/ Coach shall constitute the Selectron

Committee. The Administrative Manager shali convene

the meeting and keep record of the proceedings.

All India Womerr's Selection Committee

The Committee shall co rsist of 5 (five) mernbers one from each zone.

All India womens Selection committee shall be appointed by the

Board on such terms and conditions as may be decided by the

Working Committee from time to time. 
.No 

person/woman shall be

eligible to be appointed on the All India Womens Selection Committee

unless she has represented and played Test Match against foreign

teams or has played sufficient number of domestic matches of

womens senior naticlnal championship, One of them shall be

appointed as Chairman.

D) Zonal Selection Committee:

i\ For all Zanal Selection Committees, the member of that zone

on the National Selection Committee shall be the Chairrnan of

Zonal Selection Committee. HeiShe wilt also represent the

state to whom he belonos.

iii)

tl
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ii) No persorr shall be eligible to be representative of a state on

the Zanal Selection Committee unless he/ she has played

atleast 10 first class games.

NORMS APPLICABLE TO SELECTORS:

a) No person, who has been appointed as a Selector on the All

lndia Selection Committee or All India Junior Selectic,n

Committee or All India Women's Selection Committee shall

write, comment or give interviews to media or to any body else

for purpose of publication, broadcast or telecast. 'The Selector

acting in violation of these restrictions shall be removed by the

President and the vacancy caused shall be filled up i;r

accordance with the rules'

b) NOrms for appointment of Selectors shall be as decided by'the

Working Committee from time to time.

c) No person whc has been on All India Selection Committee or

on All lndia Junior Selection Committee or Women's Selection

Committee whether as Chairman or Member for a totai period

of more than 4 (four) years shall be eligible for appointment on

that Conrmittee.

E) Umpires Cornmittee:

The Committee s,hall consist of a Chairman and five persons -

one from each zone anrj two umpires, who have retired in last

10 years.



ii)

l&v

The functio,r of tlre committee shall be to standardize umpiring

through6ut lndia and the Committee shall draw up arrd maintain

a panel of Umpires to umpire matches in India and shall classify

such Urnpires into Elite Panel, All India Panel and Ranji Trophy

Panel of Umpires, accord to the merits or flre umpires, as per

criteria worked out by the Committee and reclassify the

Umpires from time to time. The Committee shall hold

examinations from time to time for this purpose. The

committee shali appoint umpires for all Nationai and

lnternationai rnatches. The committee shall assist Metrrbers

and Associate Members and Affiliate Mernbers itr the forrnatiort

of the panel of Umpires in their respective areas'

The Co,-nmittee shall draw a forrnat to o.btain corrfidential

rep6rts frorn captiiins on umpires, tratch referee or any ot'her

designated persons to assess the merits / de-merits of the

Umpires.

The committee nray holcl, organize and arrange seminars and

convenr.ions of unrpires to discuss the laws of tlre game,

experimental rules and suggestions of lnternational Cricket

Council in regard to amendments, alterations, additions to tlre

laws of the gatne

Senior Tournament Committee

i) The committee shall consist of a chairman and five Members'

one from each Zone bY rotation'

7B

iii )

iv)

F)



ii)

f tu3

The Committee shall, subject to any directions of the Boarci

from time to time, make such arrangements as may be

necessaq, for tl're conduct of:

National Championship of lndia for the Ranji Trophy;

Match between the National Champions and the Rest of

India for the lrani Trophy,

c) National Zonal Championship for the Duleep Trophy,

d) Limited overs zonal Tournament for Prof. D.B Deodhar

Trophy.

a)

b)

e) Limited Overs Otre DaY lnter

Hazare Trophy.

State Tournament for VijaY

The Committee shall decide any dispute regarding these

Tournaments.

The Committee shall also decide any disputes/protests wiih

.. 
regard to any other Tournament approved by the Board.

The Committee shall ensure that these Tournaments are

conducte<J in accordance with the Rules framed by the Board

from time to time.

\.t / Vizzy Trophy Committee

i) The Committee shall consist of a Chairman to be nominated by

the Board and four persons" Out of the four persons, two shall

iii )

iv)

v)
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hp

nominated by the All India University

nominated bY the Board.

I fdry

and the other two shall

that the Tournament is conducted

the Board jointly with the All India

to any clirections of the Board,

tlre venLles in resPect of the

ii) The Committee shall ensure

as per, the Rules "framed bY

University.

The Committee shall, subject

make dravrrs, fix dates and

foll,rwing:

iii) The Comnrittee shall make all administrative arrangements witlt

regarc to the contjuct of the .Tottrnament. The Assistant

secretary or any official nominated by the All India Universtty

irratt be the Joini convenor vrith the Joirit secretary of the

Board, The schedule of expenses and payrnents to be made

'to "the Umpires, Players and officials would be as per

Tournament Rules applicable lo Yizzy Trophy championship.

Tour Programme and Fixtures Committee:

i) The committee shall consist c,,f a chairman, five persons one

from each Zone, Honorary Treasurer, Honorary ,Joint secretary

and Honorary Secretary as Convenor'

H\

ii\

a) Tours of Inclian Team visiting abroad;

Tours of foreign teams visit India;b)



c) All matcires and Tournaments

tire Board

Conducted! organized by

sttbject to any directions of the Board,

dr"rties during tours of foreign teams in

iii ) The Committee shall,

perfornr the following

lndia.

a) Appoint Observers for Tests and other matches.

b) Iake all decisions as may arise in retation to the tour.

r) Technical Committee

i) The Committee shall consist of a Chairman, five persons one

from each Zone, Chairman of the All lndia Selection

Committee, a former Test Cricketer and a former Test Umpire,

No person would be elected to the Technical Committee from

any zone unless he has played 25 First Class Matches.

ii) The Committee shal,l consider the laws of the Eame and

amend,,rnents thereto. Experimental laws, technical matters

that may be refened to it by the Board and matters regarding

the Laws of the game to be discussed at the International

Cricket Council.

The Committee shall frame and finalize the playing conditions

for all tours to and from India.

iii)

R1
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J) Junior Cricket Com mittee:

The Committee shall consist of a Chairman and five persons

one from each Zone.

ii) The Co,mmittee shall.

a) , draw programme of coaching at Zonal and national

levels;

appoint Coaches as required from'time to time

establish Coaching Centers atZonal and national levels;

d) organize and conduct jun'ior tournaments of the Board;

e) Organise junior tours of foreign countries; --

f) decide any dispute in regard to junior tournaments.

g) generally have control over junior cricket (i.e. for players

under the age of Z2years).

K) Finance Committee:

i)

i)

b)

c)

The Committee shall consist

one-fronn each Zone with

Corrvenor.

a Chairman and five members

Honorary Treasurer as the

of

the

8,2



iv)

v)

t\+
ii) To consider all applications for financial aid or any other

benevolence to cricketers, Umpires and administrators as per

the rrrles frarned by the Board in this behalf from time to time

and recommend the same to the working committee for their

approval.

iii) To have overall control on the expenditure of the Board.

shall have the powers to examine ail the expenditure

exceeding the Budget.

Shall advise the E,oard regaroing investments.

vi) To approve the Accounts, lncome and Expenditure statement

and Buclget prepared by the Honorary Treasurer before pracing

the same at the Working Committee Meeting and then at ilre

Annual General Meeting for approval.

vii) Shall process requests made for increase in all types of

allowances, subventions/subsidies to be paid to the

Associations, tariff for Coaching Camps, Coaching Subsidies to

the Associations, allowance to the players for matches of

different Trophies and when playing against foreign sides, both

at home and away and to recommend the same to the Working

Committee.

viii) Any other matter that may arise concerning Finance.



L)
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Women's Cricket Committee

The committee shail consist of s members, one from each Zone with

one of th:e Vice Presidents as a Chairman.

i) To draw programme of coaching at zonar and national level.

ii) To plan and cond,uct women's Junior and senior domestic

tournarnents.

iii) To organize tou.rs to foreign countries or tours of others

countries to lndia.

iv) To decide any dispute in regard to women's Tournaments.

v) To generally have co,ntrol over women's cricket activities

lndian Prernier League

The committee shatl be appointed by the General Body of the Board

and the term of the mernbers of the committee shall be for a period of

5 vears.

-Lhe Committee shall comprise of the following:

1) Chairman

2) Four members appointed by the Board

3) Three Ex-Cricketers of repute

M)
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their tenure would be ex-The Office Bearers of the Board during

officio members of tlre Committee.

28.

All decisions relating to the League would be taken by the Committee

by majority and in case of equality of votes the chairman shall have a

casting vote.

The Committee shall maintain a separatc Bank Account which shall

be operated by the Treasurei, BCCI

The Committee shall sr.rbmit a report of its annual activities and

decisions alor.g with the audited statement of account, uuury year for

the approval of the General BotJy at the Annual Genep trnee$rg '4:v

! d.:, " 
-***o'*

f t-{*:-;,,*1'l*-

i " '--' (.'t;'U

Permission to Conduct Tournaments: ! ' | ,' ,4.P,,,

,{. '' " 'rylw

'i. ;-i 
j":; 

, ,' . -a) No Club affiliatecl to a rnember or any othEi'oiganizqlign-s_hef f- " "' "" i:";: i,,,,i,, 
,/

conduct or organize any tournament or any matches in wHibtr-J

players/teams from the region within the jurisdiction of a

member are participating or are likely to participate without the

previous permission of the member affiliated to the Board.

No member or a Club affiliated to a member or any other

organization shall conduct or organi ze any tournament or any

match/matches in which player/teams from region outside their

jurisdiction are participating or are likely to participate without

the previous permission of the Board.

b)
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Permission for conducting or orgarrizing any tournarnerrt or

match/ nratches wili be accorrJed only to the members of the

Board and will be in accordance wirh the rures framecj by the

Boar-d in this regard from time to time.

c) No mernber or a Club affilratecJ to a member shall conduct or

organize any international rournament or Internationai

matchimatches in which foreign players/teams are participating

or are lil..ely to participate without the previous permission of the

Board. Permission for conducting or organizing any

lnternational Tournaments or International match/matches will

only be accorded to the Member of the Board and that too on

very special occasions (e.g. celeberation of jubilees of the

member or Club affiliated to a Member).

d) Private organizations shall not be allowed to organize an

International Tournament or International match/matches in

which foreign players/teams are participating or likely to

participate. lf at all such a tournament/match/matches is to be

staged. then it 
-sirould 

be exclusively by the affiliated member

which recommends the proposal and within whose jurisdiction

the tournament/match/matches will be staoed.

e) All International rournamehts, except in very exceprional

cases, should be managed by the tsoard only.

oo
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29. BAN ON PARTICIPATION IN UNAPPROVED TOURNAMENTS:

No Mernber,'Associate Member or Affiliate

or extend hef p of any kind to an unapproved

Member shall participate

Tournament.

No player (Junior & Senior) registered with

Associate lVtember or Affiliate Member

ulllproved tourna ment.

the BCCI or its Member.

shall participate in anv

No Umpire, Scorer on

unapproved tournament.

the BCCI panel shall associate with an

Any individual deriving financiar or any other benefit shail not.

associate himself with an unapproved tournament. The working

committee would take appropriate action including suspension and

stoppage of financiar benefits and any other action against individuajs

/members contravening these rules.

30, ORGANISE FOREIGI.I TOUIRS OR INVITE TEAMS FROM ABROAD:

No organization other than a Member of Association Member clubs or

Institutions affiliated to such members shall orga,nize foreign tours to

or invite teams front abroad. I\4embers or Associate Members or

such clubs or institutions, desirous of undertaking tours abroad or

inviting forejgn teams shall obtain the previous permission of the

Board' Such permission may be g'iven in accordance with the Rules

frameC by the Board.

6l



a4JI AU DITORS:

(i) The Board shail at everY

or more auditors to hold

remuneration.

ti ^t,

Annual General Meeting appoint one

office for the year and shall fix their

AuditoriAuditors of the Board shall have the riglrt of acces:; att

all times to the Books of Accounts. Vouchers and any other

documents relating to the accounts or the Board and shall be

entitled t: obtain from, the Office-bearers such information and

exp;anation aS may be necessary in the discharge of his/their

duties.

The report of the Auditor or Auditors sl'rall be read at the Annual

General meeting.

32. MISCONDUCT AND PROCEDURE TO DEAL WI'|H:

The Boarcl slrall have a power to frame Bye-laws regarding the

cliscipline and conduct of the players, umpires, team officials,

adnrinistrators, referees an,J selectors and shall have a power

to amend the same from time to time'

ln the event of any complaint being received from any quarter

or based on any report published or circulated or on its own

motion, in the subject matter of any act of indiscipline or

misconduct or violation of any of Rules and Regulations by any

Player, umpird, Team Official, selector or any person

(ii)

(iii)

(i)

(ii)
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(a)(iii)

r{s
appointed or employed by BCCI, the President shall refer the

same within 4B hours to a Commissioner appointed by the

Board to make a preliminary enquiry.

The commissioner shall forthwith make preliminary inquiry and

call for explanations frorn the concerned person(s) and submit

his report to the President not later than 15 days from the date

of reference being made by the President. On receipt of the

report, the President shall forthwith forward the same to the

Disciplinary Comrnittee.

lmmediately on receipt of a Report as contained in

Clause 32 1i1; above, the committee" would call for all

particulars and unless it decides, that there is no prima

facie case and be accordingly dropped, commence

hearirtg the subject case and complete the same as

expeditiously as possible and decide the subject issues

by providing reasonable opportunity to the parties of

being heard. None of the parties shall be entitled to be

represented by any Lawyer. lf, despite due notice, an)'

party fails to submit any cause or submits insufficient

cause, the Committee shall after providing reasonable

ooportunity of hearirrg to the parties concerned, take

appropriate action. In the event arry party refuses and or

fails to appear despite notice, the Committee shall be at

liberly to proceed ex-parte on the basis of the available

recorCs ancj evidence. The Place of hearing shall be



ftrh
decided by the Committee from time to time The

Comrnittee sl'rall have the power to impose penalities as

provided in the Regulations for players, Tearn officials

managers and Umpires of the Board.

The decision of the.Committee shall be final and binding

and shall come into farce forthwith on being pronounced

and delivered.

(iv) lf any Member or Associate Member or any Administrator of the

Board commits any act ol indiscipline or miscondi-rct or acts in

any rnanner which nray or likely to be detrimental to the interest

of the Board or the game of cricket or endanger the harmony or

affect the reputation or interest of the Board or refuses or

neglects to comply 'with any of tl're provisions of the

Mem'rrancjum and/c r the Ruies ancJ Regulations of the noarO

and/or the Rules of conducr framed by the Board, the Hony

Secretary of the Board, orr receipt of any complaint shall, in

consultation with the President, forthwith issue Show Cause

Notice calling for explanation and on receipt of the sanre and/or

in case of no cause or insufficient cause being shown, shall

refer the same to the Committee. Tlre Committee shall after

providing opportunity of hearing to the parties concerned shall

submit its findings to the Board. The Board shall at the Special

General Meeting specially convened take appropriate decision

by majority of 3i4th members present and voting at the said

(b)

l, L^-r* P"'''LJ t
-T|-t't' /^1^l

meetings.
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T}IE INDlA
Rcgist erecl Office: 827'

N.Srinivasau,
Vice Chairman &
Marraging Director

Dcp-",rylgr 122--2QQZ
Shr:i.Sharad Pawar,
Prcsi<1ctrt,,
'l'hc l3oarci of Control for Cricket in India'

Mttml:ai.

Itcspectecl Shri'Pawar Sharad'

Sul:: 'l'cncler for ffranchise in the lndian Premier Leergue - ltcg'

I N N fT srtr"* pc
COI\AENTSLIMITED' TI' /-\;;;" salai, cnennai t:_1::'rfi g 5

TelePhon e: 2S52 A0!
' Fax:2E52A7O2 

r \
,\

'flie IPL has floatecl tenders for

DirccLors of The Inclia Cements

participate in the Tender process

con,lpally for the citY of Chennar' as

otficc irr Chcnnai'

"llhc lnclia Cements Limited

v6.sl nt-trnber of members oI the

holtlcr s. I urn ar sharchclder

Chitirrnan & Managing Director'

Wittr itcgards'
Yours sinccrelY,
Scl/-N.Srinivasan

lranchise Rights and the Board of

desire that the comPany should

and obtain a Franchise for the

India Cements Limited has its iread

is a Public Limited ConrPanY

Public and Institutions as

of thc ComPanY and also

. ,-., .LJ-'u
\.u-,'t^. Yu';

having a

!ts sharc

tirc Vicc

IatnarlviseclthatmypositionetsHon.TreasurerofBCCIwillnot
ini.rrrywnyaffec,u'o,*"*,o"ThelrrdiaCementsLimited.frombiciciing
perrticipatirrgarrdbeingaFranclriseasThelndiaCementsCompanyis
a separartc legal llntity ancl the clccisiorrs of tlrc Corni:any at.e nraclc by.

the Boar:cl o[ I)irectors and not by nre in my indiviclual clacltV

Iwouidrequestyoutokindlyexaminethispositionandclarify
whetlrcri!wo,r-rlclbeproperantlinorderiftlrelndiaCementsLirnitec-t
participate in the tender/bidding process'

in anticipation of your early reply'

/

I
j'

ir
{!

{

,r" i.)r';
,it fl
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THE BOARD OF CONTITOI' FOR CRICKBT iN INDIA

Cricket Centre'
Chr-rrchgate, Mumbai * 46A O2A'

Shlrercl Pawar,

Plcsiclctrt.

Date: 5th Janr-lary,2008

I am l receiPt of Your letter

Cerints Linrited in tbncler procbss

Lcngttc.

regarding participation of thc India

for the Franchise of Indian Premicr

i have exanrined the bye laws ancl the relevant regulations
the

Bccl and I have consulted several members of BCcI' 
l:"t::t:-

of|iceBearcrsoftheBoardanditisourconsideredopinionthatycur--aaincr T)irector of theine Director
bcing a shareLrolder' Vice*Chairman *ttd- *T*gttl
DcrnB i:r Drrqrvrrv^Ev- 

oements Limited from
Company will not prevent or preciude the india (

particiPatlng in the Tender'

,|lrcparticipationoflndiaCementsLimitedr,villnotmeant.hatyou

pcrsonallyhavearrydirectorindirectcommercialinterest.itherefore
flncl no impeclimerrt in India cements Limited participating in thc

biclcting Proccss'

"|i:eref<.:re,ThelndiaCementsLirnitedmayparticipateinthe

Terrclcr if theY so desire'

Yt)ut's,

Scl/- Sharaci Pawar'

'fn

Mr.N.Srinivasan,
Vice-Chairman & Managing Director'

Thc Inclia C.emertts I-inrited, - 1v-,-L-t7-
Chennai. V L-24-t '- -

/ i rRuE COPY I I



Shri K.S. Viswanathan

i lb fl-'
\."nfr

\ \ r\''"['irr'tto
Minutes of the working committee of the Bt-rarc1 helcl ot\ ))na

June 2008 at Hotel Taj Palace, Ner,v Delhi at 11.30 A.M.

The following mernbers attendecl the mecting: -

i Shri Sharad Pawar

Shr-i Shash.rnk Manoherr

Shri Lalit Modt

Rajesh Shul<la

Shri Niranjan Shah

Shri N. Shrinivasan

Shri C.K. Khanna

Shri Rakesh Yadav

Shri i.S. Bindra

I Sirri S.D.N.R. WadiYar

l_"--"'

i Sfrn Narhari Amin
I

Delhi & District C.A' 
I
I

I--"---l
Tamil Nadu C.A. i

Hony. SecretarY, BCCI

Honv. Treasurer, BCCI

':
i

Board A-r rI f.l

Punbai C.A.

Karnataka Stat€ C.A.

I

:l
Shri Prasun Muk"herjee ffi,sociation of

Bengal

Shri Dilip Vengsarkar Mumbai C.A.

Prof. D.N. Dongaokar Association

Universities

Indian

sfiTcivl"th"* Kerala C.A.

Shri day Shirke Maharashtra C.A.

Railway SPorts OffIoJ"_ron I-'r.e+"qro.l-
.,r.rxrn**.qint*i

f""' ,i j't riv

IL-



Shri W.D. Chitalev Vidarbha C.A.

U/ing Commander Ashok Services Sports Co.,rtrol

Bajpayee I3oard-SpeciaI Invitee

I{aryana C.A. - Special Irrvitee

Shri Anurag Thakur Himacnal Pradesh CA.

Sipecial Invitee

Shri Chalpathi
t-"- * '... ,.'--*..J

Hyderabad C.A.

Invitee

Specia.l I

Sh V Chamundesharnath Andhra C.A. -- Special Inviiee

Goa C.A. - Special Invitee

Jharkhand State C.A.

Special Invitce

Ranjib Biswal Orissa C.A. - Special Invitee

Shri Raj Singh Dungarpur Cricket Chib of tn-dia I Sne ,rieri

Invitee

Shii S"tlay P"tel Baroda C.A. - Special.Jnvile e

Shri Bharat Shah Saurashtra

Invitee

Spccierl

Shri Sanjay Jagdale Madhya Pradesh

Special invitee

Subhash Joshi Rajasthan C.A. Spe ciarl

Invitee

Ms. Shubh.angi Krilka;, -*.*Iwfienlt
l

f1

I

I

I

l

l

I

t-***_*
I Shri

Shri Saleern I{han

Shri Anirudh Ciroudharv

Shri Chetan Desai

ShnL Amitahh Choud]rary

I

-J.

Invitee

f r-icket Spc,:c:ial



Mr. Suncler Raman

Leave of absence was

Dayanand I.{arvekar and

Premier I-e agr.rc

Invitee

granted to Mr. Chirayu Amin, Mr.

Mr. M.P. Pandove.

"l'lrc Chairman called the rneeting 1_o Olcicr and welcomcd [lre

members particr_rlarl1'Wing Commancler.

nl 1Uhalpathr and Mr. Sunder Raman, ,vhc;

meeting for the first" time.

Ashok, M r. D. S.

were attencling the

The members observed two minu,tes silence to condole the death

of late Ram Babu Guptar former (illegiblic) , Florr . Tr-r:tr sl r r-c r- o f

DDCA who passed away re,:ently.

The Chairman complimented Mr. Lalit Mode and his team fo, tt-r.

successful conduct of the Indian Premier League. Chairman also

informecl the tnembers that Business Sti,rncl:r'cl has non-lin;rtr:cl

BCCI for most innovative (illegible) of rhe year onwarcl.

The chairman informed the members that the Board's pr^iority to

women's cricket in the last one year was (ilregible) results. Tht:

women's team won the Asia Cup recently at Sri Lanka and eacfr

of the members were given (illegible) of Rs.50 Lakhs. I{e

congratulated Ms. Mithali Raj for completing 3O0O runs irr Or-rc



{\c
Day internationais and {i1"}egible) {ioswa:rii {i:r tal<ir"rE i 00 r,irir:iii::i:'

irr ODIs. The Wor.nen's Leam is scheduled to tour Englancl anci

Arrstrtilia to participatc irr ICC Womcn's Wor"lri Cr-tp to bc plr.\/<'rl

irr Australia irr Merrcl-r '2OO9 and tt"re ICC'l'rvcntv2O Worlcl (Jur1> i'rt

iingland in June 2009.

The Men's, team under

unfortunately they lost

played in Bangladesh.

M.S. Dhoni

in the Final

perfoiming very we il,

Pakistan in the series

is

to

I

I-t
i

I

i

I

The Chairman conveyed best wishes to

Dhoni and his boys who were treaving to (illegible) to plav in the

Asia Cup.

The Chairman further informed the members that Boarrcl \ /ajls

sending India 'A' team to Australia to participate in Emet-gitlg

Players Tournament another India'A'team to israel in July 2OOB.

The Chairman informed the members that BCCI had tied up witlr

Miryrstry of Youth Affairs &-Sports Council of India with earch oue

of them contributing. Rs, 25 Crores towards BCCI-NSDF-E1iIe

Sports Talent Fund will provide financial and professional

support to meda] v'rinning prospects in Archery, Boxing, .Judo,

Swimming and Wrestiing. The fund will be used to help the

athletes --t-o participate in ]nternational meets, purchase gor:d

equipments, training under good coaches in Order to prepare



{rr
\r'i11 contilrue ic:them for

.lillegible)

{)lympics at tseijii;g and the same

for Commonwealth Youth Games'

The Chairman further informed the members that the Board rn'ill

be providing cricket equipment worth US $ (illegible) to Chirla as

a part of our commitment to develop cricket in Asia.

The Chairman extended an invitation to a1i members to attend a

felicitation function to honor:.r the 1985 winning tearn being

crganrzed by the Board in the evening.

As the agenda was circulated, it was takert as read and tirc:

Chairman requested Mr" N. Shrinivasan to take up (illegilllr':)

items: -

Item 1 Approve t.re minutes of the Working Committec

meeting heicl on 25'h March 2OOB'

Item 2 Action taken rePort

The action taken report circulated to members was

noted.,

Item 3 Presentation of the proposal for world Test"

championship for consideration of the members

Members suggested that tlris presentation be taken at

the end.



Item 4

Item 5

item 6

item 7

Item B

61,

Approve the report of NCA Cornmittee meeting held on

)Qth March 200E at Cricket Club of Inciia, Mumbai

The report was aciol:teci

Approve the report of Tour, Programme and Fixtures

Cummittee meeting held sn )Qth Apri,l 2008 at Pune.

The report was adopted.

Approve the report of the Umpires Committee meeting

held on Sth May 2OOg at (illegible) Mumbai

Report of thre Curators Annual Seminar held at Rajkot

on 8rh and 9rh Jurne 2008.

The report was noted.

Report on the meeting for developrnent of Wornen's

Cricket held on 1Oth June 20OB {illegible) Centre,

Mumbai

The report was noted.

Mr, Chamundeshwarnath pointed , out that cluring

Women's Committee meeting Mr. (illegible), Manager -
Garae Deveiopment, had questioned the Selection

Comrnittee about thre (iliegible) WomeB's team.



Mr. Bindra

there.. was

matters.

took a str'ong

no cluestion

ls\
view of this and stated that

of even (i1legible) selection

Ilcm 9

Item 1O

Mr. Shashank Manohar agreed that with Mr. Bindra

ancl informecl Lhe members tirat (illcgibie) meeting rtrrcl

harcl tolcl N4r'. Sillrlarrrhar t.]ri.rt hc slrorrlcl rtc:t c.1ttr:sliott lltc

clecision oi the Cctmmittee.

, r ) r r I l- l.t
Rcltor'1 oi tlit: l)isc'iplinar'.y Cotntrtitlt:t: ttrc:ctittg ltt:ltl otr

14th lvlay 2O0B at (Iliegible) Mumhai

The report was noted.

Any other business witl,r. the permission of the Chair

Prof. R.S. Shetty informed the members that for

Australia's tour to India, (illegible) allot.tccl to

Delhi 8r District Cricket Association and that they

v/ere having some problem in staging the 'fest

match. Mr. C.K. Khanna informed the members

that as the Test match is on Diwali clay anci the

next day is Vishwakarma and it would be clifficult

to get (illegible). Prof. Shetty informed the

members thac BCCI had tried: to swap the Test



but none of thern

I

hacln'r.atch with {illegible)

agreed to do so.

VIr. Niranjan Shah pointed out :that DDCA mtrst

decideattheearliestofthe(illegible)thematc]r

or not.

After a brief discussion, Mr'

the house " that DDCA

scheduled.

C.K. Khanna assured

(illegible) Match as

Mr.ShashankManoharinlormedthcr.rrerrrllct.s

thatMumbaiCricketAssociation(i11egi1:1e)give

the entire 4th floor to BCCI to house'the Archives

and IPL office. BCCI would (illegibie) crores as

HonY Secretary was authorsied to

)ss'ar1/ (illegible) terms as that for' I't
sign the nece

and. 2'd floor.

Mr. Rakesh Yadav informed the members that

Railway Sports Promotion Board (illegible)

constructing an International Stadium for Cricket

in orissa for vrhic:h RSPR {illcgible) to complete

Tlembersthe same. Prof. Shetty inf orrned the I

that the Board trard (illegible) help RSPC and



SSCB ir:

tb5
infrastructure development and

therefore we can (illegible) of RSPB. Prof Slrett.v

further added that a Tripartite Agreement be

entered betr,-reen (illegible) and Orissa Cricket

Asscciation and RSPB should give an

undertaking that the (illegible) used only to stage

BCCI matches.

. Mr. N. Srinivasan informed the members thal- in

a rectnt circuiar to State Associations {illcgi1:lc)

examination for umpires, the cligibilil.y agc itas

been fixed tc be less tha.n 40 years (il1cgib'lc)

proposed to increase the age Lo 45 years.

Members unanirnously agreecl with this proposill-

Prof. ShetL',' inforrned the members that the

curatrrs workshop organiz.-r:cl by the (iilcgilllc)

successfully condurctecl ancl there has bee n

marked improvement in the grounci (illegible)

d.omestic tournaments. Prof. Shetty pointecl out

that there was a need. for State Associations to

appoint qualified curators- He also proposed

that, BCCI should fix basic pay (illegible) qualified

curators and ground staff. Mr- Niranjan Shah



inforrneC ::hc mernbers sri:c.iut the (illegiillc) t.tr

stltt't l t:,:t'tifi<:ltlt: (lo.ll's;(.: lirl t:ttt"itloi's 1o lrrirtr.i

about uniformity and that he hacl (illegible)

members of the Ground ancl Pitches contrnittt:c

to put up a proposal including syliabus.

" Prof. shetty brought to the notice of the members

that, the regulations for players (illegible)

Managers, umpires and Administrato|s \.ve l-e

finaiized at the Working Committee (illegible)

Board held on 20th August 2000. A nurnber of

changes have been taken piace in the ICC Coclc

of conduct, particul4rly connected, with penalties

for Anti Racisrn", Anti Dopiirg, (illegii:lc) iirngrtitgt'

etc.HencetheBCCIregulationsneedtobe

upd.ated.Herequestedthe(illegible)for.nril

Committee to look in to the existing Regr-rlations

and incorporate necessary charge'

Mr. I\. Srinivasan

'following Indian

Committ-es

I)r. Analtrt "Joshi

Medical Committee.

{b b

informed the members that tire

Officials had (illegible) to ICC

Mc'rl bers o1'lhc ICC



tb r
I\4r. S. Verrkataraghavan- Mcnrbc:r" of tlrc Pitncl

lor Selection of Umpires on ICC Panel

Mr. A.V. Jayplakash - Memi:er Umpires i;r

Asian Region.

. Prof. Shetty informed the metnbers regarding the

Umpires Training Programnre, which (illegible) r-rp

in the iast Working Committee meeting. Tl-rc

BCCf ernd Cricket Austrarlii.r woulcl (ilicgiiric) arr

agreement fol the Umpire for a three year period.

The same has been finalized with Cricket

Australia. He said" that we do uot have er i)ropet'

structure. Today (i11egible) of the 105 urnpires

belong to TNCA, KSCA and Mumbai C,\ where

there is regprlar (illegible) Umpires at the local

level and the candidates who appearfor the

Board Exarrrination get (illegible) properlv. BCCI

had been negctiating with Cr-icket Australia sittcc:

iast six months over the (illegible) ancl IVlr. I.S.

Bindra also had talks with Cricket Austr"zrliar

officiais in this regard. We have (i11e giblc)

finalized the negotiertions rn'ifh Cricket Ausl"ralia

for a buclgel- of :100,000 US Dollarrs (iilcgiblc)

perioC oi 3 years. The cost includes resource

persons, training :manuals. CD Roms etc.



fo
(illegibie) be authorized to make copies oi' the se

materiais -ioi- educaticlal pLlrposes wilhotrt ittl,1'

(illegible) be authorized to uratr<e copies o{' t ht-:sr:

materials fcrr educational purposes withot-tt alfY

addil"ional (illegible) .

The membcrs appro'ved trrLe pr:oposal'

. Some members desired to know, whether Board

will give amnesty to players to have (lllegible) thev

resign and want to corne back to BCCI' Mr'

Srinivasan and Mr. Lalit Mocli (iilegible) by Mr.

Bind"ra did not agree to give amnesty as these

players by joining ICL hacl crcated (i11cg;iblc)

probiems to the State Associations' Altcr'

discussions, it was decided not to give any

amnesty to players who have joined ICL'

' Mr. Laiit Modi made a presentation the

recently conclr-rded indian Premier League

Tournament which he described as the greartest

sporting and entertainment venture cvef

undertaken by (illegible) the greatesl

concentration of worlrl class talent the sport rlf

cricket hr.as (il1egib1e) seen .at dome stic



yv

tournarnent, the biggest arnd best clomestjc T20

cricket tournament in ttre wor'ld, a dynamic anci

mod.ern (illegible) property and has captivated

cricket fans and brought new audience

demographic to the sports opportunities for

International criclceters from different cor.tntries

to play together on the (illegible) team and

opportunities for young piayers to learn thc \ /ttys

of the galne from their nlor-(l (illcgibl<') lt:;tttt

mates.

The hard copies of the preseutation were given to

all the members.

Mr. Mode gave another presentatron or"I

: PlaYeclChampions League T2A proposed to be

(illegible) Sept Oct 2006 ' He proposed the

following format for the Champions League.

Short, intense, competition - 15'matches in total'

Ptayed over 8-10 days in early Oct 2008

Played at 3 Ventures

Games take place 4 pm - 7 pnr and B prn ancl I I

pm



Mr. Modi informed the members ![a! 2 teams

from lndia, ,\ustralia, south Alrica (illegible) 
"riircr

are the Fina.lists of thEir T'2o tournament will b<:

invited. Pakistan has requested that (iliegible)

also be inclucled. Mr. Bindra was of the view that

as far as ECB was concerned rve should (illegible)

very clear. to them that no icl player will be

aliowed to represent their teanrt. in case (illegible)

agree than we should nof. ir^clude teams lrrlm

ECts and in their pla.ce Pakistan should (illegible).

;ented toHard copies of the pr.esentation were pres

all the members'

This proposal was unanimously agreed by the.

members ancl Mr. Lalit Modi was authorized

(illegible) necessary steps with regard to the

champions League includ.ing finalization the

terms ancl concitions to the committee at its next

meetlng

some members raised the issue of tickets for the

IpL to the Associations as per the (iilegible). Mr.

Modi informed the members tkrat thris was not

possible as the franchisees are (i1legib1e) only



20% lickets to RCCI Aftcl dciibe ratit:r:s, thc'

Chajrman requesteci Mr. Mocli to (illegibie) rnartter

ernd find a suitable soh,rtion.

Mr. Ajay Shirke proposed that the Board ma.y

review the policy of allowing only 3 qr.rcsts lxr'

tcam irr thc clornest.ic tounran:cnts. As Lhis wars rr

sr:bject to" be examirrecl l:y the (illcgiblr:)

Committee, the Hony. Secretary was asked to fix

a date for Technical Committee (iltegibte) d.iscuss

tire issue.

Mr. Anurag Thakur was congratulated for being

elected as Member of Parliament.

Issue I\o. 3: Presentation of the proposal for World Test

-Chanrpionship.

Mr. Bindra introduced Mr. Rohan Sajdeh f,rom

Boston Consultancy Group who made (illegiblc)

on the proposal for World Test Championship.

sounds goocl, it wdl need a detailed study

(iltregible) wo'uld irnpact Indian C?icket both in

terms of FTP and revenue generation.



. The Chairman requested the Hony. Secretary to

circulate a copy of members who (illegible) same

and thereafter it wiil be taken up for discussion

in the next meeting

The meeting ended wjth a vote of thanks

Chairman

to the Chair.

Hony. Secretarl'



f-l
Annexure P f

Revision of Regulations for Players, Team Officiais, Managers,

LTmpires and Administrators.

The need for revision of regulations was raised at the

Worl<irrg Cor-r,rmittec Mceting clf BCCI <>tt 22"'r ,Julttc, 2008-

President Shri Sharatl Parxrar appointed a two men

Committee consisting of Mr. Shrashank Manohar ancl Mr'.

l,Iiranjan Shah to go thror-r.gh the existing i-ules and recommencl

changes if any.

The exisling rules were framed by the Working Committee

in August, 2000 and was approved by the General Body in

Septernber, 2000 and since then there have been a lot of changes

fbleJ matters concerning the game ofin the ICC regulations (illeg

cricket.

The report of the two men committee is enclosed for the

approval of the House.

lt'r'--- /*-r'L/s
True Copy
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for Cricket in India
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1

Niranjan R. Shah

Honorary Secretar5r

Kasturba Marg

Near Dhararn Cinema

Rajkot * 360 001

Phone: 091 -28l-244A

Honoray Secretary's Office

ttcl. l3CCl{!!oq. Sec./AGM/2003 August'27,'2OQ.8.

To

All Affiliated Units of

The Board of Control for Cricket in India

Notice is hereby given that tlte 79th Annual General Meeting oL.

the Bsard of Control of Cricket in India (BCCI) will be held at

10.00 a.m. on 27tn and 28th September, 2008 at the Cricket

(illegible) Centre, Mumbai, to transact the business stated below.

You are requested to atterrd th,: meeting.

Thanking you.

Yours faithfully,

sd/ -

_Frrs{"} ffi



I\iranjan Shah

Irt
HOn. Secretar-v

(i)

Agenda

of the Minutes

Board held on

lr)

of the 78tl' Annual General

)$* Septemb er 2OO7 .

1
I.

Confirmation

Meeting of the

(ii) Confirmation of the Minutes

Meeting of the Board held on

Mumbai.

of the Special General

16th December 2OOT ilt

of the Special Generai

17th April 2008 al:

(iii) Confirmation of

Meeting of the

Bangalore.

the N{inutes

Bo,lrd h,eld on

2.

out

of

(i) Matters

General

2007.

eirisrng

Meeting

of the Minutes

the Board held

of tire 78tr) Antrual

on 28th September

(ii) Matters arising

Meeting of the

Mumbai.

out of the Minutes of the Special General

Board held on 16th December 2OO7 at



Bangaiore.

3. Adoption of the Report of the President and the Secretary

for the vear 2OO7 -2OO8.

4. Adoption of the Report of tLre Treasurer and the Audited

Accounts for the year ended on 31"' March 2008'

5. Adoption of the Annual Budge for the year 2008-2009.

(iii) Matters arising or-rl of the Minutes

Meeting of' the Board heid on

(b) Appointment of Senior,

Selection Conrmittee.

Hon. Secretarlr, Hon. Jt. Secretary, Hon'

Vice President (illegible) year 2008-2010'

ll
of the Special General

ITth April 2008 at

.Iun.ior' & Women's

6.

7.

B.

Election of the

Treasurer and

Appointment of the Auditors for

to fix their remunerations.

the year 2AO8'2O09 and

(a) Election trf the working committee, standing

Committee and other (illegib1e) for the year 2008-

2009.



t?7

the recommendart.iorrs oIConsideration of the rePorts and

various (illegible) Tournaments: -

All India Senior Selection Committee

Ati India Junioi' Selectiou Committee

Umpir.es Committee

Ranji Trophy Tournament

Duleep Trophy Tournament

K.Z.R.Irani TrophY

Prof. D.I3. Deodhar TroPhY

N.K.P. Sah'e Challenger Trophy

Y izzy Trr:phy Tournament

Junior Tournament condtlcted by the Bclard

Tottr, Programme & Fixture Committee

'fechnical Committce

Junior Cr:cket Committcc

Finarrce Committee

Report on ICC rneetrngs

Report on ACC rneetings

List of Trophies in possession of the Board

Tour budget passed during the Financial year

2008-2009

Report on lrlational Cricket Academyxlx"



x.(. \,Vomert'l; Cricket. t?x

10. Consideration of any motion given

before tire Annual General Meet-ing

by a member 21 days

1 1. To consider matter relating to affiliation/promotion I

disaffiliatton f re-admisison (illegible).

L2. To appoint the Board's representative or representatives

on the International Cricket Council and/ or sirnilar

conferences.

(i) Consideration

President may

agenda.

Transaction of

nature as may

of any other business which the

conslcler necessary included in the

any other business of an informili

be permitted by the Chairman.

(ii)

True Copy
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Spic House

No. BB, Mount Road, Chennai 600 032

A.C. Mr-rthiah

Mr. $haracl Pawar .

Prcsiclcnt

Board of Controi for

Wankhede Stadium

Churchgate

Mumbai *o-0 02O

Dear Sir,

Scptembcr 5, 20OB

Cricket in Indra

t'D" Road

IT

Team Officials, Managers, UmPires

August 2000.

I would request you to refer to the "Regulations for Plal'ers'

& Administrators" nractc ilr

clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations lays dou'n as under: -

"No Administ::ators shal1 have, directly or indirectly, an.:/

commercial interest in 1.he matches or events conductecl by

the Board".



Ciause 6.2.1 Penalty provides that

administrators committing defaults,

above clause 6.2.1 are liable to be

thereof'.

fu'
in the event of thr'

besides others, the

penalized in terms

Viewed in the context of the above provisions, lVIr.

Srinivasan, the Hony. Trear;urer of the BCCI is iiable to

lrenalized having regard to the fact that he is the Managing

Director of Ind.ia Cements Ltcl., being onr: of tire Franchis;ccs of

"Indian Premier League" (being an Tournanr,rent/Event of the

Board throrrgh its Committee) and thereby earned commercial

ipterest and benefits, whicir necessarily means that he has hacl

direct comr,nercial interest in tLre matches & events conducted by

the BCCI through "Indian Premier LeaE3te".

I, therefore, request you to initiate appropriate proceeding

as envisaged above and please keep me apprised of the same.

Yours faithfullY,

S.rl /-v*/

A.C. Muthiah

Forrner President, BCCI
\; t--.=-- r---'-La

Tnle Copy

N.

be
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AnnexurEp ll
' The committee met on r2th september 2008 and had

carefully perused for players, team officials, managers, rlmpires

and administrators framed by (illegible)

The Comrrrittee has recr)mrn€fl.ded the following amerrcimcnts to

the said regulations: -

1. Add Twenty2O in Clause I.2 Page 1 & in tire

definition Clause 2.O Page 2

2. The penalty provided in Clause 3.2.1 (c) needs to be

amendecl as follows: - "A ban looking to the gravity

of the misconduct, which may extend to life ban".

3. Clause 6.2 Rule 4: - After, the said clause add

"exemption that the said clause wiii not (illegibie)

events like IPL or Champions Leergue Twenty2O".

sd/ -

Niranjan Shah

sd/ -

Shashank
lt/
l" t---t- rl^JP

True Copy

Manohar



Annexure

SpicHouse I .,Dt ,o
No. 88, Mount Road, Chennai 600 Ag?( \ov)

olL
YJV)

.' \o'

L

A.C. Muthiah

September

Mr. Sharad Pawar

President

Board of Control lbr Cricket in India

Wankhede Stadium "D" Roacl

Churchgate

Mumbai 400 O2O

Dear Sir,

P1ease refer to rny letter ciated September 5, 20oB whereby I

requested you to initiate appropr.iate penal proceedings against

Mr. N. srinivasan, Hony. Treasurer of the Board for breach of

clause 6.2 (4) of the "Regulations for players, Team officials,

Managers, (Jmpires and Administrators" framed in August 2ooo

(Regulations)

Clause 5 (5) of the said Regulations provide that all actior-rs

for breach of any of the provisions thereof the procedure as laid

ll,zooa
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d'own in ciause 38 iii) of" tJ:* "Mefitorerndum ancl i{i.rles . ncl

' Regulations of the Boarcl" (Rules) as americlecl lrom tinre to tirne

shall apply' ciause 3s (ii) has now been revisecl and renumbereci

as clause 32 (ii0 and it provices a specifir-: mandatory proceclure

including a time frame to be foll:rwecl for dealing witl-r 'ry
compiaint received from anv quarter reg:rrcling, ipter ajja, of

violatiorr of any Rules and Regulations by, amongst others, the

Administrator as the present ol1e lodgecl by me as f.rrrner

President of the ljoard. Resultantly, tire president is bound to

act upon thc complaint within 48 hours from the receipt thereof

in the matte- provided therein.

Since almost a week has elapsed from the clate the

, complaint was lodged with you, I hope and trust that you have

, discharged your mandatory obligations und.er ctrause 32 (Ii) of the

Rules by initiating appropriate proceecling against Mr. N.

Srinivasan and taking all requisite steps in strict conformitv with

: the above Rules and Regulations "and can legitimately expect a

conflirmation towards that end from you with utrnost clispatch

but not later than a week herefrom. Considering the seriousness

of the nature of allegations made against Mr. N. Srinivasan ancj

as part of fair play. I presume you have also suspendecl him in

exercise of 
-y_our 

powers under clause s (6) of the Regulations.

I await yogr early reply in this regard.



", 
'' 

{"' 
,'s:r|{

i ; .'
ll.
I Your fbithfully

sd/ -

, A.C. Muthiah

Forrner President BCCI



In the High Court of Judicature at Madras

(Ordinary Original Civii Jurisdiction)

C.S. IVo. 930 of 2008

a
I

Dr. A. C. Muthiah

S/o (Late) IVI.A. Chic.ambaram

Adyar Villa

Chennai - 600 OB5

Vs.

The Board of Conhol of Cricket in

Rep. by its President

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 OO5.

2. Mr. N. Srinivasan

Treasurer,

The Board of Control for Cricket in

Having its registered Office at M.A.

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005

Plaint filed under Order Rule

Rule

1

I

IV

WI

\b \/8 5
t LArrrr.*ure p l'fr

Plairrtiff

India,

India

Chidambaram Stad ir-rrn

Defend ants

of O.S. Rules Read With

of CPCOrder



tf(,
The Plaintiff begs to state as follows: *

1. The Plaintiff as Dr. A.C. Muthiah S/o Late Nf.A.

Chidambaram, Hindu, aged about 67 years, residing

at Aclyar Villa, Xotturpram, Chetrniri - 60008.5.

The add"ress for service of all notices and processes is

that of their counsel Ms. C. tJma, N.R.R. Arun

Natarajan and R. Venkata Varnthan, Advocattcs,

it.,rirrg office at No. 1, Higlr Court Chambers, High

Court Building, Chennai - 600104.

The lut D,efendant is the BoarC of Control for Cricket in

India Rep. by its President having its registerecl office

at M.A. Chidambararn stadium, chepauk, chennai*

600005

3. The 2nd Defendant is Mr. N. Srinivasan, S/ o Mr.

Narayan Swamy, Treasurer', The Bgard of Cc,ntrol for

cricket in India, having its registered office at M.A.

Chidambai'ar,r Stadiurn, Chepauk, Chennai - 600005.

The address for service of a1l notices and processes on

the Defendants is as stated above.

2.
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4. The Plaintiff is the past President of the 1"1 Deferrclant

.-. and is intere sted. jn the promotion of .- the game of

cricket in Trrclia ancl in maintaining tlre ltr u'il.y o['

administration of the 1*t Defendant.

5. The Plaintiff states that the l"t Defendant is a society

registered under the Societies Registration"Act, 1850.

The objects of the l*t Defendant, inter- alia, is to conlt'ol

tire game of tkre cricket in India ancl give its ciecisio:r

on all matters which may be refirred to it by any

State, Regional or other Association. The objects of tl-re

1*t Defendant are set out in detail in its Memot'auclum

of Association of the 1*t Defendant. The Rules arnd

Regulatjolr of the 1*, Defenclant set out, among other-s.

te 
'*'

the powers and duties of the office bearers of th

Defendant. The 2"d Defendant is the treasurer of the

1"t Defendant.

6 . The Plaintiff states that the l"t Defend.ant set up a

separate sub comraittee unit known as the trndian

Premier League {hereinafter referred to as IPt) to

establish and oversee the operation of the domestic

Twenty 20 Cricket Competition in India and if

appropriate elsewhere in the worlci. The Twenty 20



matches will be orre daY matches
lrs

with 20 overs while

the reguiar orre cay matches are matches with 50

overs.

7. The Plaintiff states that the Twenty2o IPL

tournaments, was sanctionecl by the Itltet'naticttrai

cricket council [cc). The league was to initially

comprise eight teams which will play each other. For

the year

Bangalore,

Hyderabad

games. The

2008-2009 Mumbai, Delhi, Kolkata,

B teams were to be auctioned and sold'

Jaipur,

were the

Chennai, Chandigarh and

cities'chosen as the venu.e for the

B. The Plaintiff

towards the

states

end of

that IPL issued invitation to tender

2OO7 for franchised Indian Fremier

tiiim". In theLeague Rights for OwnershiP of B

invitation to tender it has been clearlY stated that IPL

is not a separate legal entity but forms part of the lnl

Defendant and is managed by t separate governrnll

council which reports to the l*t Defendant'

9. The Plaintiff states that pursuant to

teams were auctioned and purchased

parties. The Chennai franch ise,

tender, thc eight

by eight cliffe rent

"Chennai Sr"tPer



Kings"

which

was purchased bY

15s lncl Defendant is

India cements l,ii,,Ytat ro,.

the Managing Director'

10. Thc Plaintiff states that' in the vear

Defendant amended the Memoranclum

Regulations (hereinafter referred

Memorandum) incorporating 38 (ili), (lv), (v)' (vl)

(vII).

Clause 38 laYs down

misconduct:

the Procedure to deal with

38 (II) In the event of any complaint being received

frorn any quarter or based on any l-cpol-t

published or circulerted or on its o\vl'r

:ter of anY act ofmotion, in the subject' ma1

' 1' r violation of arrvdiscipline or misconduci o.

of the Rules or ReErlations by any Player'

Umpire, Tear'n Officiai, Selector or any

person or appointeci emplo5red by BCCI' the

Presid"ent shail refer the saJne within 48

r - -1 L-.

hourstoaCornmissionerappointedbS'the

Board to make a Preliminary enqriry'

2000 , th c

and Rules

to as

lsl

ancl

1he

rtncl



(VIi] Pending inquiry anci procee tnt.rl

cornplaints or charges or misconduct or any

act of indiscipline or violation of any Rr:les

and Regulation, the concerned Member,

Associate Mernber, Adrninistrator, player,

Umpire, Team Official. Referee or. the

Selectors (including the priviieges and

benefits such, as Subsidies to the Member or

Associate Mernber) may be suspended by

the President from participating in any o1'

the affairs of the Board until final

adjudication. However, the adjudication

should be cornpieted within six months.

11. The Plaintiff states that apart from the Memorandurn,

a separate regulation for players, team officials,

Managers, Umpires and Administrators (hereinafter

referred to as the Regulation) was framed. by the 1*r

Defendant which was approvecl by its working

committee in the year 2OOO.

fhe12. relevant clauses of the regulation are as follows,

,Clause 1. 1, the regulations applies to

E. Plavers



1*i.J. Umpires

Team officiatrs

Administrators

la{ {

The term "Administrator" is defined as:

Adrninistrator: An "Administrator" shail mean and

include present and former President.s,

Vice Pres:dents, Hony. Secretaries,

Hony. .Treasurer.s, --Hony. ,Ioitrl

Secretaries of the Board of Cricket for'

Control in India ("the Board"), past ancl

present Presidents and Secretaries of

liated to :BCCI and anyNlenrbers affi

person nominateci in any of the sull

committee appointed by the boarcl as

defined in the Meirlorandum ancl i{ules

and Regulations of the Board.

13. The term Admini;trator is defined in Clause 1 (N) o[

the "Reglilations" as follows:

Administrator: An "Administrator" shail mean and

include present and former Presidents,

Vice Presidents, Hony. Secretaries,

d.
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H*rr-v. Tr:easure::s; Hony" ']clint'

St:t;t'cLatt'it:s of tltc l3o;rrcl rlf Cricl<<'1 lir:'

Co:trol in lndia ("the Board"), past atrcl

present P.esidents arrd Secretaries of

Members affiliatecl to BCCI and any

person nor-ninated in any of the sub

committee appointed by the board as

deitined in the Memorandum and Rules

and Regulations of the Board'

Clause 6.2 lays down th-e code of conduct for

ad.ministrators as follows'

Clause 6.2.4 reads as follows: -

6.2.4 NoAdministratorsshallhave,directlyor

indirectJy any commercial interest. in the

matcnes or events cond'ucted by the Board'

6.2.L-

6.2.L-

Deals wrth PenaltY as follows: -

In the event of the administra tor s

committing defaults mentioned il any of tk'e

aforesaid clauses, a fine of minimum Rs' l

takh to maxirnum fine of Rs'S lakhs shall be

I I or shall be debarred lrom



tl

of oneholding such position

year and a maximum

for a minimurn

of three years.

Clause

B.

contains other general provisions.

General-

5. All actions for breach of any of the

provisions of this regula.tions, the proceclr.rre

as laid down in 38 (II) of the Memorandum

. of Rules and Regulalions ol'the Board as

amenclr:cl from timc to lirne shall apltl.y.

6. F'or any breach of the Regulat.ions ils

specified in this Regulations, the President

shall have a right to ..suspencl the

player / adminis tr ator f manage / team

" official /urnpires during the pendency of the

enqrriry proceedings.

14. The Plaintiff states that the Memorandum was revised

by the 1*t Defendant on L6.L2.2AQ7. As per: the

revised, Memoranclum, Clause 38 rvhich lays clourrr lhc:

procedure to deal 'uvith miscontiuct was renumbereci :rs

Ciause 32 " Further Clause 28 (l/i) stated that the



bfr

office bearers of the l*t Defendant during their tenure

will be ex-officio lnembers of thc cornrnittee of IPl,.

15. The Plaintiff states that in tire 79tr' Annuai Report for

the year 2OA7-2008 issued by the 1*r Defendant it iras

been stated that the office bearers c,,1 the 1't Defendant

will be the ex-officio :nernbers of governing council ot

IPL. T'he Plalntiff states that the 2nd Defendant being

the Hony. Treasurer r:f the 1"t Defendant is also the ex-

officio member of the governing council of IPL.

1 6. The 2nd frefendant is the Hony Treasurer of the 1 *1

Defendant and is the President of the Tamii Naclu

Cricket Association. The 2nd Defendant as Hony'

TreasUrer in the l*t Defendant is an "Administrator"

within the meaning of the Memorandurn fra.med by the

1*t Defendant.

L7 . The Plaintiff states that as per clause 6.2.4 of 'the

Regula,tions, no administrator shall have direct or

indirect ccrnmercial interest in the matches or events

conducted by the 1"t Defendant. The 2"d Defendant in

clear violation of the aforesaid clause, bid for the

franchised Indian Premier LeagUe Rights for



lf )
ownership r:f teanrs and was ;rrnrarrcecl the cirenrrai

franchise narned ;ls "Chennai Super. I(ings',

18. The Plaintiff states that there is crear conflict of

inlerest in the rore of the 2n,.) Delendant a$ the

Treasurer of thc 1"t Defendant and his being the

Managing Di.re:tor of India cements Limited wn-ich

was awarded the franchised IpL for ownership of the

chennai Team named as "chennai super Kings,,. The

cornmercial intercst o{- thc )rttt f)cfcrrri:rn( irr Iiis

ndia Cements Ltcl.

who is the holder of the chennai franchise, ,,chennai

super ltings" is in conflict with his role as Treasur-er of

the l*t Defendant. clause 6.2.4 of the Regulatio's

itself was intro,cueed as a matter of public pol.icy in

order to maintain transparency in the clealings of the

1"t Defend.ant and to maintain purity in the

administration of the 1"t Defendant.

19. "In. the above circurnstances the plaintiff;*"by.Jris letter

dated 05.09.2008 addressed to the president of l *r

Defendant, complained that since the )nat Defenclnnt

has acted contrary to the poiicy of the l*t Defenciant

which debarred an Adrninistrator from having direct or

indirect cornmercial interest in the matches or events
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conducted i:y :,ire i't Defendanf-. The 2^,1 Defelcier:r1

being a Treaslrrer of the 1*t Defendant is admittecil'

Adrninistlator ancl bound by tlrc coclc clf concir-rct

ctl I

st'I

out by the 1ut Defendant. The plaintiff stated that the

Qnct Defendant is liable to be penalt.zed, in tenns o1'

clause 6.2.1 of the Regulations in view of craus e 6.2.4

of the Regulations. As Managing Director of inclia

cements Limited which is the Franchise holder for

Chennai Super Kings, the 2"d Defend.ant, who is the

Treasur:er of the l*t Defendant, lras gained commercial

interest and benefit in the event.s conducted by the l*r

Defendant through IPI-. I{ence thc Plaintiff requested

the 1"t Defendant to take apfil-opl'iate actiol agair:st

L]ne 2"d Defendant.

20. But n.o action was takerr by the 1*t Defendant on the

complaint dated 05.09 .2AOB of the Plaintiff.

2I. Hence the Plaintiff by another letter dated 19.09.2008

addressed to the 1"t Defendant reiterated that as per

clause 8 (5) of the Regulations for players, team

officials, managers, umpires and administrators, for

breach of any of the provisions contajned in the

Regulations, action should be taken as pel' th e

procedure laid down in clause 28 (ll) of the
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fu{emorandum and Rules and Reg..rlations of tl're }3onrd

now renumbered as 32 (Ii), shottlcl be followed. As per

the clause 32 (II) of the Memoran:1um, if a complaii'il is

received, the Presi'ctent shall refer t.he same within the

48 hours to a Commissioner appointcd by the Boarcl to

make a preliminary enquiry. I,"*trlher as per clause B

(6) of the Regu.lations, th: Presi,dr:nt is empowered to

suspend thc 2"4 Defenda,nt pending enquiry. Further

as per clamse 8 (6) of the Regrrlations, the President is

empoweretl to suspencl the )tt<t l)efendant pcrrciirrg

enquiry. The Plaintiff further stated that since more

than a week had elapsed from the date of the l"t

complaint dated 05.09.2008, the Plai.ntiff requested

action to be taken oy initiating enquiry under clause

32 (II) of the Memorantlum against the 2"d Defendant, .

22. However till date no action has been taken by the I *t

Defendant. However, in the News Paper "The Tirnes of

India", it was reported as foliows - When TOI spoke to

BCCI about the letter it defended Srinivasan and said

that he was not flouting any ru1e. if Srinivasan owns

an iPL tearn, the team is not BCCI's property. lPL

franchises are the owners of their team. There arel

many officials who are part of the Board bn t

_ 
glofessionally engaged" elsewhere and it d_o-gs not nteeru
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that they are flauting the Rules. Thus it is apparrrri-

that the 1"t Def'endant is deliberately misinterpreting

clause 6.2.4 of th.e Regulations rxrhich clebars an officc

bearer from having any commercial interest in the

events of the l*t Defendant and cloes not inlenci to

enforce the Regulations of the l"r Dclcnclant irgirinst

the 2n,t Defendant.

23. 
-irr. 

Plaintiff states that the 2nd o"r.r.a^r., while

addressing a investor conference conducted by india

Cements Ltd. , in .January 2008, stated as follou,s.

"India Cements is in IPL, solely with the view to build

our brancl name more extensively in Tamil Naclrr arrcl

that cricket ultimately will make tor:s of morrev for tire:

Company". Thus the )ttct Defencl;rrrt is awerre ol' t.lru

benefit which India Cernents has gairreclcommerclal

by oecoming the franchisee of the IPi- and that his r:ole

as the Treasurer is in conflict with his position as the

Mai-raging Director ,of the Cornpan.y which is a direct

beneficiary of the award of the IPL franchisee by the 1.t

Defendant. But the tenor of the statement of the 2na

Defendant shows that he is tota-lly happy with the

enormous profits that India Cements is going to make

without realizing that the involvement of India

Ce,nents Ltd in IFL tournaments as franchisee is in



direct conflict with his role as the

Defendant and hence liable to be

Regulations of the lot Defendant.

Treasurer

penalized a

lvllf
of the

s Trer

I

l"'

tire

24. The Plaintiff states that the General Body Meeting o{

the 19t Defendant is scheduled to be helcl ort 2,7.9.2008

in Mumbai for electing the new oflice bearers. fhs lttcr

Defendant is 1ike1y to be elected t:r nominated as t"ire

Secretary of the 1"t Defenrlant in the General Rocitr

Meeting. I; is clear th.at the l *t l)erfer-rdant wiil not ;rct

or the complaint given by the Plilinti[f agaillef tltc' ?ttrt

Defendant and take action against the 2nd Defenclarit.

It is pertinent tc.r mention thal as ilcr clause 32 (VIi) o1

the Memorandum, pending inquiry or procecding irito

compiaint of charges of any act of indiscipline or-

violation of any Rules and regulations, the I "i

Defendant has the pov/er to suspend the 2nd

Defendant from participating in any of the affairs of

the Board until final adiudication. The 1ut Defendant

is not exercisj.ng the power under the aforesaid claruse

and suspend the 2n,t Defendant. Hence the Plaint-iff is

constrained to file the preserrt suit.

25. The cause

rvhere the

of

1str"'

action for the suit arose in Chennai

Defendant has got its registered'offlce



,^-

and when the 2"d Defendant was, elected as the

Honorary Treasurer of the l"t Defendant and wheu

India Cements Ltd of which the 2'd Defendant is the

Managing Director was awarded the franchised Indian

Premier Leag-re Rights for Ownership of the "Chennaj

super Kings" team by thc 1*r l)cfctrdant, wht:n 1it<:

complaint letters dated 05.09.2008 and 10.09.2008

were sent by the Plaintiff frorn his Chennai office to the

l"t Defendant against the 2nd Defenciant seeking action

against the 2.d Defendant under the Regulations of the

1"r Defendant and a-11 other subsequent dates r,vhen the

lst Defendant is refusing to act on the complaint of the

Plaintiff against the 2n'l Defendant'

The Plaintiff values

fee as follows,

the suit for the Purposes of Court

Prayer (a) is vahred at Rs'10,00,100/- and a sulr) of

Rs.13,535/- iu pelid as court fee under section 27 (c) of

the Tamil Nadu court Fees and suits Valuation Act,

1 955.

Prayer (b)

Rs.75.50 is

is valued at Rs. 1000 / - and a sum

paid as Court fee under section 27 (c)

of

of
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valuation Act,the Tamil Nadu

1 955.

Court F ees and suits

Prayer (c) is valued at Rs. 1 ooo /- and a s.lm oi

Rs.75.50 is paid as court fee uncier section 27 (c) of

lhe Tamit Nadu court Fees anci suits.__var_r-ration Act,

1 955.

Under these circumstances it

that this Honble Court may

is respectfully prayt:ci

be pleased to pass

Judgment and decree against the Defendants granti.g:

(a) Permanent injunction resLraining trrc r sr

Deferrdant fi om permitting tire Jna Defendant t'
participate in the Generar Body Meeti'g

scheduled in Mun:ba.i on 27.09.200g or any other-

subsequent date for the election of new office

bearers t-rf the 1"t Defendant and contest for the

post of Secretary or any other post in the 1rt

Defendant.

(b) Mandatory injunction

to act uncler cJause 32

Association and Rules

directing the l*t Defendant

(II) of the Memorandum of

and Regulations of the l.''
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Defendant by appointing a cornmissioner to

make 'a preliminary enquiry against the )ttc|

Defendartt on the cc,mplaint filed by the Plaintiff

in his letter dated 05.09.2008 and 19.09.2008.

A mandatory injunction directing the 1*t

Defend.ant to exercise his powers und.er clause B

(5)oftheRegulationsforplayersteamofficials,

managers, umpires and administrators by

suspending the 2"d Defendant as Treasurer of the

1*t Defend.ant pending enquirY'

Pay the costs of the suit'

(e)Andpasssuchfurtherorotherorders.asthis

Honble Court may deem fit and proper in the

circumstances of the case and thus reudcr

(c)

(d)

justice'

Dated at Chennai this the

Sd /-

Counsel for Plaintiff

24't' day of SePtember, 2008'

sd7:

Plaintiff

Rule 14 (1) of C'P'C'

XeroxlOriginal

List of documents

No. Date

2000

filed under Order VII

Description of DocS.

1I. Memorandum & Rules Xerox



2. 2000

3. 05.09.2008

4, i9.09.2008

s. 23.09.2008

and Reguiations of BCCI

1"i Defendant

Regulations for players

tearn officials, manager, umpires

and administrators - BCCI -
1"t Defendant.

Complaint letter of thc

Piaintiff

Complaint'ietter of the

Plaintiff

Paper publication published Xerox

in "The Time of Indid'

Dated at chennai this tr..e 24tn day of september 2008

sd/ -

Courr*el for Piaintiff

i7 t^"

v erl11cat10n:

are true to rrqy best knowleCge and l:elief.

Verified at Chennai this Lhe 24rn day of

sd/ -

I, Dr. A.c. Muthiah s/o Late M'. M.A. chidambaram,

Hindu, aged about 67 years, re-"iding at Ad.yar villa, Kotturpram,

Chennai - 600 C,85, do hereby verify the contents stated above

sd/ -

Plaintiff

September,200B.

sd/ -

-L 09

Xerox

Xcrox

Xerox



Counsel for Plaintiff

List of documents fileci

Ni1 at present

Plaintiff

1ut Defendant

2"4 Defendant

under Order VII Rule

I

Piaintiff 7 O '1

14 (2) of C.P.C.

sd/,

Cotrnsel for Plaintiff

Startemen,t of address of llrc Plaintiff a.ncl

Ord.er VI Rule 14-A of C.P.C-

sdi

Plaintiff

tl rc Dcfenclnnts ttttclc:t'

Dr. .4,. C. Muthiah

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambaram

Adyar Villa

Chennai - 600 0S5

The Board of Control of Cricket in

India,

Rep. by its President

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Chidambarar,n Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005'

Mr. N. Srinivasan

Treasurer,

Thc Boeird of Control"-jor- Cricket

india

1n



Dated at chennai this th,e 24th day of september 20oB

sd/-

Counsel for Plaintiff

sd/ -

Counsel ftii' Plaintiff

Having its registered Office at M.A.

Chidambaram Stadium

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 O0S

sd/ -

Plainfiff

sd/ -

Ptainfin'

I

V',-,^---^-- lv-ilJ:
ivtt*- ^4V

Verification:

I, Dr.' A.C. Muthiah S/o Late Mr.' M.A. Chidambaram,
;

Hindu, aged. about 67 years, residing at Adyar villa, Kotturpram,

Chennai - 600 085, do hereby verify the contents stated above

are true to my best knowledge and belief.

Verified at Chennai this the 24tnday of September, 2OOB.



In

rA \ kv'
\ /^"";;re p t4

the High Court of Judicature at Madras

(Ordinarv Originerl Civil Jurisdiction)

O.A. No. IO41 to 43 of 2OO8

In

C.S. No. 930 of 2008

Dr. A. C. Muthiah

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambaram

Adyar Villa

Chennai - 600 085

Vs.

Applicant I Plaintiff

1. The Board of Control of Cricket in India,

Rep. by its Presiden

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Chidarnbaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 OO5.

2. Mr. N. Srinivasan

Treasurer,

The Board of Control for Cricket irr india

Having its registered Office at M.A. Chiclambaram Stadir-rm

Chepauk, Chennarl - 600 005

- Respondents / Defendants



Lwr
Affidavit filed by the Applicant

I. Dr. A.C. Muthiah S/o Late Mr. M.A. Ci"riclarnbaram,

Hindu, aged about 6'/ years, resid:lng at Adyar Villa, Kotturpram,

Clrcnr:,eri - 600 OB5, clo h.crcl:y solcrunl-y nl'f ir-rrr arrcl sir'lcol'(:ly strrtt:

as follows: -

1. The Applicant is the past President of the 1"t Respondent

and is interested in the promotion of the ganre of cricket

in India and in maintaining tlr.e purity of administration

of the 1*t Respondent.

2. The Applicant states that the l"t Respondent is a society

registered under the Societies Registration Act, 1850'

The objects of the 1st Respond.ent, inter alia, is to control

the game.of the cricket in India and give its decisiorr on

all matters which rnay be referred to it by any . St:rti:,

Regional or other Association. The objects of the I'r

Respondent al:e set out in detail in its Memorandum of

Association of the l*t Respondent. The Rr-r1es and

n38Ulation of the 1.t Responrlent set out, .1*:ttg 
others,

the powers and duties of the office bearers of the I "1

Respondent. The 2nd Respondent is the treasurer of the

1"t Respondent.



t-\ The Applicant states that the 1*i Respondent set up a

separate sub committee unit known as the Indian

Premier League (hereinafter referred to as IPi.) to

establish and oversee the operation of the domestic

Tv?enty 20 Cricket Competition in - India and if

appropriate elsewhere in tire world. The 'fwenty 20

matches wiil be one day rnatches with 20 overs while the

regular one day matches are matches with 50 overs.

The Applicant states that the Twer"rtv2O TPL tourtlatnents,

was sanctioned by the lnternat-ionai Cricket Counr:i1

(ICC). The league was to initially comprise eight teams

which will play each other. For the year 2008-2009

Mumbai, Delhi, Kolkata, Bangai6re, Jaipur, ckierrnai,

Chandigarh and Hyclerabad. were the cities chosen as the

venue for the gam.es. The.8 teams were to be auctioneci

and sold.

4.

5. The Appiicant states that IPL issr-red invitation to tender

toward.s the end" of 2OO7 for franchised Ind"ian Premier

League Rights for ownership of B teams. In the

invitation to tender it ha.s been clearly stated that IPL is

not a separate legal entity but forms part of the l*t

Respondent and is managed by a separate governing

council which reports to the 1"t Respondent.



6.

y'

3i1der, the eigh't
The Appii".rrt states that pursuant to: tt

teamswereauctionedandpurchasedbyeightdifferent
Ih'Chennaifranchise,..CherrnaiSuperi(irrgs''parttes. 'I'ne

waspurchasedbylndiaCementsl,imitedforwhichthe

2.'a Respondent is the Managing Director'

7 . The Applicant states that in the year 2000' the I nt

Respondent arnenclecl the Mcmorrlrrciur:n and Rulc;s lttrcl

aLrdum)
Regr-rlations (hcreinafter referred to as the Memor

incorporating 33 (IiI)' (IV)' {V)' (Vi) and (VII)'

ys dorvn the proced'ure to deal'with

misconduct:

38 (II) In the event of any complaint being received

1-a ca, f Oft
from any quarter or based on any rep

published or circulated or on its own

Lter oI attv a-''c:t tl['
motion, in the subject mat

misconduct or violation of anY
discipline or

of the Rules or Regulations by any Player'

Umpire, Team Official' Selector or any

person or appointed employed by BCCi' the

President shall refer the same within 48



hours to a Commissioner appointed

Board to make a preliminary enquiry.

{v
by the

(ur) Pending inquiry and proceeding into

complaints or charges or misconduct or any

act of irrd.iscipline or violation of any Ruies

and Regulation, the concerned Member,

Associate Member, Administrator, Player,

Umpire, Team Official, Referee or the

Selectors (including tire privileges ancl

benefits such as Subsidies to the Metnl:cr ot-

Associhte Mem-be{ *^y be Su3pended by

the President from participating in any of

the affairs of the Board until final

adjudication. However, the adjudication

shouid" be completed within six months.

The Applicant states that apart fror-n the Memorand.um, a

separate regulation for pIaye,rs, tea:n officials, Managers,

Umpires and Administrators (hereinafter referred to as

the Regulartion) was'framed hy the lot Respondent rvhich

was approved by its workilg committee in the year 2000.

B.

9. The relevant clauses of tJ:e regulation are as follows,



1 0. The ternr Administrator

"Regulations" as follows:

*]" ll

An "Administrator" shall meal-r zttrcl

include present and former Presidcnts,

Vice Presidents, Hony. Secreta.ries,

I-Iony. Treasurers, Hony. Joint

Secretaries of the Roard of Cricket f<rr

Control in Ind"ia ("the Board"), past ancl

present Presidents and Secretaries qf

Members affiliated to BCCI a"nd any

pel'son nominatecl in any of the sub

cornmittee appointecl by the board as

defined in the Mcmorandum and Rules

and Regulations of the Board.

is defined in Clause 1 (N) of the

Clause 1. 1, the regulations applies to

Players

Umplres

Team officials

d. Administrators

The term "Administrator" is defined as: -

Administrator:

a.

b.

c.



$,J {r
Administrator: An "Administrator?' shall mean and

include present and former Presidents,

Vir:e Presidents, Hony. Secretaries,

Hony. Treasurers, HonY. Joint

Secretaries of the Board of Cricket for

Control in India ("the Board"), past and

preserrt Presidents ,and Secretaries of

Members aJfiliated to BCCI and any

person nominated in any of the sr-th

committee appointed by the board as

defined in the Mernorandum ancl Rules

Clause 6.2 iavs

administrators as

and Regulations of the Board.

down the code of

follows.

conduct for

Clause 6.2.4 reads as follows: -

6,2.4 No Administrators shall have, directly or'

indirectly any commercial interest in the

matches or events conducted bri the Bciard.

6.2.2-

6.2.r-

Deals with Penalty as follows: -

In the event of the administrators

committing defaults mertioned in any of the



As per the clause 32 (li) of the Memorandum, if a

complaint is rcceivecl, the President shail refer thr-- s;rmc

within the 48 hours to a commissioner appointed by the

Board to make a preliminary enquiry. Further as per

clause B (6) of the Regulations, the president is

empowered to suspend the 2"d Respondent pencling

enquiry. Further as per clause B (6) of the Regulations,

the Presiclent is ernpowerect to suspend the ')rrt

Respondent pendirrg enqr,riry. The Applicant further

stated that since more thaLn a week had elapsed from the

date of the 1*r cornplaint dated 05.09.2008, the Applicaurt

requested action to be tal<en by initiating enquiry under

cla.use 32 (II) of the Memorandum against the ),c)

Respondenr.

19. However till date no action has been taken bv the l"t

Respondent. However, in the News Paper "The Times of

India", it was reported as follows - When TOi spoke to

BCCI about the letter it defended Srinivasan and said

that he was not flouting any rule. If Srinivasan ow1-ls an

IPL team, the team is not BCCI's property. IPL franchises

are the owners of their team. There are many officials

who are part of the Board but professionally .engaged

elsewhere and it does not mean that they are flouting the

Rules. Thus it is apparent that the 1"t Respondent is



deliberately nrisinterpreting clause 6.2.4 of the

Regulations which clebars an office bearer frorn having

any commercial interest in the events of the 1"r

Respondent and ctoes ::rot intend to enforce the

Reguiations of the 1"t Respontlent against the 2",1

Respondent.

20. Thc Applicant states that the )nc| Respondent while

addressing a investor conference conducted by India

Cements Ltd., in January 2008, statccl as lollows, "lr)clir,r

Cements is in IPL, solely with the view to build our brand

narne more extensively in Tamil Naclu and that cricket

. ultimately will make tons of money for the Company".

Thus the 2'd Respondent is aware of the commercial

benefit which India Cements has gainecl by becomir-rg thc

franchisee of the IPL and that his role as the Treaslrrcr 1s

in conflict with his position as the Nlanaging Director^ ol-

the Company which is a direct beneficiary of the award of

the IPL franchisee bv the 1"t Respondent. But the tenor

of the staternent of t}re 2na Respondent shows that he is

totally happy with the enormous profits that Irrclirr

Cements is going to make without realizing that the

involvement of India Cements Ltd in IPL tournaments as

franchisee is in direct conflict with his role as the



Treasurer of the

penalized as per t

,\ r I

Respondent and hence liable to be

Reguiations of the 1*t Respondent.

21. The Appticant states that the General eody Meeting of

the 1"t Respondent is scheduled to be held on 27.9.2008

itt M.t-bai for electing the new office bearers. The 2.d

Respondent is likely to be elected or nominatecl as the

Secretary of the l"t Respondent in the General Body

Meeting. It is clear that the l*t Respondent will not arct

on the complaint given by the Applicant againct the 2nrr

Respondent and take action against the 2"d Respondent.

It is pertinent to niention that as per- clause 32 (VII) of the

Memorandum, pending inquiry or proceeding into

conplaint of charger; of any act of indiscipline or violation

of any Rules and regulations, the l"t Respondent has the

power to suspend the 2"a Respondent from participat;.ng

in any of the aJtairs of the Board until final adjudication.

The 1"t Respondent is not exercising the power under the

aforesaid clause ancl suspend the 2"a Respondent. Hence

the Applicant is constrained to file the present suit.

Under these circumstances it is respectfully prayed that

this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to issue Permanent

injunction restraining the 1st Respondent from permitting

the 2nd Respondent to participate in the General Bodrz

1st

he



Meeting scheduled in Mumbai on 27.A9.2008 or any

other subsequent date for the election of new office

bearers of the 1st Respondent and contest for the post of

Secretary or any other post in the 1"t Respondent

pending clisposal of the above suit and thus renclct-

justice.

Under these circumstances it is respectfully prayed that

this Honble Court may be pleasecl to issue a Manclatory

injunction d"irecting the 1*t Respondent to act under

clause 32 (II) of the Memorandum of Association and

Rules and Regulations of the 1",, Respondent by

ap:p.ointing a Commissioner to make a preliminary
'l

enquiry against the 2nd Respondent on the complaint

filed by the Applicant in his letter dated 05.09-2008 and

19.09.2008 pend"ing disposai of the above suit and .thus

render jusctice.

Under these circumstances it is respectfully prayed that

this Honble Court may be piease,C to issue a mandatory

injunction directing the 1"t Respondent to exercise his

powers under clause 8 (6) of the Regulations for ptrayers

team officials, managers, tlmpires and administrators by

suspending the 2"d Respondent as Treasurer of the 1$1



i,.
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trn the High

The

Dr. A. C. Muthiah

Vs.

The tsoard of Control of Cricket

Rep. by its President

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Chidarnbararn Staclium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005.

2. Mr. N. Srinivasan

Coram

Hon'ble Mr. Justice M. JaYaPaul

Application No. 1041 of 2OOB

In

C.S. No. 930 of 2008

Cor:rt of Judicerture at Madras

Date:26.9.2008 i

Applicant

India,1nIII

Treasurer,

The Board

Having its

Chepauk,

of Control for Cricket in

registered Office at M.A.

Chennai - 600 005

India 
:

i

.rChidarnbaram Stadium
1

l

;

:

Respondents

Chidambaram
,

F or Appiicant Mrs. Nalini



Senior Counsel for Mrs. Uma

For R1 Mr. P.S. Raman, Senior Counsel for

Mr. Hari Shankar

Order

The application is filed by the zrpplicant Dr-. A.Cl.

Muthiah seeking temporary injunction restraining the first

- Respondent -. the Boaqd of control for cricket in India frorn

permitting the second, Respondent Mr. N' Sriuivasau,

Treasurer of the first Respondent to participate in the

General Bod.y Meeting scheduled in Mumbai on 27.9.2008

or any other subsequent date for the election of new oflice

bea.ggrs of the first Respondent and contest -lgl lht post of

secretary or any other post in the first Respondent-

2. Event at the time when the application is moved

: applicant, the first Respondent is represented

counsel.

3. Learned Seniol counsel Mr. P.S. Raman appearing for 1he

first Respondent woulcl insist that tinrc rrtay bc given lor thc:

first Respondent to file its counter ancl notice may be issued

to the second Responitent tc, contest the application filed

by th

by it



A+

seeking temporary injunction virtually affecting

the second Respondent.

* {'"1

the rights of

Learned senior counsel Mrs. Nalini chidambaram

appearing for the applicant would insist that the matter is

so urgent that it does not call for notice to the second

Respondent at this stage. The court may hear tht-:

submissions made on the side of the applicant and if the

Court is satisfied that there is a prima facie case mac.lc out

on this side of applicant, the Court may grant the relief sout

for in view of the Ltrgency of the matter.

5. Therefore, the Court proposed to hear the submissions

made by the Learned Senior counsel appearing on the side

of the applicant as well as on the side of tire llrst

ResponCent.

6. The Le arned Senior counsel Mrs. Nalini chidambaram

appearing for the applicant would submit that the second

Respondent being the Treasurer of the first Respoldent

Board, is an Administrator as per the regulation for players,

team officials, managers, umpires and administrators. As

per sub clause (a) of clause 6.2 af the said regulation, no

administrator shall have, directly or indirectly, any

commercial interest in the matches or events conducted by



/ t'>
the Board. The president ,:f the first Respondent has cverv:"
authority to slrspencl i t,-,,, ltlavcr./

admlnrstrator/manager /team official/ur,npires during the
l-

pendency of the enquiry proceedings on the basis of the
i

:esident of the first
iRespondent as per sub clause (6) of cl4iuse B of the saicl
l

regulation. The applicant strongly wrote a letter dated

5.9.2008 bringirrg to the noti,ce of the prisident of the first

Respondent the rigors of sub clauses (i) ared (4) of clausc

6.2 of the said regulation and sought fctr direct actior as

against the. second. Respondent who is the Managing
i

Director of India Cements Limited for having earnecl
:

tranchisees of "trndiein Prernier League" (IpL). The said
i

demand was reiterated by the applicant as per his
i

subsequent letter dated l9.g .2a08, bur no action was
:

,llrnrtrated by the President of the first Respd:rdent despite the
t'

fact ttrat he is bound to refer the complairtrt within 48 hours
Ito the. commissioner appointed by the Board to make a

prelrmlnary enquiry as per clause 32 (ii) iof the Rules and



7.

v
Cemer:ts Limited wherein the second Respondent is the

Managing Director. The applicant has established that the

second Respondent has breached the code of conduct laid

down by the Board of Control for Cricket in India (BCCI)'

As the applicant has established prima facie case, aci

interim injunction may be granted i.r:L favour of the

"applicant, she would lastly submit.

The Learned senior counsel Mr. P.S. Ranlan appearing for

the first Respondent would strenuously submit rn'itjr equari

vehemence that on 26.12.2007, &r invital-ion to parlicipate

in' the auction conducted by iPL was extended to Inclia

Cements Limited wherein the second Respondent is the

Managing Director. o.n receipt of such "t ::"i:ation 
from

the first Respondent, the second Respon,cent, without an\i

loss of time, sought clarification on 29th Drecemb er, 2OO7 as

to whether India Cements Limited wherein the second

Respondent is the Managing Director could participate irr

the auction conducted by IPL. On 5't.' Jtaouary 2008, thc:

second Respondent received a ccmmutrication fr-om thr: 1*1

Respondent that there was no embargo for India Cements

Limited to participate in the auctic;n Flespondent to the

invitation of ihe first Respondent. -fhereafter, having

submitted tender proposals on 10tr' "lanuary 2008, India

Cements Limited purchased the "Chenniai Super Kings" in



I
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I

i
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I

I
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u v',

the month of Februaly 20A8. The matcir was over even

cluring May-Jr-rne 2008. It is l-ris further co:ntention thi'rt lhc

Memorand.um of Association and Rr-ries and Repp.lations of

the first respondent Board are meant to regr-rlate the

conduct of the players, umpires, team offj.cials, selector or

any person appointed or employqd by BCCI' to put an errd to

match fixinlS as per clarrse 32 of the Rr*rles and Regulations

of the first Responclent Board. As per sub clause (1) of

clamse 6.2 of the Regulations for: players, team officials'

managers, umpires ancl eLdministrators of the tjrst

Respondent, six months tirne has been giver: to ttre

President of the l"t Respondent to determine the allegations

brought to his notice. In the event of the administrator

committing any defzult against the spirit of the aforesaid

Regulations,thefirstRespondenthasbr3€nauthorizedt-"

levy a fine of Rs.1,00,000 l- to Rs'5'00'O0O l- andlor debar

theadministratorfromholdingsuchpositionsfora

minimum of one year and" a maximum of three years' It is

his submission that when there is alternative penalty

,'
prescribed und"er clause 6.2.L, debarring at the stage when

all the steps have been taken to convene the meeting by

28.9.2008 for holding the election is not rn'atlranteci '

Further, he would submit that the eleventh hour knourirrg

full well that all the prepafaticxrs havc l:cctr ctltlrl:lt:tt:cl lirr'

holding the elections by next d.y, cannot be heard to say

j

i

I

I
I

I

i



I"-r-- 
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I

that he would be prejudiced if election is held tomorrow as

sched"uled. As nominations have been completed and the

elections are held by tomorro\r', and the act of debarring of

violator of the regulation to participate irr the elcction is

only an alternative penalty contemplated under the

regulation, the plea for ad interim injunction deserves to be

reiected. In the above facts and circums;tances, the first

Respondent, at this crucial stage, cannot bt: restrained from

permitting the second Respondent Mr. N. Srinivasan,

Treasurer of the first Respondent to participate in ther

General Body Meetirrg scheduled in Mumbai on 27 '9'2008

and ,contest for the post of Secretary'

8. In view of the aforesaid rival contentions, the court finds

that there is a potential substance in the argument made by

the Learned Senior counsel Mr. P.S. Raman appearing for

the first Respondent. Therefbre, the court. is not inclincd to

grant ad interim inju-nction at this stage'

9. f""lr" ttoti.. to the second'

weeks. Counter of the first

Respondent returnable in tirree

Respondent b1' then.

sd / - M..I. P.,,J .

26 .9.20C8

True Copy
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The Annual General Meeting CCO L'Y i

The Annual

Cricket Centre on

General Meeting of the BCCI was held at the

Saturday, 27,h September 20(lB.

Severai key decisions were ' taken, and significant

appointments confirmed .

Office Bearers

1. Shashank Manohar

2. N. S^'.rtivasan

3. SanjayJagdale

4. M.P. Pandovi

Vice Presidents

1. Arun Jaitley

2. Shivlal Yadarv

3. Arindarn Ganguly

4. Chirayu Amin

5. (illegible) Modi

President

Fi orr o ril r'.v Siecretary

Honorary - jfoint Secretary

Honorary 'l'reasurer

North

South

East

West

Central
, 
-:r: l,:idr*;r ;;,ii;i;";fisr;1. ?iilftii#{r;$1";;';l-i ;. .;'" ; :-' -.

; :,...

{
t .flLffis 

ffild

1 ? APit ?fl1tl

$uptem* Cnrif' t\1. \ilril:.'l



Working Committee

i. Shashank Manohar

2. N. Srinivasan

3. Sanjay Jagdale

4. M.P. Pand.ovi

5. Arun Jaitley

6. Shivlal Yadav

7. Arindam Ganguly

8. Chirayu Amin

g. (illegihle) Modi

u)

Presiderrt

Honorary Se:cretary

Hqnorary Joint Secretary

Fionorary Treasurer

Vice President (North)

Vice President (South)

Vice President (East)

Vice President (West)

Vice Preside,nt (Central)

the Platinum Jubilee of the first

soil (v/ s Englalnd in Decembe r

2008.

Important Decisions

The audited statement. of accounts and anrr"ual report tor

2OO7 -2OO8 were approved unanimously.

2. Cricketers who played in the Ranji Trophy in the 2OA7-OB

. .season will receive Rs.27,5AO l- each per match day.

1.

3- The BCCI .wili celebrate

test played on Indian

1933) on 17th l)ecember
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4. The BCCI has approved a plan to se:t up a Sports

Medicine Centre, which will help cricke,ters as well as

sportspersons from other disciplines.

5. The Rules and Regulations of the BCCI applicable to

players, umpires and administrators were suitably

amended.

Umpires Amish Saheba and Suresh Shastri were

nominated" on the ICC International , Panei. Shavil<

Tarapore will replace Pratap Kurnar as thrg third umpire.

6.

F7 New Affiliations: -

The foilowing associations have been granted Affiliate

Membership: -

Meghalaya Cricket Ass'ociation

Nagala:rd Cricket Association

Arunachal Cricket Association

8. Ttre following associations have been g.ranted Associate

membership:

Chhattisgarh State Cricket Associatiorr



Uttarakhan the Generai Bod.y has agthorized the
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ii) Copy of the amended Regulations dated nil of 233-259
the Respondent No. 1

23. ArurvexunE'P-17'

A copy of the Plaint
C.S.No. 1 167 120A8 filed by
High Court of Madras.

Atilrue xuRE 'P-18'

260-302

dated 8j22008 in
the Petitioner before the

303-342

358-374

375-378

379-382

383-398

A copy of the Affidavit bearing O.A. Nos.1299,1300
and 5740 of 2008 in C.S.No.116712008 dated
8.12.2008 filed by the Petitioner before the Madras
High Cour1.

25. AtvtuexuRE'P.19' 343-357

24

29.

30.

26.

27.

A copy of the Counter Affidavit dated 23.1.2009 filed
by the Respondent No.1 in O.A.No.1041 to
1A43|2AA8 in C.S.No.930/2008 before the Madras
High Court

ArvruExuRE'P-20'

A copy of the Counter Affidavit dated 24.1.2009 filed
by the 1"'Respondent in O.A: Nos. 1299,1300 and
574A of 2008 in C.S No. 1167 of 2008 before the
Madras High Court

AruruexuRE 'P.21'

A copy of the Counter Affidavit filed by the
Respondent No.2 dated 16.2.20A9 in O.A.No.1041
to 1443 of 2008 in C.S.No.930/2008 before the
Madras High Court.

AruruexuRE,,P.22'

A copy of the Counter Atfidavit filed by the
Respondent No.2 dated 16.2.2009 in
O.A.Nos.1299, 1300 and Appln.No.5740/2008 in
C.S.No.116712008 before the Madras High Court

AruruexuRE.P.23,

A copy of the Reply Atfidavit dated 7.3.2009 filed by
the Petitioner before the High Court of Madras in
O.A.No.1041 to 1043 of 2008 in C.S.No.930/2008

31. AwruexuRE'P-24' 399-402

A copy of the Reply Affidavit dated 7 3.2A09 fited by
the Petitioner before the High Court of Madras in
O.A.Nos.1299, 1300 and Appln.No.STAAIZAOS in
C.S.No.116712008



32. ArururxunE 'P-25' 403-415

A copy of the Reply Affidavit dated 9.3.2009 filed by
the Petitioner before the High Court of Madras in
o,A.Nos.1299, 1300 and Apptn.No .574A12AA8 in
C.S.No.116712008

ArrtruexuRE 'P-26' 416-456

A copy Order dated 13.07.2009 passed by the
Madras High Court in O.A.No.1A42|2AO8 in
C.S.No.930 and O.A.Nos.1299 & 1300/2008 and
Application No.5740 of 2008 in C.S.No.1167 of 2008

AruruexuR E'P-27' eo l\y
i) Copy of Memorandum of Grounds dated 457-468

22.47.2009 filed by the Petitioner before the
Division Bench of the Madras High Court in OSA
Nos. to 226 of 2009.

ii) Copy of Memorandum of Grounds dated 469-486
22.47.2A49 filed by the Petitioner before the
Division Bench of the Madras High Court in OSA
Nos. to 229 ot 2009

33.

34.

':, 
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2.

BCCI/Board

rcc

Board of Control

registered under

1 860.

Cricket in India, a Society

Societies Registration Act,

for

The

The lnternational Cricket Council, a Company

limited by guarantee and not having a share

capital in the Territory of the British Virgin lslands

and having its Flegistered Number as 9112.

The person from tirne to time holding office as

1

2e7
REGUL.ATIONS

PERSONS / MATCHES COVERED

1.1 This Regulations shall apply to

a) Players.

b) Umpires

c) Team Officials

d) Administrators

1.2: This regulations shall apply to:

(a) Test Matches

(b) ODI Matches

(c) Twenty 20 Matches

(d) Tour Matches

(e) Any domestic or international Matches

DEFIN ITIONS

In this Regulation the following words and expressions shall have the

following meanings:

BCCI President
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BCCI
Regulations

Laws of Cricket

Member

Member Country

ODI Match

L/2 
-l

President of the BCCI in accordance with article of

the BCCI's Memorandum and Rules and

Reoulations of the Board.

The BCCI Regulations contained in such

Regulation or . Regulations as_"_._grg made or

amenCed by BCCI as the same is or are from time

to tinre in force including but not limited to the

provisions of this Regulations.

The l-aws of Cricket (1960 Code), Second Edition

1gg2, or such further revision thereof as may

come into force from time to time, as amended

from time to time by BCC! Regulations.

Any Member of the BCCI as provided for in its

Memorandum and Rules and Regulations.

Ar,y country (or countries associated for cricket

purposes) or geographical area which the Member

represents in being a Member of the lCC.)

A limited over international match classified as a

One Day International in accordance with the

ICC's regulations headed "Classification of One

Day lnternational Matches."



Test Match

Twenty 20

Tour

Tour Match

v%e

Any cricket match of not less than five days

scheduled duration played between teanrs

selected by Full Members as representatives of

their Member Countries and accorded with tl're

status of Test by the lCC.

A limited over inte.national

Twenty 20 in accordance with

match classified as

ICC regulations.

A series of matches where at least one of the

competing teams is an international team

representing a Member Association playing a

country other than its own and comprising of

atleast clne Test Match or atleast one ODI Match.

For the purposes of this Regulations a Tour shall

start on (and include) the first day when the

touring squad of Players (or the first of touring

squad of players) arrives in the country of the tour

until (and including) the day on which the touring

squad of Players (or the last of tbUririg squad of

players) leave to return to their Member

Association.

Any match other than a Test Match, or ODI Match,

in which at least one of the teams comprises

Player selectecj from the sqrrad of players cltosetr



Domestic
Matches

Player

Team Official

Administrator

Match Observer

1/, t'

to represent a Member Association.

All tournaments and /or matches conducted under

the aegis of BCCI.

Any person registered with BCCI as a player and

shall include any person selected in any squad to

repre3ent India in a Test Match, an ODI or Tour

Matches.

Any person, not being a player,

iappointed by BCCI including

team managers, coaches,

physiotherapists.

who is employed

amongst others

doctors and

An "Administrator" shall mean and include present

and former Presidents, Vice Presidents. Hony.

Secretaries, Hony. Treasures, Hony. loini

Secretaries of the Board of Control for Cricket in

India ('the Board), past and present Presidents

and Secretaries of Members affiliated to BCCI and

any person nominated in any of the sub committee

appointed by the Board as defined in the

Memorandum and Rules and Regulations of the

Board.

A persorr/comrnrittee or such other body who is

ennpowered to carry out, interalia the functions

prescribed by the Board in connection with the
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Regulations of BCCI.

Governingl-aw These terms of reference shall be governed

and construed in accordance with lndian Law.

REGULATIONS FOR THE PLAYERS / TEAM OFFICIALS

(hereinafter referred to as these persons)

Betting and Match fixing

These persons are required to follow the Regulations in respect of

Betting and Match fixing as mentioned here under:

(i) shall not bet on any Match or series of Matches, or on any

Cricketing Event (Event) in which such player takes prart or in

which the member country of any such individlral is

represented.

shall not lnduce or encourage any other person to bet on any

Match or series of Matches or on any Cricketing Event or to

offer the facility for such bets to be placed.

shall not Gamble or enter into any other form of financial

speculation on any Match or on any Cricketing Event.

shall not induce or encourage

or enter into any other form

Match or. any Event

by

3.1
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(ii)

(iii)

(iv) any other person to bet, gamble

of financial speculation on any
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L,7\',
shall not receive from another person any money, benefit' gift

or otlrer reward (whether financial or othenruise) for providing

any informatiorr concerning the weather, the teams, the state of

the ground, the status of, or the outcome of, any Match or the

occurrence of any Event unless such information has been

provided to a newspaper or other form of media in accordance

with an obligation entered irrto in the normal course and

disclosed in advance to the relevant cricket authorities.

(vi) shall report to the appropriate authorities in writing within 48

hours any approaches made to them by the bookmakers or any

suchpersonortheknowledgebfsuchapproachtoanyother

player immediately to the President / Honorary secretary of

BCCI as also the Team Manager, who shall report the same to

the law enforcing authorities either directly or through the

officials of the staging Association / Authorities'

(vii) player shall not accept any money, benefit, gift or other reward

(whether financial or otheruuise) from a bookmaker or any suclr

persons for anY reason.

(viii) shall not be a party tg contriving or attempting to contrive alone

or in conspiracy with others the result of any Match or on the

occurrence or commission of any Event'
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(ix) shall not fail to perform on his merits in any Match owing to an

arrangement relating to betting or gambling on the outconre of

any Match or on the occu.rrence or commission of any Event.

aid

any

(x) shall not induce, encourage,

perform on his merits in

arrangement.

or abet any other pla)tsr not to

Match owing to any such

(xi) shall not receive or provide any money, benefit, gift or other

reward, (whether financial or otherwise) which could bring him

or the game of cricket into clisrepute.

(xii) on his becoming aware that any other player/tea,"n official etc.

has engaged in conduct, or received approaches, such as

described above he shall disclose the same in writing within 24

hours to the BCCI President /Honorary Secretary or to the

officials of the staging authorities.

(xiii) on his becoming aware that any other played /team official etc.

has received threats of any nature which might induce him to

engage in conduct, or acquiesce in any proposal made by an

approach, such as that described above h'e shall disclose the

same in writing within 24 hours to the BCC President/ Honorary

Secretary or to the officials of the staging authorities.

(xiv) where approaches are made for fixing of matches or for any

action that is within the ambit of the breaches stated herein
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above by or on behalf of bookmakers, the concerned individual

shall inform the local police as soon as possible, so that

criminal investigations may be initiated. lt is an obligation on

the part of the concerned individual to report the matter in

wr:iting to the Board within 48 hours after its occurrence'

3.1.1 PenaltY

a) For contravention of any of the above clauses, they will be

debarred from playing any cric.ket matches conducted by or

authorised by ICC /BCCI or affiliated associations for a period

of minimum 5 years and as a maximum penalty shall be

debarred from playing /holding such positions for the rest of

their life and lor fine as assessed in the light of actual

circumstances and shall also inclucje forfeiture of benevolent

fund and benefit matches.

b) In such event the records, achievements made by them in their

respective fields will be removed from the official records of the

Board, making them ineligible to make such claims thereafter'

nllitional Regulations for Players,and Team Otticial-s_ 
.

1. shall not use any communication equipments on /off the ground

from the time they leave the hotel till the time they return to the

hotel after the game for the particular day without the prior

permission of the Manager. No cell phone shall be carried to

3.2
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the ground either during practice session or on actual matcl''

days.

2::*' the entire foreign exchange earned (except daily allowances)

on tour shall have to be accounted for and deposited with the

Board immediately on theii return.

all Prize Money received in foreign exchange while on tour shall

be deposited with the Board. Equtvalent amount in Indian

currency shall be paicl by the Board to tire concerned.

4. no Players /Team Officials shall make any unsubstantiated

allegation against any players, team officials or administrators

(present :r past) in public through media or otherwise with

respect to the breaches stated above and shall not comment on

any matter relating to the fru;rctioning of the Board unless and

until the said allegation is brought to the notice of the President

in writing and a decision is reached by the Board in that behalf.

As far as possible tlre Board shall decide on the said rnatters

within a period of six months.

5. all Players/Team officials shall attend all official functions in

lndla / during tours abroad strictly accordance with the dress

regulations as prescribed by the Board from time to time.

6. all Players and Team Officials shall attend the Prize Distribution

Ceremony after every match at home or on tour in proper

3.
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cricket attire. There shall be no violation of the

Regulations as stipulated in the Rules specified in

document.

all Trophies won by the lndian Team on tour shall be handed

over by the Captain to ther Manager. The Manager in turn,

shall send the Troplry to ther Board's office at Mumbai within 10

days of his returrr to India from the tour.

8. no Player or Team Official shall be permitted to write or express

his views to the meciia in India or abroad during a series at

home or abroad. Only the Captain and the Coach sltall attend

pre-match and post-match media conferences or interviews by

the audicl-visual nnedia. In case of any special performance by

a Player in a particular match, he may be allowed to give an

interview strictly on his performance to print or audio-visuAl

media with the permission of the Manager.

9. no Players /Team Officials shall write, publish or assist any

person to write, publish any book or articles in news papers,

magazines, periodicals, journals or participate in a TV interview

/Radio interview on any matters relating to the disclosure of any

strategy decided by the Team and / or any information relating

to the decisions taken at the Team Meetings and / or shall not

comment upon any Player /Team Officials till the retirement

from that particular class of cricket.

Logo

ttris

7.

I\J



10. shall not leak any information relating to any Match either to the

press or er Broadcasting Media and /or to an agent or employee

thereof during their tenure as a player / official.

11. shall not make any pubric pronouncement or media commeni

which is detrimental to:

the game of cricket in general, or

any particular tour between Member gountries of lcc /

Associations of BCCI in which any such persons are

involved, or

any tour between Member countries of lcc/ Associations

of BCCI which is taking place: or

(c)

(d) relations between the C,'icket Authority

Association and the Cricket Authority

Member Association.

a Member

any other

ensuring that play is

as well as within the

^CUI

of

12. shall be responsible at ail times for

conducted within the spirit of the game

Laws of Cricket.

13. must at all times accept the

dissent either on the field or

the umpire's decision.

umpire's decision

off the field in the

and not show

press/media at

.1 4
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1!, shall lot verbrally abuse, assault, intimidate "-or atterlpt to

assault or intimidate any umpire, spectator, Match Observer,

Player or Team Official.

shall not disclose or publicly comment upon any alleged or

actual breach of this Regulations, vvhether by themselves or

any other person to whom the Regulations applies, or upon by

hearing, report or decision arising from such an alleged or

proven breach.

16. shall at all times observe and comply with the provisions of any

Regulations of BCrll and the Rules specified in this document

which is in force from time to time.

shall not engage in any conduct which is prejudicial to the

interests of the game of cricket.

shall not do any act or cause any act to be done or be guilty' of

any act or conduct which may render him or any of tl're Player

of the team unfit or incapable to play in any other matches.

19. shall observe the discipline and decorum and decency as an

Indian citizen and shall not do any act, deed or thing which may

bring disrepute or disgrace to Indian Team, Co-Players, Team

Officials, Board, Game etc.

17.

18.

12
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20. shall refrain from engaging in verbal abuse / assault directed

against other playels, umpires and spectators, or from any

other acts or gestures likely to bring the game into disrepute.

21. no player selected for any tour shall reveal the information at

any point of time relating to the decision taken in the Team

Meeting and shall always observe strict confidentiality and

secrecy regarding all such inforrnation that he has acquired by

being q member oJ a team for the particular tournament.

22. they shall present himself at such time and place or places as

the Board/ affiliated associations may direct at all matches /

practice sessions under the auspice of the Board, unless

prevented by illness or other sufficient cause after duly

informing the Board in writing.

23. unless prevented as aforesaid shall play in the match imatches

in which he may be setected. However, the Manager can

excuse any playei from not playing, if he is satisfied about the

reasons given.

24. shall comply strictly with all ground regulations on which any

match may be played and shall not infringe any ground

regulations or playing conditions ancl stipulation of the local

associaticn whene the matches are being played'

IJ
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26.

7L{b
25. shall during the tournament stay at such hotels and room or at

such plaee or plac-es as the BCCI may arrange and Shall not

reside at any other Hotel, place or places; and shall not absent

himself from such places, without proper approval of Manager

and / or Coach.

during the tour, they shall not be accompanied by any other

person except their wife. For the wife to accompany, they shall

take prior permission of the Board'

27. while travelling from home for a tour abroad and while return,

shall travel in the same flight, unless special permissions for

different arrangements are granted by the Board' This shall

also be applicable for travel between vBnues while on tour.

28. in the event r:f the BCCI entering into any Agreement with any

Sponsors in respect of cnicket matches to be played and if such

Agreelnent provides for any logos to be worn by the Players

during the cricket rnatches, the players shall wear the logos

provided bY the BCCI.

29. the players shall not wear logos or any forrn of advertisement

on clothes and/or equipment without the specific approval of the

BCCI, except in acc;ordance with the relevant policy as laid

Cown by the Board.

14
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30. shall wear tlre clothing given by the BCCI such as blazers'

trousers, sweaters, etc cJuring the play/ official functions I

practice sessions. The Player shall use only India cap and

lndia sweater on the field.

shall not cJo anything or undertake any activity like playing any

match which is outside the programme, which has the effect of

interfering with tl're programme of the tour/ tournament/ match.

32. shall carry out all the orders and directions given by the

Manager for the administrative matters and by the Captain I

Coach for the cricket matters.

JJ. shall not lflvite without the consent of the Manager any person

tO hiS rooin, dreSsing room, carriage, rail mOtor Car, aircraft,

reserved exclusively for the use of the players and officials, nOt

invite any person i" travel with the Team, nor shall allcw any

relative or friend to stay in his room or in the Hotel without the

prior permission of the Manager.

34. The Player shall during his tout', coni'orm to the following norms

regarding weight of .luggage to be carried by him-

i) while traveling by plane Player shall carry luggage

weighing not more than 20 kgs or as per the relevant

norms prescribed by the Airlines from time to time.

(excluding his cricket equipment's)'

I

I
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ii) Any excess luggage shall be carried at the cost and

expense of the Player.

35. During a series at home or on tours, shall clear the bills for the

expenses incurred" by them (except accommodation and

breakfast, where applicable) before they check out of a

particular hotel. Shall not permit any one to use the privileges

or concessions which the player as member of the team enjoy

and shall not entertain guests at the expenses of the other

players, team officials, Board etc.

36. I any player lcoachl umpires receives any gift in cash or in kind

..--- for value exceeding.Rs..50,0O0/- shall inform about the same in

writing to the Board within a period of 15 days from the date of

such. receipt.

97. The Player shall submit himself to the necessary medical tests

including blood, urine, or saliva or breath test as and when

required by the Teanr Officials.

38. At any given point of time during a match or a series, no player

shall conceal any illness or injury. Any illness or injury nrust be

reported to the Manager and the Coach, and the decisiorr of the

Manager in this regard shall be final.
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39. During a series at home or abroad, all members of the Team

shall comply with the Playing conditions agreed upon by the

Board.

40. They shall not use or p,ossess or in any way be concerned ir

the use or distribution of illegal drugs.

3.2.1 PenaltY

For contravention of the above, the Board at its absolute discretion

shall impose a penalty contprising:

(a) a rePrimand; and/or

(b) a fine uPto Rs.1 lakh; and/or

(c) a ban upto a maximum of 5 oDl and/or 3 test matches'

Additional Regulations for Managers

1. Manager shall along with the players selected by the Board

proceed to place or places determined by the Board and see

that the matches are played by the lndian Team as per the

Itinerary agreed between the Governing Bodies'

2. Manager shall hav.g the sole right to decide what gues.ts, if any

shall be entertained.

3. Manager shall represent the Board/affiliated associations in all

official functions.

4.

17
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on behalf of the

I

Managei shall attend to all correspondence

Board in respect of the tour matters.

5. Manager shall remain present throughout the matches.

6. Manager shali make all necessarv arrangements regarding

Medical attention to all players of the lndian Team including the

officials.

7. Manager shall submit to the President of the Board, with a copy

thereof to the Honorary secretary a fuil Report including

confidential reports of each player on all its aspects within two

weeks from the date of completion of the match/ tour.

8. Manager shall receive and distribute comprimentary tickets

each match to the players.

L Manager shall see that all Players observe discipline, decorum,

dignity and shall not do or cause to be done and/ or shail not

allow any of the Players to do any act, deed or thing which shall

bring disrepute or disgrace to lndian team.

10. Manager shall not fail to report about the non-compliance with

the Regulations by any member of the touring side.

11. Manager shall at no point of time write or publish or assist any

person in writing or publishing any book or articte in anv

for

18
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7
newspaper, magazine, periodicals, journal or participate in airy

TV interview or radio interview on any r"tt", ,ulating to cricket

in connection with any tour/ matches where he was functioning

as a Manager of the team.

Penalty

In the event of the failure to comply rrrith the Rules mentioned above

they will be debarred from acting as Manager for a minimum period of

3 years and as a maximum penalty shall be debarred from holding

such oositions for the rest of his life and /or a fine for a minimum of

Rs.25,000/- and a maximum of Rs.1 lakh will be imposed.

5. Regulations for Umpire

All the regulations as provideo in this document in respect of

Players/ Team Officials /Managers and the penalties provided

therein in the relevant section is also applicable to the tJmpires

of the team to tl're extent it is relevant to them in case such

condition is not included in the Regulations applicable to the

umpires.

2. Regarding betting and match fixing the offences and the

penalties as applicable to the players/ tearn officials shall be

applicable to the umpires.

3, Umpires shall not make any pu.blic pronouncement or media

comment which is detrimental to:

1.

19
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(a) the game of cricket in general, or

(b) any particular tour betleen Member Countries of ICC/

Associations of BCCI in which any such Umpire is involved, or

(c) any tour between Member Countries of ICC /Associations of

BCCI which is taking place; or

(d) relations between the Cricket Authority of a Member

Association and the Cricket Authority of any other Member

Association.

(e) regarding any umpiring decisions in any match/ tour.

(f) regarding the functioning of the Board/ affiliated associations.

4. Umpires shall not disclose or comment upon any alleged breach of

this Regulations or the Players and Team Officials Regulations or any

hearing, report or decislon arising from such a breach unless such

disclosure is required under the provisions of this Regulations or tlre

Players and Team Officials Regulations.

5. Umpires shall not use or in any way be concerned in the use or

distribution of illegal drugs.

20



l

l

-*-'-t
i

I

b. Umpires shall at all times observe and comply with the provisions of

any Regulations of BCCI which applies to Umpires including but not

limited to BCCI's Logo Policy frorn time to time in force'

5.1
'"11*
ln the event of committing default in any of the

above, ? file for a minimum of Rs'25,000/- and a

lakh will be imPosed.

causes excePt 2

maximunr of Rs.1

o. l

Regulations for Administrators

Betting and Match fixing

The Administrators are required to follow the Regulations in respect of

Betting and match fixing as mentioned here under:

1. Administrators shall ''rot bet on any tnatches /series of matches

/on any event connected r,nrith any match iseries of matches

(Event) in which such official was represented on behalf of the

Board / affiliated associations'

2. Administrators shall not Induce or encourage any other person

to bet on any Maich or series of Matches or on any cricketing

Event or to offer the facilitv for such bets to be placed'

3. Administrators shall not Gamble or enter into any other form of

financial speculation on any Match or on any cricketing Event'

21
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4. Administrators shall not induce or encourage

to bet, gamble or enter into any other

speculation on any Match or any Event'

{" b -f

any other Person

form of financial

q Administrators shall not receive from another person any

money, benefit or other reward (whether financial or otherwise)

for the provicling any information concerning the weatl'rer, the

teams, the state of the ground, the status of, or the outcome of,

any Match or the occtlrrence of any Event unless such

information has f,,een proliirJed to a newspaper or other form of

media in accortJance with an obligation entered into in the

normal course and disclosed in adr'rance to the relevant cricket

authorities.

6. Administrators shall report to the Board any approaches made

to them by the bookmakers or the knowledge of such approach

to any other Administrators/ players etc'

7. Administrators shatl not accept money from a bookrnaker or

any such Persons for anY reason'

8. where approaches are made to an Administrator for fixing of

matches cr for any action that is within the ambit of the

breaches stated by or on behalf of bookmarkers' the

concerned individtral shall inform the iocation police as soon

as possible, so that criminal investigations may be initiated'

22
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i1 Further he shall also report the mater in writing to the Board

within 48 hours of its occurrence.

Administrators shall not be a party to contriving or attempting to

contrive alone or in conspiracy with others the result of any

Match or the occurrence or commission of arry Event'

Administrators shall not induce, encourage, aid or abet any

other player not to perform on his merits in any Match owing to

any such arrangernent.

11,.._ Administrators shall ngt receive or provide any-.m.oney, benefit

or other reward (whether financial or otherwise) which could

b.fng. them or the game of cricket into disrepute'

6.1.1 PenaltY

For contravention of any of the clauses referred herein above the

administrator will be tjebarred from being involved in the

administration of ICC I BCCI any of its affiliated associations for rest

of his life. ln addition, they shall be denied all the benefits which they

are entitled to as the Administrators.

6.2 Additicnal Regulationsfor,Administrators

The Administrators are required to follow the Regulations as

mentioned here under:

1. No Administrator shall make any unsubstantiated allegation

against any players, team officials or administrators (present or

9.

10.

23
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past) in public through media or otherwise with respect to the

breaches stated above and shall not comment on any matter

relating to the functioning of the Board unless'End-until the said

allegation is brought to the notice of the President in writing and

a decision is reached by the Board in that behalf. As far as

possible the Board shall decide on the said matters within a

period of six months.

2. An Administrator shall not use or possess or in any way be:

concerned in the use or distribution of illegal drugs.

3. No Administrator shall initiate legal action against the Board

AdministratorS, unless in the first instance, he raises lris

grievance to the Board or any Cor"nmittee appointed by the

Board for the purpose.

4. No Administrators shall

commercial interest in the

Board excluding events

Twenty20.

have, directly or indirectlY anY

matches or events conducted bY the

like IPL or ChamPions League

6.2.1 Penaliy

ln the event of the administrators committing defaults mentioned in

any of the aforesaid Clauses, a fine of minimum Rs 1 lakh to

maximum fine of Rs.5 lakhs shall be imposed and/or shall be

debarred from holding such positions for a minimum of one year and

a maximum of three years.

24
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7. Regulations for Match Observers

All the regulations as provided in this document in respect of

Players/ Team Officials/Managers and the penalties provided

therein in the relevant section is also applicable to the Match

Observers to the extent it is relevant to them in case such

condition is not included in the Regulations applicable to the

Match Observers.

2. Regarbing bettirig and mat,ch fixing the offences and the

penalties as applicable to the players/team officials shall be

applicable to the Match Observers.

3. Any misconduct on the part of players, team officials and i,or

umpire shall be reported to.the Board in writin-g within 7 days.

4. Shall report to the Board, in writing all matters relating to the

pitch and outfield, conditions and the standard of facilities

available to the players, umpires and other persons and / or

authorities as directed by BCCI from time to time within 15 days

from the close of the match.

Penalty

ln the event of failure to comply with Rule 3 & 4 above, they shall be

debarred from acting as Match Observers for a minimum per-iod of 3

years or as such position for the rest of their life.

1.
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1. All fines shall be paid by the person(s) found to be guitty of a

breach of the Regulations within one calendar month of written

notification being given.

2. Any Player or Team official fined shall make payment within a

period of 30 days to the Board / affiliated associations who shali

be responsible for forrnrarding such fines to the BCCI president

as soon as reasonably practicable but in any event within 31

days of written notification having been given

3. lf any Player or Ti)am official fail; to pay any fine imposed

upon him within the prescribed period to the player's or Team

official's Home Association, BCcl shall ensure that such

persons shall not be entitled to undertake any of their duties in

so far as the same relates to any Test Match, ODI Match or

Tour Matches.

4. lf there shall be any conflict between the provisions of the

Regulations and the provisions of any Regurations or similar

regulation issued by any other cricket Authority, the provisions

of this Regulation shall prevail and shail override any such

Regulation.
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5. All actions fo,- breach of any .f the provisions of this

Regufations, the procedure as raid down in 3g (il) of the

Memorandum and Rures and, Regurations. of the Board as

amended frorn time to time shail apply.

6. For any breach of the Regurations as specified in this

player/administrator/manager/ team officiar/umpires during the.r-----':"v

pendency of the enquiry proceedings.

L,*',- /*hJ
lltrue typed copy lt
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the High Court of Judicature at Madras

(Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction)

Plaintrff

Defendants

icP tT
In

C.S. No. 1167 of 2008

Dr. A. C. Muthiah

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambaram

Adyar Vi11a

Chennai -_600 085

Vs.

1. The Board.pf Control of Cricket in India,

Rep. by its President

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium.

Chepauk, Chennai * 600 005.

Mr. N. Srinivasan

Secretar5r,

The Board of Control for Crickr:t in Inclia

Door No. 7/3, Boat Club First Avenue

R.A. Iluram, Chennai - 600 OO28

2.

Plaint filed under Order IV Rule

Order VII l?ule

of O.S. Rules Read With

of CPC

1

1
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fu,rl

The Plaintifl begs to stare as follows: -

The Plaintiff as Dr. A.c. Muthiah s/o Late M.A.

chidambaram, Hindu, agecl about 67 years, residing at

Adyar Villa, I(otturprilrn, Chennai * 600085.

The address for service of all notices and processes is

that of their counsel Ms. C. urna, N.R.R. Arun

Natarajan and R Venkata Varathan, Ad,vocates,

having office at No. !, High Court Chambers, High

Court Building, Chennai - 600 IO4.

2. The l"t Defendant is the Board of

India Rep. by its President having

NI.A. Chidamb*T Stadium,

600005.

Control for Cricket in

its registered office at

Chepauk, Chenni,ri-

.)

.). The 2"d Defendant is Mr. N. Srinivasan, S/o Mr. Naravan

swamy, secretarlr, The Board of controi for cricket in

India, residing at Door No. 7 /3, Boat club First Avenue,

R.A. Puram, Chennai - 600 0028.

The address for service of a1l notices ancl processcs on

the Defendants is as stated above.
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4. The Plairrtiff is the past Presidcnt ol' lhc lsi Dcli'rr<lrrrrt

and is interested in the promotion of the game of cricket

in India and in maintaining the purity of administration

of the 1"t Defendant.

5. The Plaintiff states that the lst Defendant is a society

registered under the Societies Registration Act, 1860.

The objects of the 1-"t Defendant, inter alia, is to control

the game of the cricket in India. It has extensive powcrs

in selecting players for the Indian National Tearn

representing India in test matches domestically ancl

internationally. It is the sole authority for organizing

naajor-cricketing events in India. The obj.eets-of the 1"1

Defendant are set out in detail in its Mernorandum of

Association and Rules and Regulations (hereinafter

referred to as the Memorandum) of the 1't Defendant.

Clause 8 of the memoi'andum of the 1"t Defendant set

out, among others, the powers and duties of the Board

comprising of office bearers of the 1"t Defendant. Clause

12 of the Memorandum sets out tl:c composition of tl-rt:

Working Committee and its powers.

Defendant is managed by the

consisting of the Pr<:sident , Hon

Secretarv and the Hon TreaLsurer.

The affairs of t.hc 1"'

Working Commitlee

Secretary, Hon .Joint"

The 2n.l Defendant is



6.

the present Secretary anC the Past

Defendant. The 2"d Defendant is als<->

Tamil Nadu Cricket Association.

Treasurer of thre 1''

the President of tfre

issued i.nvitation to tender

franchised Indian Prelmier

The Plaintiff states that the 1"t Defendant set r.tp a

separate sub committee unit known as the Indian

Premier League (hereinafter referred to as IPL) to

establish and oversee the operation of the r-lonlcstic

Twenty 20 Cricket cornpetition in India and if

aporopriate elsewhere in the world. The Twenty 20

matches will be one day matches with 20 overs while the

regular one day mat,ches are matches with 50 overs.

The Plaintiff states that the Twenty2} IPL tournaments'

was sanctioned by the International Cri.cket Council

(ICC). The league as conceived was to initially .orrtp.ir.

eight teams which will play each other. For the year

2008-2009 Mumbai, Delhi, Kolkata, Bangalore, .Jaipur,

Chennai, Chandigarh and Hyderabad were the cities

chosen as the venue for the Twenty2O IPL tournaments'

The B teans were.to be selected on the basis of auction of

players, both natiorral and international.

7.

B. The Plaintiff

towards the

states that IPL

end of 2OO7 for
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League Rights for

invitation to tender

( )wnership of I

it has t),eeri clearly

teams. In the

stated that IPL is

9.

not a separate legal entity but lblrris pal't o1- t.irt' l:rl

Defendant and is managed by a separate goveming

courrcil which reports to the l*t Defendant.

The Plaintiff states ttrat pu.rsuant to invitation to tender,

8 teams were auctioned and purchased by eight different

parties. India Cements Limited for which the 2nd

Defendant is the Managing Director was the successful

bidder for the Chennai franchise, subsequentiy named as

"Chennai Super Kings".

10. The Plaintiff states that the 1"t Defendant is governecl by

the Memora.ndum and Rules and Regulations (hereinafter

referred to as the Memorandum) which has been iastltr

revised. as on 16.12.2OO7 . As per thc rc:viscci

Memorandutn, clause 38 which lays down the procedure

to deal with misconduct was renumbered as claus e 32'

Clause 1 (n) of the Memorandum whic-h . d-efines the

expression "Ad.ministrator" was introducecl in the 7 1*r

AGM . of the 1"t Defendant held on 29.09.2000 at

Chennai.



f r,/

clauses in the Memorandum are ASThe relevant

follows: -

Administrator: An "Administrator" shall mean and

include present and former Presidents,

Vice Presidents, Hony. Secrcti.rrir:s,

Flony. Treasurers, Hony. ,Je-rin t

Secretaries of the Board of Crickct fclr'

Control in India ("the Board"), past ancl

present Presidents and Secretaries of

I{embers affiliated to BCCI and any

person nominated in any of the sub

co mmittee appointed by the board as

defined in the Memorandum anci Ruies

and Reg"rlations of the Boarcl.

Clause 27 - The Standing Committees

The foltrowing shall be Standing Committees ancl their

powers.

M. Ind.ian Premier League

The Committee shall be appointed by the General Body

of the Board and the term of the members of the

Committee shall be for a period of 5 years.

The Committee shall comprise of the following:



&b&
t.

2.

3.

Chairman

Four members appointed by the Boarcl.

Three Ex-cricketers of repute.

The office bearers

would be ex-officio

of the Boarcl

members of the

cluring their tcr.rr.rr-r:

Committee.

A11 decisions relating to the

the Committee by ma.jority

votes, Chairman shall have

I-eague would be taken by

and in case of equalit;rr of

a casting vote.

'lhe committee shal1 submit a report of its annual

activities and decisions along with the iruclitecl

statement of accounts every year for the approval ol'

the General Body at the Annual General Meeting.

Clause 32 * Misconduct and Procedure to deal with:

32 (II) In the event of any complaint being reccjvr-.cl

from any quarter or based on any report

publisnea or circulated or on its owlt

motion, in the subject matter of any act of

disciplile or misconduct or violation of an_v'

of the Rules or Regulations by any Pla.yer,

Umpire, Team Official, Selector or ar-l],'

person or appointed employea UV BCCI, rhc



(vrr)

&p fl
Presieient shall refer the saire witirin 4,:i

hours to a Commissioner appointecl by ther

Board'to make a preliminary enquiry.,

Pending inquiry and proceeding into

complaints or charges or misconduct 01"

any act of indiscipline or violation of anv

Rules 'and Regulation, the- -conce nred

Member, Associate Member-,

Adrninistrator, Player, IJmpire, Teanr

Officiai, Referee or the Selectors

(including the privileges and be nel'its

such as Subsidies to the Member or

Associate Member) may be suspended by

the President from participating in an,v r:f'

the affairs of the Board until final

adjuclication. However, the adjudication

should te completed r,uithin six months.

11. The Plaintiff states that apart from the N{enroranclulrl, i:r

separate regulation for players, team officials, Managelrs,

Umpires and Administrators (hereinafter referred to as

the Regulation) was framed by the l"t Defendant which

was approved by rts working committee in the year 2OOO.



12. Tlr_e relevant ciauses of the
\.t

are as follows,regulation

a.

b.

C.

d.

Claule 1. 1, the regulations applies to

Players

Umpires

Team officials

Administrators

clause 6.2 Additional Regulati.ns for Administr-ato:^s.

Clausr: 6.2.4 reads as follows: -

6.2.4 .\o Adrninistrators shall have, directly or

indirectly any commercial interest in the

matches or events conducted by the Board.

6.2.1

5.2.1-

Penalty

In the event of the arCministrators

committing clefar-rlts mentioned in any of the

aforesaid clamses, a fine of minimum Rs.1

lakh to maximum fine of Rs.5 lakhs shall b<:

imposed and/ or shall be debarrecl fi^orn

holding such position for a minimum of one

year and a maximum of three years.
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Clause 8 Generatr

8.5. All actions for breach of any of the

pnovisions of this reguiations, the proceclure

as laid clown in 38 (II) of the Memorandum

of Rules and Regulations of the Board as

amended from time to time shall apply.

8.6. For aqy breach of the Regulations as

specified in this Regulations, the

President shall have a right to sr,rsperrcl

the play er / administrator/ rnanage / tcarn

official/umpires during the penclency of

the enquiry proceedings.

Regulation 6.2.4 is even more rigorous than similqr

provisions in the Cornpanies Act concerning Directors and

adivsedly so in view of the immense interest of the pubiic in

india in the game of cricket and hence the necessity for

strict standafds for tlr.e office bearers of the l't Defenciant.

In this context it may be pertinent to refer to Section 25 (3)

of the Tamil Nadu Societies Registration Act, lgrs which

states that no payment shall be made out the funcjs of the:

registered society to the President or anv other officer oi the

society by way of honorariurn for any service rencler-ecJ by

him to the society Such is tire rigour. t.rj-the provisiorr:; of
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Defend"ant is re-gistered under the societies Registration Act.

1 860.

i3. The Plaintiff states that in the working committee of the

1"t Defendant at its meeting conducted on 13.09 .zoo7.

the committee approved the launch of IpL uncier the

auspices of the l"t Defendant Board. It was decided that

the IPL would be run by . committee constituted by the

General Body and will be called the ipl. Gover-n r rrg

council. This information is available in the 79rrr A'rr,i,rl

Report for the year 2oo7 -2oo} issued by the r *r

Defendant. The members oi th. Gover-rring council of II,l,

shall have a term of 5 years. It comprises of Mr. Leriit

Modi, chairman, MAK pataudi, sunil Gavaskar, R;rvi

shastri, I.s. Dindra, Arun Jaitley, chirayu Ami'and

Rajesh sh ukla al.ong with the office bearers of the I or

Defendant who will be ex officio members of the cor:ncil.

The 2"a Defendant as the sec::etary of the 1*r Defendant is

also a rnember of the worlling Committee.

14. The Plaintiff states that the 2nd Defendant being the

secretarSr of the 1"t Defend.ant is also the ex_officio

member of the Governing council of IpL. As per the

clause 27 (M) of the Memorandurn, the 2',J Defendant is



aisc tire ex officio rnernber of the Comrnittee nt XPi-, .,vhiclr

is one among the several Standing Committees of the 1*t

Defendant.

15. The Plaintiff states that the 2".r Defendant was the Hony.

Treasurer prior to his election as Secretary in the General

Body Meeting of the l"t Defendant held on 27 .09.2008

and is also the President of the Tamii Nadu Cricket

Association. fhe 2'd Defendant in his erstwhile post as

Treasurer and in his present post as Secretary and in

addition as the president of the Tamil Nadu Cricket

Association is an "Administrator" within the meaning of

clause 1 (n) of the Memorandum framed by the 1"'

Defendant.

The Plaintiff states that as per clause 6.2.4 ol lhc

RegUlations, IIo "Administrator" shall have direct or

indirect commerciaL interest in the matches or even ts

conducted by the l-"t Defend.ant. The 2nd Defenclant in

dear -violation of the aforesaid ciause, evell.while he was

the Treasurer of the l"t Defendant and the President of

the Tarnil Nadu Cricket Association, permitted india

Cements Limited of which he is the Managing Director, to

bid for the franchised Indian Premier League Rights for

ownership of tearns and India Cements Ltd was awardecl

16.
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vl

the chennai franchise named as "chennai Super Kings,,.

The 2nd Defendant thus derivecl ciir-ect comm<.r.cini

interest in the IpL league.

The Plaintiff states that there is clear conflict ol intcr.csL

in the role of the 2'd Defendant as then Treasurer of the

l"t Defendant and the president of the Tamil Nadu

cricket Association..and his role the Managing Director of

India cements Limited. which was award ecl the

franchised IPL for ownership of the chennai rearn 
'amecl

as "chennai super Kings". The commerciai interest of

the 2"d Defendant in his capacity as Managing Director of

Irrdia cements Ltd.. who is the holder o-f'.the chennai

franchise, "chennar super Kings" was in conflict with his

role as ?reasurer of the 1st Defendant. clause 6.2.4 of th.e

Regulations itself' was introduced as a matter of pi.rbiic

policy in order to maintain transparency in the clealings

of the 1"t Defendant and to maintain purity in the

administration of the 1", Defendant and the events rrncl

games organized by the l"t Defendant and the ex-officjo

member of the standing committee of IpL uncler tire

Memorandurn. The councii and the committee r,rlere in

charge of selecting the successful fi i:rrrchisees.

i
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I
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18. In the above circumstances the Piaintiff, by his letter

dated 05.09.2008 ad.dressed to the President of l *'

Defendant, complained that since fils lnci Defendanl has

acted contrary to the policy of the l*t Defendant which

debarred an Administrator from having direct or indir ect

commercial interest in the matches or events conducted

by the 1"t Defendr,nt. The )n<1 Defendant being a

Treasurer of the 1"t Defenclant at the relevant poirrt. of

time is admittedlv an Adnninistrator and bouncl by the

code of conduct set out by tlr,e 1"t Defendant. The Plaintiff

stated that ihe 2"d Defendant is liable to be penahzcci in

terms of clause 6.2.1 of the Regulations in vievr of clause

6.2.4 of the Regulations. As Managing Director of india

Cernents Limited which is the Franchise holder for

Chennai Super Kings, the 2"d Defendant, who is the

Treasurer of the 1"t Defendant. has commercial intere3t

and gained benefit in the events conducted by the I *'

Defendant through IPL. Hence the Piaintiff requestecl thc

1"t Defendant to take appropriate action against ths lncl

Defendant.

19. But no action was taken bv the 1"t Defendant on the

complaint dated 05.09.2008 of the Plaintiff. Hence the

Plaintiff by another letter dated L9.O9.2008 acld.ressecl tc

the 1"t Defendant reiterated that as per clause 8 (5) of the
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Regulations for pxayers, team ,-rfi-icials, 1n an agel-s .

umpires and administrators, for breach of any o{' tht:

provis;ions contained in the Regulations, action shoulcl be

taken as per the procedure laid down in clause 3g (li) of

the l\{emorandum arld Rules and Regulations of the

Board now renur:rbered as 32 1t't;, strourd be folrowccl. As

per th.e clause 32 (II) of the Memorandum, if a compraint

is received, the President sha1l refer tLre same within the

48 hours to a Commissioner appointed by the Boarcl to

make a. prelimina:y enquiry. Further as per clause B (6)

of the Regulations, the President is empowered to

suspend the 2"d Defendant pending enquiry. The

Plaintiff further states that since more than a week had

elapsed from the - date of the I st Complaint dated

05.09.2008, the Plaintiff requested action to be taken bv

initiating enquiry under clause 32 (II) of th;

Memorandum against the 2.a Defenclant.

20. E-ven . after .the 2'd letter no action r /as taken by the 1*r

Defendant on the complaint of the Plaintiff against thc

2"d Defendant. However, in the l\ews Paper "The Times

of Indj.a", it was reportecl as foilows - "When TOI spoke to

BCCI about the letter it defended Srinivasan ancl said

that he was not flouting any rule. If Srinivasan o\^/ns an

IPL team, the team is not BCCI's property. iPL franchises
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are the owners of their team. There are nlany ofllciais

who are part of the Board but professionally errgaged

elsejwhere and it d.oes not mean that they etT€ flouting the

Rules". Thus it was apparent that the l "t Defenciant is

deliberately misinterpreting clause 6'.2.4 of the

Regulations which debars an office beat'er from having

any commercial' interest in. the e-rents of the 1''

Defendant and d"oes not intend to enforce the Regulations

of the l"t Defendant against the 2"o Defendant'

2I. The Plaintiff

addressing a

' Cenents Ltd.,

Cements is in

states that the )ttc1 Defendant u'hile

investor conference conducted by India

in ,-Iartuary 2008, steitcd as follows, "lndii't

IPL, solely with the vicw to build out' l:rettrrl

name more extensively in Ta'nil Nadu anci that cricket

ultrmately will make tons of money for the company".

Thus .the 2"d Defendant. is aware of the comrrrercial

benefit which India C:ments has gained by becoming the

franchisee of the IPL and that his role as the Treasurer is

in conflict with his position as the Managing Director of

the Company which is a d.irect beneficiary of the award of

the IPL franchisee by the l"t Defendant. The tenor of the

statement of the 2"d Defendant shows that he was totally

hu_ppy with the enormous profits that India cements \\ras

going to make. The 2"d Defendant ought to have realtzed
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that the involvement of India cements Ltd 1r-1 il)r,

tournaments as frarnchisee woulcl i,rrrrount Lo riil ol'Jlcc

bearer having direct commercial interest in the matcrres

conducted by the 1"t Defendant and hence riable to be

penalized as per the Regulations of ti-rc 1'r Defe'dar-rl.

22. " The Plaintiff stares that the General Body Meeting of the

l"t Defendant was scheduled to be helci on 27.9.2008 irr

Mumbai for electing the new office bearers. The ),<)

Defendant was like1y to be elected or nominated as the

secretary of the 1"t Defendant in the Generar Body

Meeting. It was clear that the 1"t Defendant would not

act on the complaint given by the Piaintiff agailst 1fis lrrcr

Defendanl. and take action against ffus !'d f)efendant or-

prevent him from participating in the election. As per.

clause 32 (vII) of the Memorand.um, pending inquirv or

proceeding into complaint of charges of any act of

indiscipline or violation of any Ruies and regulations, the

1"t Defendanr- had the power to suspend the )rtrl

Defendant 
{rom 

participating in any of the affairs 
.of 

the

Board until final adjudication. The i"t Defendant was not 
.

exercising the power under the aforesaid clause ancl

suspend the 2nd Defendant. Hence the plaintiff was

constrained to file a suit in this Hon'bie court in c.S. No.

930 of 2OO8 for the following reliefs
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(a)Permanent injunction restraining the l *r

Defendant from permitting the 2n,l Defenciant to

participate in the Generai Bocly . Meeting

scheduled in Mumbai on 2T .O7.2O0B or any

other subsequent date for the electior-r ol- rre..u,

office bearers of the 1"t Defendant and contest

for the post of Secretary or any other post in the

1"t Defendant.

(b)Mandatory injunction directing the 1*t

Defendant to act under clause 32 (II) of the

Memorand.um of Association and Rules and

Regulations of the 1"t Defendant by appointing ar

Commissioner to make a preliminarry er)clulrv

against the 2"a Defendant on the complaint filecl

by the Plaintiff in his letter dated 05.09.2008

and 19.09.2008.

(c) A mandatory injunction directing the 1*r

Defendant to exercise his powers under ciar:se 8

(6) of the Regulations for players team officials,

managers, umpires and administrators by

suspending the 2"d Defendant as Treasurer of

the l*t Defendant pending cnquiry.



Lt 23. In the suit, the

reliefs in Appln.

1?t
Plaintiff sought for the following interim

No. 104 L of 2008 -

(a)Temporary injunction restraining the j n,

Defendant from permitting the 2"a Defendant to

participate in the General Body Meeting

scheduled.. in Mumbai on 27 .O}.2OOB or any

other subsequent date for the election of new

office bearers of the 1"t Defendant and contesr

for the post of Secretary or any other post in the

1st Defendant.

(b) Temporary Mandatory injunction directing the

lst Defendiant to act under clause 32 (rr) of the

Memorandum of Association and R.ies ancl

Regulations of the 1"t Defendant by appointing a

Commissioner to make a preliminary enquiry

against the 2"d Defendant on the complairrt filecl

by the Plaintiff in his letter clated 05.09.2008

and 19.09.2008.

(c)Tenrporaly Mandatoq' injunction directing the

1*t Defe'da".rt to exercise his powers uncier

clause 8 (6) of the Regulations for players team
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officials, managers, umpires and administrators

by susp.rrai.g the 2'a Defenclant as Treasur-cr

of the 1=t Defendant pending enquiry.

24. After hearing the arguments of the Counsel for the

Plaintiff and the l*t Defendant in the application, this

Hiirfble court by order d.ated 2a.og.2ooa 
-herJ 

that it

was not inclined to grant ad interim injurrction at this

stage but'issued notice to the 2'd Respondent. In the

course of the order, the Learned Judge recorded 
. 
the

submission of the counsel of the 1"r Defendant that on

26.L2.2OO7, an invitation to participate in the auctibn

conducted by IPL was extended to India cements Limited

of which the 2"d Defendant is the MD and on receipt of'

the said invitation, the 2"a Defendant sought ciarificatiorl

from the l"t Defendant on 29 .I2 .2OO7 whether India

Cements Ltd. of which the 2"d Defendant is the MD can

participate in the auction to be conducted by IPL. On

05.01.2008 the l"t Defendant. clarifiecl that there is no

embargo for India Cernents Ltd to participate in the

auction. The court record"ed the further submission of

the Counsel for the 1"t Defendant that the Memorandum

of Association and Rules and Regulations of the 1*t

Defendant are meant to regulate the conduct of the

players, umpires, team officials, selector or any person
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appointed or employed by the l"t Defendant to put an

end to match fixing as per c.lause 32 of the Rules and

Regulations of the l"t Defendant.

25. Thereafter as per schedule, the General Bodl' Meeting of

the l"t Defenclant was held on 27.Og.2008. Mr'.

Shashank;,Manohar was elected as the President and tire:

2"d Defendant was elected as the Hon Secretary.

26 . It transpires that the l"t Defendant in the Annual

General Meeting conducted on 27 .Og.2O0B has amended

the Regulations as follows: -

1. Persons/matches covered.

I.2 This Regulation shall apply to: -

I"t Test Matches

(b) ODI Matches

(c) Twenty2O Matches

(d) Tour Matches

(e) Any domestic or international Matches

Definitions

Twenty2O:A limited over internationai match

classified as Twenty2O in according with ICC

Regulations.

2.
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Further clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations has been

amended by inciuding the words "excluding events like

iPL or Champions League Twenty2o" as foiiows: -

6.2.4: No Adrninistrator shall have, directly or

indirectly any comrnercial interest in the

matches or events conducted by the Board

excluding evbnts like IPL or Champions League

Twenty2O.

27 . To the shock of the Plaintiff, he came to know about the

said amendrnent from news item in The Hindu ne\ /s

paper dated 28.09.2008. The news read as fotlows: -

"The BCCI also amended Rules and Regulations

applicable to players, umpires and Administrators'

"When Rules and Regulations were framed Twenty2O

cricket was not in existence. The Rules did not take

into its ambit Twenty2o cricket. The particular clause

was amended to extend. the Rules to "fwen tv2O cricket

There was a provisior, which said "if a person has

direct or indirect in anv of the tournaments conducted

by the Boarcl, it would be aL misconduct.

"*-'i-

I
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Now the IPL is a tournament conducted by the Boeucl.

we have arnended suitably in order to explain that

this clause will not apply to IPL and Champions T20

League," explained Mr. Manohar.

28. The Plaintiff has been informed that the impugned

amendment to clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations was

recommerided even on L2.09.2OO8 by a 2 member

Committee comprising tlf IVIr. Shashank Manohar who

has now been elected as the President of the 1"1

Defendant and Mr. Niranjan Shah. The said 2 persons

recommended that after clause 6.2.4 an explanation to

the following effect may be added - The said clause will

not include events like IPL or champions I,eagiue

Twenty2O. It is submitted that no such information were

given in the course of arguments of the Counsel for the

l"t Defendant in the earlier suit nameiy C.S. No. 930 of

2008.

29. It now transpires that in the working Committee of the 1*'

Defendant'held ort' 22.06.2008 at New Delhi it was

decided to look into the existing Rules and Reg.:iations

and incorporate necessary changes' The minutes cif the

said working Committee reads as follows: -
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Prof. shetty brought to the notice of the members

that, the regulatio's fcrr plavers, team office

Managers, umpires and Adrninistrator-s were

finalized at the Working Committee meeting of

Board "held on 2oth August 2000. A nurnber of

changes have been taken prace in the ICc code of

conduct, particularly connected with penarties for

Anti Racism, Anti Doping, use of abuse of language

etc., hence the BCCI r.egulations need to be

updated. He requested the president form a
committee to look in to the existing Regulations anci

incorporate necessary change,,

Apparently the committee was creliberating o' tlrt'

changes to be made to the existing Regurations and

r-ncorporate neceFsary change. It is at this junc.ture

that the Plaintiff lodged his complaint dared

05.09.2008.

30. Taking advantage of the suggestion of the working

committee held on 22.o6.2oog to suggest changes to the

Regulations, the 2 member team suggested the impugnecl

amendment to Regulation 6.2.4 which was totaily alien to

the type of change which the working committee

intended to be bought about to the Reguration having
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regard to the issues rnentioned in the minutes r:i tiir:

rneeting. The 2 member Committee met on 12.09.2008

and recommended the following amend,ments to the

Regulations:

1. Add Twenty2O in clause I.2 page 1 & in the

definition clause 2.O page 2.

2. The penalty provided in clause 3.2.1 (c) needs to

be amended as follows: - "A ban looking at the

gravity of the misconduct, which may extend to

life ban".

3. Clause 6.2 Rule 4
'lb

After the said clause add * "explanation that the

said will not include events like IPL or

Champions League TWenty2O".

3 1 . Pursuant thereto the Regulations were amended.

curiously while the amendments as recommencrecr

included Twenty20 matches in the list of matches

covered under the Regulation a.nd. also in the definition

clause it sought to exchrde the Twe nty2o rrratches from

the purview of Regulation 6.2.4. Apparently the uzorking
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committee of whic!: the 2"d Defendant is a constituenr,

approved the amendment. It was hurriedly placed before

the AGM on 27.09.2008 and got it approved. There was

no specific agenda for introducing the amend.ment ibr tire

AGM to consider. surreptitiously the amendments seem

to have been pushed through proving the maiafides of the

whole exercise.

32. The proposal to amend even before the suit was filed by

the Plaintiff d.oes not clothe the amendment with anv

legality since such an amendment was proposecl only

after the Plaintiff sought action against the 2na Defenclant

by his letter dated 05.09.2008 thus providing thar the

entire exercise was malafide to protect the interest of an

individual namelv the 2"d Defendant t.

33. The Plaintiff suh,mits that the amendment is totally illegal

and opposed to pr"rblic policy, ;nalafide exercise of power

and abuse of the power of the 1"t Respondent. As per

cla':se 6.2.4 of the Regulations, no Administrator can

have direct or indirect commercial interest in any of the

events or matches of the 1"t Defendant. An amendment

,car,not be brought about to exclude the IPL tournaments

from the purview of the said clause with a malafide
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intention of protecting an office bearer. As aireadv

submitted the clause prohibiting an Aclrrrinistrator- frorrr

iraving a direct or indirect commercial intcrcrst w;jrs

introduced as a matter of public policy. But in Orcler to

protect the 2"d Defendant from suffering a penalty in tl:e

form of fine or disqualification, the 1*t Defendant hars'

chosen to throw propriety to the winds and in totai

disregard for maintaining pr:obity in all cLealings of the I *1

Defendant, the impugned amendment has been brought

about even when the suit rertrating to the issue is pending

in C.S. No. 930 of 2008 before this Hon'ble Court. The

Plaintiff states that I:ndia Cements Ltd. of which ths f rrd

Defendant is the M.D. was allowed to participate in the

auction of the players for the IPL tournaments resulting

in the 2nd Defendant violating clause 6.2.4 of ttre

Reg,ulations which is directly at issue in C.S. No. 930 of

2008.

34. the lst Defendant was ill advised to have introduced the

said amendment. Apparently the 1.t Defendant did not

apply its mind to the legality of the amendment before

introducing lJre amendment. It acted in haste to amend

Regulation 6.2.4just to protect the private interest of the

2nd Defendant. If is submitted that the expression

"matches and events" in regulation6.2.4 is an inclusive
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definition which inciuded all kincls of events matche s

whether a new type of match 01' event innovatecr rong

after the framing of the Regureltion which was rrot ir-r

-..--gontemplation of framers of Regulati on 6.-2.4.. The scor)o

of the expression "matches and events,, cannot be

confined in its application to onry such type of cricket

matches which were in vogue when the Regulation 6.2.4

was introduced. Twenty2O matches wourd not have been

known at the time of the framing of Regulation 6 .2.4 .

But the expression "rnatches and events,, should be give'

a meaning which takes within its sweep ancl a'rbit

subsequent innovative cricket matches having regar<i to

the object behind Repplation 6.2.4 namely to maintain

probity and transparency in the co'cluct of rrratches bv

the 1"t Defendant and no office bearer gets pecuniary

benefits out of the matcrres and converts the office he

holds into an office of profit and having regarci to the

principles of statutory interpretation.

In AIR 1962 supreme court 1s9 in the case of senior

Electric Irr.spector vs. I-axmi IVarayan chopra, the

Hon'ble Supreme Cour.t held as follows:-

"In a modern progressive society it woulcr be

unreasonable to confine the intention of a Legislature
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to the meaning attributable to the word used at the

time of the law was made, for a modern legislature

rnaking laws to govern a society which is fast rnoving

must be presumecl to be aware of an enlarge meaning

the same concept might attract with the march of time

.'rnd with the revolutionary changes brought atrout in

social, ;, economic, political and scientific and other
, ;"t

fields of human activity. Indeed, unless a contrary

intention appears, an interpretalion should be given to

the words used to take in new facts and situations, if

the words are capable of comprehend them".

35. On the same principles, general words are construed to

include t"* intentions and technologicai advances not

known at the time when the Act was passed- It hhs,

accordingly, been held that telephone is 'telegraph'within

the meaning of that word in the Telegraph Acts, 1863

and 1869 although telephone was not invented in 1869;

tfiat a photographic copy is 'copy' under ihii Engraving

Copyright Act, 1734; and that an electric tram car is a

stage carriage within the rneaning of the Stage Carriage

Act, 1832. Similarly, 'broadcasting' has been held to be

covered by the word 'telegraph' as used in the phrase

'Telegraph & other works and undertaking' in Section 92

(1) (a) of the British North America Act, L867; and radir:
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broadcasting has been held to be includecl irr the

expression 'postal, telegraphic, telephonic and other like

services' under section 51 (5) of the Australian

Constitution. Following the same principle, it has been

held by the Supreme Court that the definition ol'

'telegraph line'in the Indian Telegraphic Act, 1885, wirich

is included by reference in the Indian Electricity Act,

1910 is wide enough to take in electric lines used for tire

purpose of wireless telegraph, the definition of

'cinematograph' contained in section 2 (e) of the

Cinematograph Act, 1952 and in Cinema Regulation Acts

enacted by the States in 1952 will cover video cassettes

recorders/players (developed in1970s) for representation

of motion pictures on a television screen and the 'word

'handwriting' in section 45 of the Evidence Act, IB72 w\Ll

embrace typewriting although it was only in 7874 Ll-rat

the first practical typewriter was marketed.

36. Dealing with the section 123 of the Indian Evidence Act,

L872, and the phrase 'affairs of the Stzrte'.

Gajendradagkar, J. observed: "It may be that wh.en the

Act was passed, the concept of Government functions

and their extent was limitecl; and so uras the concept <tf

the words 'aIfairs of ilthe State' correspondingly limit.ecl;

but as is often said, words are not static vehicles of ideas
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or concepts. As the content of the ideas clf convel'ecl b'v

respective words expand, so does the content of the

word.s keep pace with the said expanding content of the

ideas of concepts and naturally tend co widen the fie1d of

public interest which the section wants to protect".

37. In the dealing with the worcl 'textiles' and in holding that

cotton/woolen dry felts are tcxtiles, the supreme court

said that it must be remembered that the concept of

texti'l,es is not a static concept and it has, having regard

to newly cleveloping materials, methods, techniques and

processes,acontinuallyexpandingcontentandnew

kinds of fabrics may be invented which may legitimately,

with:utdoingany.violencetothelanguage,beregarded

as 'textiles'.

38.Whenacomparativelymod.erndevicesandequipnrent

wasnotinvogueatthetimewhentheActwasenacted,

therecanbenodifficr-lltyinholdingthatgeneraiwords

used in the Act will cover such device and equipment'

Ttrus 'notice in writing' required by section 138 of the

Negotiable instruor"rrt A.t, 1gg 1 , which was inserted in

|g6swhenFacsimile(Fax)hadnotbecomeVoguewas

held to include notice transmitted by Fax'
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39. In yet another case relating to the Indian Penal Cocie,

1 860, the Supreme Court pointed out that the code

should as far as its language permits, be construeci with

reference to mod.ern need.s not with reference to notions

of criminal jurisdiction prevailing at the time when the

Code was enacted.

40. Also applylng the principle of "purposive interpretation"

the expression "matches and events" in Regulation 6.'2.4

as it originally existed has to be interpreted to inclucle IPL

Twenty2o Tournarnents and any amendment attempting

" 
to exclude Twenty 20 matches from the purview of the

expression "matches and events" in Regulation 6.2.4 wtll

dc violence to the object or Regulation 6.2.4. To'quote

Justice Sinha in his dissenting judgment in the case Zee

Telefilms Ltd. Vs. Union of India reported in 2005 (4)

SCCC 649

_._P*a L79 'Crtcket.in India rs the most p--9.pqJar game.

When India plays in international for a, it attracts tkre

attention of millions of people. The win or loss of the

game brings 'Joy" or "sorrov/' to them. To some lovers:

of the game, it is a passion, to a 1ot more it is an

obsession, nay a craze. For a large number of viewers,

it is not enthusiasm alone but invoir-etnent".
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Thus'' the importance of cricket in India has been

recognized by the Hon'ble Supreme Court.

Nevertheless the 1"t Defendant has ventured to remove

most popular IPL tournaments from the purview of

Regulation 6.2.4 of the Memorandum.

4I.. The impugned arnendment has recluced the salutary

provision in the form of Regulation 6.2.4 introduced to

maintain probity in the most popular game of the country

to an absu.rdity by exchr,Cing the most popular cricket

match ever played named Twenty 20 and which

gencrates crores of revenue to the l*t Defer,dant and the

franchisees from the purvier,v of the expression "matches

and events". The amendment has been introduced wi(h

the sole and malaficle intention of protecting the !'d

Defendant from being disqualified and not in the interest

of the garne of cricket. Hence ttre impugned amendment

should be declared illegal

42: It is apparent that the 2"d Respondent had misused his

office to prevail upon the office bearers of the 1't

Defendant to introduce the impugned amendment to

ensure that he does not suffer any penalty for being the

' MD of India Cements Ltd. The said Company was
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thus resulting in the )nct Responrrc't crer-ivi'g cri.t:r:t

commercial benefit in the IpL tournerments. while tlrt_;

said suit is pending without even riri'g a writtcn
statement in the atrove suit, thc r *r Defendant has

chosen to amend the Reguration uncler the erroneous

impression that with the amendment the suit wiil be

decided in favour of the 2-d Defendant. It is submittecl

that the question whether the 2'.r Defendant suffered a'y
disqualification shoulcl be tested as per the law in force

at the time when the transgression was conrmitteci.

Henee any retrospectrve amendment will not come to the

benefit of the 2nd Defendant. The l*t Defendant has

chosen to amend the Regulations even when it can r_re

discerned by all persons believing i' the Rule of law that

the arnendment cannot stand scrutiny in a court of law.

43. The Regulations are mean to regulate the concluct of

players, team officials, office bearers to prevent match

fixing as per schedule 32 of the Regurations of the 1sr

Defendant. Amendment in the form of retrospective

operation can be brought about by express ancl

necessary implication. At any rate an ame'clme't

cannot be brought about to substantiatiy do violence tcr

the--objective of a Regulation. In this case-'theie is no
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Iexpress provision in the amendment to bring ai:out at

retrospectiv; operatic'n. It submitted that" the

amendment is illegal and the 2"d Defendant having been

elected as the Secretary of the 1"t l)efendant in tirc

recently concluded AGM continues to suffer the

disqualification since the IPL matches are to be hclcl for

the next 5 years by the same teams. It is submitted that

tHtJ power of amendmbnt can be used by an arJthbrity like

the l"t Defendant ?rrv 
to further the objects of the 1st

Defendant and not to frustrate the high principles and

laudable pnrpose with which clause 6'2'4 of the

Regulationswasoriginallyintrqduced.IntlrisCaSe,tlre

power 9f. amenchnent has been abused by the 1st

Defendant.Alsothepowerofamenclmenthasnotbeen

utilized to protect the interest of the I"t Defendant but lo

protecttheinterestofanindividual.officebearer.

already submitted IPL having been proved to be most

populareventandmatchofthel"tDeferrdanteversince

it was constituted, it is a trzr,/esty that IPL' tournatnents

has been taken out off the purview of clause 6'2'4 of the

Regulationsjusttoprotecttheinterestofthe)nd

Defendant.Anofficebearercanwieldund'uepowerin

the cogrduct of the IPL tournaments. It is not adviseable

toal.lowanofficebearersofthel"tDefendantareina

fid.uciary capacity and hence-'should appear to be fair in



all dealings of the l"t Defendant. In this connection

referlncl may be rnade to the decision of the l{on'ble

suprerqe court reported in 2005 (4) sccc r4r in the

case of BCCI vs. Netaji cricket club wherein the

Supreme Court held as follows: -

80. The Board is a society registered under the Tamil

Nadu Societies Registration Act. it enjoys a1

monopoly status as regards Regulation of the sport

of cricket in terms of its M emorandum of

Association and Articles of Association. It controls

the sport of cricket an<1 lays dorx,n the law therefor.

It inter alia errjoys benefits by way of tax exemption

and right to use stadia at nominal annual rent. it

earns a huge revenue not only by selling tickets fo

viewers but also selling right to exhibit films live on

TV ancl broadcasting the same. Ordinarily, its full

members are the State Associations except

Association of trndian Universities, Railways Sports

Control Board and Services ConLrol Board. As a

member of ICC, it represents the country in the

international fora. ' It exercises enormous public

functions. It has the authority to select players,

umpires and officials to represent the country in tJre

international fora. It exercises total control over the
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players, umpires and other officers. The Rules of

t', - the Boa:rd ciearly demonstrate that withor-rt its

recognition no competitive cricket can be hosted

either within or outsi,ce the counrry. Its control

over the sport of competitive cricket is deeply

pervasive and complete.

B 1. In law, there cannot be any dispute that having

regard to the enormity of power exercised by it, tLre
I

Board is bound to follow the doctrine of ,.fairness,,

and "good faith" in all its activities. Having regard

to the fact that it has to fulfill the hopes and

aspirations of millions, it has a duty to act

reasonably. It cannot act arbitrari.ly, whimsically or

capriciously. As the Board controls the profession

of cricketers, its actions are requireci to be judged

and viewed by higher standards.

82- An association or a club which has framed its

Rules is bouncl thereby. The st;ict implementatiorr

of such Rules is imperativc. Necessarily, the office

bearers in terms of the Memorandum and Articles of

association must not only ct within the four corners

thereof but exercise their respective powers in an

honest antl fair manner, keeping view the public



good as also the welfare of the sport of cricket. It is,

therefore, wholly undesirable that a body in charge

of controlling ..the sport 
. 
of cricket should involve

itself in litigations completely losing sight of the

objectives of the society. it is furthermore

unfortunate that room for srrspicion hi-rs l><.:r:rr

created that all its dealings are not fair. The Boarcl

has been accused of shacly clealings ancl clortlric:

standards.

The fact that the l"t Defendant has chosen to amend

6.2.4 of the Regulations shows that the 2"d Defendant

has direct comrnercial interest in the IPL tournatnctrt.s

and hence wants to take twenty2O match otit of the

purview of Regulation 6.2.4. The act of the " 1"t

Defendant in amending the Regulation has been dorre

in the most brazen manner without having regard to

public opinion and to the adverse impact it w'i1l harve

:n the most popular game of our country. Th e 1 "t

Defendant failed to appreciate that the conduct anci

activities of a public bociy shor-rld be transparent,

guided with the object of the prr:motion of the game of

cricket and within the four corners of thc law

governing the sarne. The impugned amendment has to

be set aside in public interest.
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'-,- 44. The sequence of events reveal that enormous power the

2'd Defendant is wielding in the 1*t Defendant that the

entire Board members have succumbed to the pressure

of the 2td Defendant to introduce an amend,ment of fr,rr'

" reaching consequences jeopardizrng the transparency

which is expected of IPL tournaments just to ensure thal

not decreed in favour of the Plaintiff. The Reguiat.ion

6.2.4 as it originally existed has been introduced with the

avowed object off maintaining purity in the conduct of

matches and to ensure that an office bearer of the 1*t

Defendant holds the said office for the furtherance of t.he

sport of cricket and hence should be above Board. An

office bearer cannot manipulate the entire Board of tlre

Lut Defendant for his commercial advantage. The

amendment has made a mockery of IPL tournamerrts and

consequently the game of criclcet. In the circumstances

it is necessary to injunct the 2n,1 Defenclan:t from

functioning as an office bearer of the l*t Defendant ancl

as the President of Tamil Nadu Cricket Association at

least for a reasonabie number of years in the interest of

the game of cricket.
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45. The Ptaintiff is therefore constrained to file the present

suit for a declaration that the amendment of Regulation

6.2.4 is illegal, opposed to public policy and an abuse of

the powef of amendment by. the 1*t Defendant and for

other consequential reliefs against the 2"a Defendant.

46. The cause of action for the suit arose in Chennai where

the 1"t Defenddnt has got its registered office and vrhen

the 2"d Defendant was electeci as President of Tamil Nadu

Cricket Association, was also elected as the Honorary

Treasurer of 1fue ls;t Defendant for the periad 2OO7-2008,

when India Cements Ltd of which the 2"d Defendant is

the Manegtng Director was awarded the franchised

Indian Premier League Riglrts for Ownership of the

"Chennai Super Kings" team bv the 1*t Defendant, whetr

the complaint letters dated 05.09.2008 and 10.09.2008

were sent by the Plaintiff from his Chennai office to the

1"t Defendant against the 2"a Defendant seeking action

against the ?"d Defendant under the Regulations ,of the

1"t Defendant, on 12.09 .2OA8 when allegediy the 2

member Cornmittee of the l"t Defendant recommended to

add an explanation to clanrse 6.2.4 of the Regulations, o1-)

24.09.2008 when the Plaintiff fitred C.S. No. 930 of 20OB

in this Hon'ble High Court complaining about the

inaction of the l"t Defendant in acting on the complaint
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filed by the Piaintiff against the )ntt Defendant, on

?.6.O9,2008 when this Hon ble Court issued "-notice in

O.A. No. 4O4L of 2008 in C.S. No. 930 of 2008, on

27 .O9.2AO8 when the recommendation of t]ne 2 member

Committee to introduce an amendment to clause 6.2.4 <tf

the Regulations was placed before the AGM of the l*t

Defendant, on 27 .O}.2OO8 when the 2nd Defenciant was

elected as the Secretary of the l"t Defendant anci whctr

the l"t Defendant introduced an amendment to clause

6.2.4 of the Regulations and all other subsequent dates

when the 2"0 Defendant is continuing to act as the office

bearer of the 1*t Defendant and President of the Tamil

Nadu Cricket Association.

47. The Plaintiff values the suit for the purposes of Court fee

as follows.

Prayer (a) is valued at Rs.10,00,100/- under Appendix

I of Schedule IV of the OS Rules and a sum of

Rs.13,535/- is paid as Court fee under section 27 (cl o{

the Tamil Nadu court Fees and Suits Valuation Act,

1 955.

Prayer (b) is valued at Rs.1O0O/- under Appendix T

Scheduie IV of the OS Rules and a sum of Rs.75.50

r-r f

iS



peid as court fee under section 27 (c) of the Tamil

Nadu Court Fees and suits valuation Act, 1955'

Prayer (c) is valued at Rs.1000/- under Appendix I of

schedule IV of the os Rules and a sum of Rs.75.50 is

paid as court fee und.er section 27 (c) of the Tamil

Nadu Court Fees and suits valuation Act, 1955'

Under these circumstances it is respectfully prayed

that this Honble Court may be pleased to pass

(a)

Judgment and decree against the Defendants,

Declaring that the amendment to clause

6.2.4 of the Regulations for players, team

officials, managers' umPires add

Administrators of the 1"t Defendant to the

effect'that "clause 6.2.4 wili not apply to

IPL and ChamPions T 20 L'eag3le"

introduced by the l*t Defend'ant in the

AGM conducted on 27 .A9 
"2008 

is illegal'

opposed to public policy, malaficle

exercise of power, abuse of the porver of

amendment and nuli and void'



(c)

(b) Permanent injunction restraining the 2n,i

Defendant from functioning as the

Secretary of the 1.t Defenciant and the

President of Tamil Nadu Cricket

Association

Mandatorv Permanent injunction

directing the 1"t Defendant not to permit

the 2na Defendant lrorn contesting lor irrr.y

of the posts of office bearer of the I r:r

Defendant and the Tamil Nadu Cricket

Association in future for such reasonarble

number of years as his Hon'ble Court

may deem fit.

(d) Pay the costs of the sttit:

[e) And pass such furthcr'or othet' orclct's tts

this Honble Court may deem fit ancl

proper in the circlrmstances of the case

and thus render iustice.

Dated at Chennai this the Bth day of l)ecember, 2OOB.

sd/- sd/-

Counsel for Plaintiff Piaintiff

\) v<,-, ,l- -*l -r -'
zr'
lYt**- unyf
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In ilre High Court of Judicature at Madras

(Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction)

O.A. No. 1 2gg,1300 & 5740 of 2008

In

C.S. No. 1167 of 2008

Dr. A. C. Mut,liah

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidainbaram

Adyar Villa

Chennai * 600 085

Vs.

Applicant/ Plaintiff

1. The Board of Control of Cricket in India,

Rep. by its President

Having its registered Office at

M.A, Chidambaram Stadiun^,

Chepauk, Chennai * 600 0O5.

2, Mr. N. Srinivasan

Sccretary,

The Board of Control ior Cricket in India
' t,.- 

.

Door No. 7/3, Boat Club First Avenue 'r''.r ,oq.r.-,,.

R.A. Puram, Chennai - 600 0028
i
t

,|

It\
Respon{6nts f Qefendan t S

| ...

" Y'F.rr.



r\ffidavit Filed By The Applicant

I, Dr, r\.C. Muthiah S/o I Late Mr. M.A. Chidambaram,

Hindu, aged about 67 years, residing at Adyar Villa, Kotturpram,

Chennai - 600 085, do hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely state

zrs f ollows: -

L i am the Applicant herein. I am well acquainted with the

facts ana 
"ircumstances 

of the case stated Lrereunder.

2. The Applicant is the past President of tkre 1't Responcit;nt.

He is interesteci in the promotion of the game of cricket in

ildia and in maintainir-rg the purity of administral.ion of-

the 1st fts5pondent.

3. The Applicant states that the 1"t Respondent is a society

registered under the Societies Registration Act, 1850'

The objects of the 1"t Respondent, inter alia, is to

promote the geime of the cricket irr India. It has extensive

' powers in selecting players for the Indian National Team

representing India in Test matches domestically and

internationally. It is the sole authority for organizing

major cricketing events in India. The objects of the 1*t

Respondent are set out in detail in its Memorandum of

Association ancl Rules and Regulations (hereinafter
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referred to as the Memorandum) of the l't Respondent.

clause 8 of the Memorandum of the I't Respondent set

out, among others, the powers and duties of the Board

comprising of the office bearers of the 1*t Respondent.

Clause 12 of the Memorandum sets out the composition

of the working Committee and its powers. The affairs of

the l st Respondent is managed by the working Committee

consisting of the President, Hon. Secretary, Hon. Joint

Secretary and the Hon. Treasurer. The 2"d Respondent is

also the PresiCent of the Tamil Nadu Cricket Association.

The Appiicant states that the 1st Respondent set up a

se parate sub committee unit known as the Indian

Premier League (hereinafter rcferred to as iPL) to

establish and oversee th: operation of the domesl.rc

Twenty 20 Cricket Competition in India and if

appropriafg eisewhere in the world. The Twenty 20

.natches witl be one day matches with 20 overs while the

regular one dalr matches are matches with 50 overs.

5. The Applicant states that the Twenty2O IPL tournaments,

was sanctioned by the International Cricket Council

(lCC). The league as conceived *". to initialty comprise

eight teams which \ ril1 play each other. For the year

2008-2009 Mumbai, Delhi, Kolkata, Bangalore, Jaipur,
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Chennai, Chandigarh and Hyderabad were the cities

chosen as the venue for the Twenty2O IPL tournaments.

The 8 tearns were to be selected on the basis of auction of

players, both national and international.

6. The Applicant states thaf. IPL issued invitation to tender

towards the end of 2OO7 for franchised Indian Premier

League Rights for ownership of B teams. In thc

invitation to t-ender it has been clearly stated that IPL is

not a separate legat entity but forms part of the 1n'

Respondent and is managed by a separate governir:'g

council which reports to the 1st Respondent'

7 . The Applicant states that pursuant to invitation to

tend.er, 8 teams were auctioned aod purchased by eight

different parties. India cements Limited for which the

2nd Respondent is the Managing Director was the

successful bidd er for the chennai franchise,

subsequently named as "Chennai Super Kings"'

B. The Applicant states that the 1st Respondent is governed

bytheMemoran:dumandRulesandRegulations

(hereinafter referrt:d to as the Memorandum) which has

been lastlv revised as on L6.L2.2AO7. As per the revised

Memorandum, clause 38 urhich lays down the procedure
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to deal with misconCuct was renumbered as clause 32.

Clause 1 (n) of the Memorandum which defines the

expression "Administrator" was introduced in thg / I .t

AGM of the 1st Respondent held on 29.O9.2OOO at

Chennai,

The relevant ciauses in the Memorandum are a s

follows: -

Administrator: An "Administrator" shall mean ancl

include present and former Presiclents,

Vice Presidents, Hony. Secretaries,

Hony. Treasurers, Hony. Joirrt

Secretaries of the Board of Cricket for

Control in India ("the Board"), past anci

present Presidents and Secretaries of

Members affiliated to BCCI and any

person nominated in any of the sub

cornmittee appointed by the board as

defined in the Memorandum and Rules

and Regulations of the Board.

Clause 27 - T'he Standing Committees

The following shall be Standing Cornmittees and their

powers.



M. lndian Prerrier League Iog
The Cor.nmittee shall be appointed by the General Body

of the Boa.rd and the term of the members of the

Committee shali be for a period of 5 years.

The Committee shall comprise of the following: -

1. Chairrnan

2. Four members appointed by the Board.

3. Three Ex-cricketers of repute.

The office bearers of the Board during their tenure

,vould be ex-officio members of the Committee.

A11 decisions relating to the League would be taken by

the Committee by majority and in case of equalitv of

votes, Chairman shal1 have a casting vote.

The committee shall submit a report of its annual

activities ernd decisions along with the audited

staternent of accounts every year for the approval of

the General Boclv at the Annual General Meeting.

Clause 32 - Misconduct and Procedure to deal with:

32 (II) In the event of any complaint being received

fi'om any quarter or based on any repoit
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(urr)

published or circulated or on its owrl

motion, in the subject matter of any act oi

discipline or misconduct or violation of an.v

of the Rrrles or Regulations by any Player,

Umpire, Team Official, Selector or any

person or appointed employed by BCCI, the

Presiclent shall refer the sarne within 48

hours to a Commissioner appointed by tlte

Board to make a preliminary enquiry.

Pending inquiry and proceeding into

complaints or charges or misconduct or

any act of indiscipline or violation of any

Rules and Regulation, the concerned

Member, Associate Member,

Adrninistrator" Player, Umpire, Team

Official, Referee or the Selectors

(including the privileges and ben:fits

suchr as Subsidies to the Member or

Associate Member) may be suspended by

the Presiclent from participating in any of

the affairs of the Board untii final

adjudication. However, the adjudication

shoulC be completed within six months.



6lo
9. The Applicant states that apart from the Memorandum, a

separate regulation for piayers, team officials, Managers,

Umpires and Administrators (hereinafter referred to as

the Regulation) was framed by the lst Respondent which

was approved by its working committee in the year 2000.

10. The relevant clauses of the regulation are as follows,

Clause 1. 1, the regulations applies to

a. Players

b. Umpires

c. 'feam offrcials

d. Administratc,rs

Clause 6.2 Additional Regulations for Administrators.

Clause 6.2.1reads as follows: -

6.2.4 No l\dministrators shall have, directly or

indirectly any commerciai interest in thc

matches or events conducted by the Board.

6.2.r

6.2.t-

Fenalty

In tLre event of the administrators

cornmitting defaults mentioned in any of 1hc'
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aforesaid clauses, a fine of minimum Rs. 1

lakh to maximum fine of Rs.5 lakhs shall lrc

imposed an'd/or shall be debarred,frorn

holding such position for a minimum of one

year and a maximum of three years.

Clause 8 General

t t. All actions for breach of any of the

provisions of this regulations, the procedure

as laid down in 38 (II) of the Memorandum

of Rules and Regulations of the Board as

amended from time to time shall apply.

8.6. For any breach of ,1" Regulations as

specilied irr this Regulations, the

President shall have a right to suspend

the player ladministratot f manage lteam

official/umpires Curing the pendency of

the enquiry proceedings.

Regulertion 6.2.'+ is even more rigorous than similar

provisions in the Companies Act concerning Directors

and adivsedly so in view of the immense interest of the

public in trndia in the game of cricket and hence the:

necessitv fcr strict standards for the office bearers of
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the l"t Respondenr. In this context it may be pertinent

to refer to Secti on 25 (3) of the Tamil Nadu Societies

RegistratiorrAct,|gTSwhichstatesthatnopayment

shall be macle out the funds of the registered society to

the President or any other officer of the society by vay

of rr.onorari*m for any service rendered by him to the

society. Such is the rigour of the provisions of the

TamilNaduSocietiesRegistrationAct'I}TSandthe

1"t Respondent is registered' und'er the Societies

Registration Act, 1860'

The Applicant. stat'es that in the working Committee of

the 1-"t Respond"ent at its meeting conducted on

L3.OI.2AO7, the Committee approved the launch of IPL

und.er the auspices of the lut Respondent Board' It was

decided that the IPL would be run by a Committee

constitutedbytheGeneralBodyandwillbecalledthc

IPLGoverningCouncil.Thisinformationisavailai:leirr

the 79th Anriual Report for the year 2oo7 -2008 issued bY

the l"t Respondent. The members of the Goverrrir-tg

council 0f IpL shall haire a term of 5 years. I1' cornpriscs

of Mr. Lalit \4odi, Chairman' MAK Pataudi' Sunil

Gavaskar, Ravi Shastri, I'S' Bindra' Arun Jaitley'

ChirayuAmirrandRajeshShuklaaloirgwiththeoffice

bearersoftlrel"tRespondentwhowillbeexofficio

{rh
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members of the Council. The 2nr Respondent

Secretary of the 1"t Respondent is also a member

worl:ing Comrnittee.

12. The Applicant states rhat the 2"d Respondent being the

secretary of the l"t Respondent is ,elso the ex-officio

member of the Governing Council of IPL. As p'er the

clause 27 (yll of the Memorandum, the 2"d Respondeni_ is

also the ex officio member of the committee of IPL which

is one among the several Standing Committees of the l"t

Respondent.

13. The 2"d Respoirdent was the Hony. Treasurer prior to his

eiection as Secretary in the General Bodrr lVtreeting of the

I *t Respondent held on 27 .A9.2OOB and is 41so tire

Presideni of the Termil Nadu Cricket Association. [fte lrrri

Respondent in his erstwhile post as Treasurer and in his

present post as Secretary and in addition as ttrc

president of the Tamil Nadu Cricket Association is arl

"Administrator" within the meaning of clause 1 (n) o{'trrc

Memorandum framed by the l"t Respondent.

14. The Applicant states that as per clause 6.2.4 of lire:

Re gulations, no "Aclmin.istrator" shail have direct ()l'

indirect commercial interest in the matches or events

t3
as the

of the
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conducted by the 1st Respondent. Trre 2nd Respondent in

clear violation of t.he atbresaid clause, even while he was

the Treasurer of the 1st Respondent and the Presicient of

the T'amil Na.du Cricket Association, permitted I:ndia

Cements Lrmited of which he is the Managing Director, to

bid for the franchised Indian Premier League Rights for

r:wnership of teams and India Cements Ltd was awarded

the Chennil franchise named as "Chennai Super Kings".

The 2"d Respontlent thus derived direct 'commercial

interest in the IPL league.

15. The Applicant states that there is clear conflict of interest

in the role of the 2"c Respondent as then Treasurer of he

1*t Respondent anC tl-re President of the l'amil Nzlcir.r

Cricket Association and his role the Managing Director of

India Cements Limited which was awarded the

franchised IPL for ownership of the Chennai Team nameci

as "Chenrrai Super Kings". The commercial interest rlf

tire 2",1 Responderrt in his capacity as Managing.Dirqctcr-

of Ind.ia Cements Ltd. who is the holder of the Chenn'ii

franchise, "Chennai Super Kings" was in conflict with his

role as Treasurer of the l"t Respondent. Clause 6.2.4 of

the Regulations itself was iniroduced as a matter of

public policy in Ord"er to maintain transparency in the

dealings of the lst Respondent and to maintain purity in



the administration of the 1"t Respondent and
?

the

t;
events

and games organized, by the l"t Respondent and the ex-

officio membet' of the Standing Committee of IPL under

the Memorandum. The Council and the Committee were

in charge of selecting thre successful franchisees.

16. In the above circr-rmstances the Applicant, by his let.ter

dated 05.09.2008 addressed to the President of 1*t

Respondent, complained that since the 2nd Respondent

has acted contrary to the policy of the lst Respondent

which debarred an Administrator from having direct or

indirect commercial interest in the matches or evenls

conducted by the lst ResPondent. The 2nd Respondenl

being a Treasurer of the l"t Respondent at the relevant

point of time is aclmittedly an Administrator and bortncl

by the corJe of conduct set out by the 1sr Respondent. Tfrr:

Applicant stated that the 2na Respondent is liablr to bt'

penalized in terms of clause 6.2.L of the Regulations itr

view of ciause 6.2.4 of the Regulations. As Managing

Director of India Cements Limited which is the Franchise

holder for Chennat Super Kings, the 2n'l Respondent, trrirrr

is the Treasurer of the ,1st Respondent, has commercial

interest and gained benefit in the events conducted by

the l"t Respondent through IPL. Hence the Applicarrt
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actiorequested the lst Respondent to take appropriate

against the 2na Respondent.

L7. But no action w'as taken by the l"t Respondent on the

complaint dated 05.09.2008 of the Applicant. Hence the

Applicant by another letter dated 19.O9.2008 addresse d

to the 1*t Respondent reiterated that as per clause 8 (5) of

the Regulation s for players, team officials, managers,

umpires and administrators, for breach of any of the

pr:ovisions conLained in the Regulations, action should be

t,aken as per the procedure laid down in clause 38 (ll) of

the Memorandum and Rules and Regulations of the:

Board now renumbered as 32 (II), should be foliowed. As

per the clause 32 (ii) of the Memorandum, if a compiaint

is received, the President shall refer the same within the

48 hours to a Commissioner appointed by the Board to

make a preliminary enquiry. Further as per clause B (6)

of the Regulations, the President is empowered to

suspend the 2nd Respondent pending enquiry. The

Applicant further staces that since more than a week had

elapsed from the date of the l"t Complaint dated

05.09.2008, the Applicant requested action to be taken

by initiating enquiry under clause 32 (II) of the

Memorandum against tt:re 2"d Respondent.
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18. Bven after f!1c )nd letter no action was taken by the 1st

Respondent on the complaint of the Applicant against the

2nd Respondent. I{owever, in the News Paper "The Tinres

of India", it vu'as reported as follows - "W',hen ToI spoke to

BCCI about the letter it defended srinivasan and saicl

that he was not flouting any rule. lf Srinivasan owrls an

IPL team, the team is not BCCI',s property' IPL franchises

are the or /ners of their team. There are many ofliciais

who are part of the Board but professionillly engagccl

elsewhere and, it does not mean that they are flouting thc

Rrrles". Tkrus it was apparent that the 1*t Respondent is

deliberatelymisinterpretingclause6.2.4ofl.ht:

Regulations which ciebars an office bearer tronn havirl;1

any corrrmercial interest in the events of the I'''

Respondent and does not intend to enforce the

Regulations of the 1"t Respondent against the )nc|

Respondent.

Lg. The Applicant states that the 2nd Respondent while

addressing a investor conference conducted by india

cements Ltd., in January 2008, stated as foliows, "India

cements is in IPL, soiely with the view to build our brand

name more extensively in Tamil Nadu and that cricket

ultimately u'ili make tons of money for the company" '

Thus the 2nd Respondenl is aware of the corrrmercial
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benefit which India cemerits has gained by becoming the

franchisee of the IPL anrJ that his role as the Treasurer is

in conflict with his position as the Managing Director of'

the company whickr is a clirect beneficiary of the award of

the IPL franchisee by the 1"t Respondent. Th-e tenor of

the statement of the 2n,l Respondent shows that he was

totallvhappywitlrtheenormousprofitsthatlrrcii;l

Cements was going to make' The 2"d Respondent ought

to have reabzed that thc involvement of India cements

LtdinlPLtournamentsaSfranchiseewouldamountto

an office bearer having direct commerciai interest in the

matches conducted bY the

liable to be Penalized as Per

Respondent.

1"t Respondent and hence

the Regulations of the l"t

20.T}ieApplicantstatesthattheGeneralBodyMeetingof

the l"t Respondent was scheduled to be held on

2T,g.2oosinMumbaiforelectingthenewofficebearers.

The 2,a Respondent was likely to be elected or nomin ated

aStheSecretaryofthel"tRespondentintheGeneral

Body Meeting' It was clear that the l*t Respondent would

not act on the complaint given by the Applicant against

. the 2rd Respondent and take action against the 2nd

Respondentorpreventhimfromparticipatinginthe

election.Asperclause32(VII)oftheMemorandum'
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pending inquiry or proceeding into complaint of chargr:s

of any act of indiscipline or violation of any Rules ancl

regulations, the 1"t Respondent had the power to

suspend. the 2"d Respondent from participating in any of

the affairs of the Board rintil final adjudication' The l '''

Respondent \I,as not exercising the power uncler thc

aforesaid clause and susp:nd the 2"a Respondent. Hencc

the Applicp.nt rvas constrairied to file a suit in this

Hon'l,,le Court in C.S. No. 930 of 2008 for the following

reliefs-

(a)Permanent injunction restraining the 1 'r

Respondent from permitting the 2"d Respondent

toparticipateintheGeneralBodyMeeting

sclrecluled in Mumbai on 27 .O9.2OO8 or any

other subsequent date for the election of new

office bearers of the 1"t Respondent and contest

for the post of Secre tary or any other post in the

1"t Respondent.

(b)Mandatory injunction directing the 1't

Respondent to act under clause 32 (II) of the

MemoratrdurT of Association and Rules and

Reguiations of the l"t Respondent by appointing

a commissioner to make a preliminary enquiry



against the Znd, Respondent on the complaint

filed by the Applicant in his letter dateci

05.09.2008 and 19.09.2008.

(c) A mandatory injunction directing the l st

Respclndent to exercise his powers under clause

8 (6) of the Regulations for players team

officials, managers. umpires and administrators

bysuspendingthe2'dRespondentasTreasurer

of the l"t Respondent pending enquiry'

2L In the suit, the Applicant sought for the following interim

reliefs in Appln. No. 1041 of 2008 -

(a)Temporary iniunction restraining the 1st Respondent

fromperndttingthe2'dRespondenttoparticipatein

t}reGeneralBodyMeetingscheduledinMumbaion

2T.og,2oo}orarlyothersrrbsequentdateforthe

election of new office bearers of the 1"t Responcent and

contest for the post of Secretary or any other post in

the 1*t Resporrdent.

(b)TemporaryMandatoryinjunctiondirectingthel*t

Responclent to act under clause 32 (II) of thr:

Memora.nclum of Association and Rules atr cl



Regulations of the l"t Respondent by appointing a

Commissioner lo rnake a preliminary enquiry agaitrsl

the 2"d Responclent on the complaint filed by tl-re

Applicant in his letter dated 05.09.2008 and

19.09.2008.

(c)Temporary Mandatory injunction directing the l*t

Respondent to exercise his powers under clause 8 (6)

of the Regulations for players team officials, managers,

umpires and administrators by suspending the Znd

Respondent as Treasurer of the 1"t Respondent

pending enquiry.

22. After hearing the arguments of the Counsel for the

Applicant and the l"t Respondent in the application, this

Hon'ble Court by Order dated 26.09.2008 held that it

was not inclined to glant ad interim injunction at this

stage but issued notice to the 2"d Respondent. In the

Coursre of the Orcler, the Learned Judge recorded the

submissiort of the Counsel of the 1"t Respondent that on

26.12.2007 , an invitation to participate in the auction

conducted bv iPL was extend.ed to India Cements Limited

of which the 2'.r Respondent is the MD and on receipt of

the said invitetion, the 2"d Respondent sought

clarification from the 1"t Respondent on 29 . L2.2OA7
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whether India Cements Ltd. of which the 2nd Respondent

is the MD can participate in the auction to be conducted

by IPL. Cn 05.01.2008 the l"t Respondent clarified that

there is no embargo for India Cements Ltd to participate

in the auction. The Court recorded the further

subrnission of the Counsel for the lst Respondent that

the Memorandum of Association and Rules and

RegUlations of the 1*t Respondent are meant to regrrlate

the conduct of the players, umpires, teann officiais,

selector or an\i porson appointed or employed by the 1*t

Respondent t<.1 put an end to match fixing as per clause

32 of the Rules and Regulations of the 1"t Respondent.

23. Thereafter as per schedule, the General Body Meeting of

the l"t Respondent was held on 27 .09.2008. Mr.

Shashank Manohar was elected as the President and the

2,'a Respondent was elected as the Hon Secretary.

24 . It transpires that the I r;l

General Meeting conducted

the Regulation.s as follows: -

Respondent in the Annual

on 27.09.2008 has amendecl

1. Persons/matches covered'

L2 This F'egulation shall apply to: -

(a) Test Matches
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(c)

(d)

(e)

ODI Matches

Twenty2O Matches

Tour Matches

Any domestic or international Matches

2. Definitions

Twenty2O: A

classified as

Regdations.

limited over

Twenty2O in

international match

according with ICC

Further clause 6 .2.4 of the Regulations has been

amended by irrclu,ling the words *excluding events like

IpL or champions League Twe nty2O" as foilows: -

6.2.4: No Ad"rninistrator shal1 have, directly oi.

indirectly any commercial interest in the matches ()1'

events conduct.ed by the Board excluding events like

IPL or ChamProns League TwentY2O'

25. To the shock of the APPlicant'

said amendmcnt from news

paper dated 28.09.2008' The

he came to know about thr:

item in The Hindu ne\^rs

news reaC as follows: -

"The BCCI aiso amended Rules and Regulation s

applicable to players, umplres and Administrators'



"when Rules and Regulations were framed rwenty2O

cricket was not in existence. The Rules did not take

into its ambit T'wenty20 cricket. The particular clause

was alnended to extend the Rules to Twentv2o cricket.

There was a provisio' which said "if a person has

ciirr:ct or indirect in any of the tournaments conducted

by the Boarci, it would be a misconduct.

Now the IPL is a tournament conducted by the Boarcl.

we have ar.nended suitably in order to exprain that

this clause will not apply to IpL and champions T20

League," explained Mr. Manohar.

26. The Applicant has beerr informeci that the impr,rgnerl

amendment to clause 6 .2.4 of the Regulations welrl

recommended even on 12.09.2008 by a 2 membcr

committee comprising of Mr. shashank Manchar r,r'ho

has now been electecl as the President of rhe 1.,

Respondent and Mr. Niranjan shah.' The said 2 persons

r:ecommended that after clause 6.2.4 an explanation to

the following effect may be added - The said clause will

not Leclude events like IPL or Champions League

Twenty20. It is submitted that no such inlbrmation were

given in the course of arguments of the counsel for the
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l"t Respondetrt in t]:e earlier suit narrrely C.S. l o. 930 of

2008.

:),1'. It nov,r transpires that rn the working Committee of the l"t

Respendent held on 22.06.2008 at New Delhi it was

decided to look into the existing Rules and Regulations

and incorporate necessary changes. The minutes of the

said workirrg Comrnittee reads as follows: -

Prof. Shetty brought to the notice of the members

that, the regulations for players, team office

Managers, Umpires and Administrators were

finalized at the working committee meeting of

Board heid on zOLh August 2OOO. A number of

changes have been taken place in the iCC Code of

cond,uct, particularly connected with penalties fot"

Anti Racism, Anti Doping, use of abuse of languagt:

etc., hence the BCCI regulations need to llc

updated. He requested the President forrn a

Committee to look irr to the existing Regrlations arrcl

incorporate necessary change".

Apparently the committee was deliberating on the

changes to be made to the existing Regulations and

incorporate necessary change. It is at this juncture



T
that the Applicand lodgea his complaint dat.ed

05.09.2008.

28. Taking advantage of the suggestion of the working

Committee held on 22.06.2008 to suggest changes to the

Regulations, the 2 member team suggested the impugnecl

amendment to Regulatron 6.2.4 which was totally alien to

the type of change which the working Committee

intended to be bought about to the Regulation havirrg

regard to the issues mcntioned in the minutes of thc

rneeting, The 2 member Committee met on L2.09.200.3

and recommended the following amendments to lhc

Regulations:

1 . Add Twe nty20 in clause L .2 page 1 & in th e:

definition clause 2.A page 2.

2. The penaitl'provided in clause 3.2.1 (c) needs to bt:

amended as follows: - '1A ban looking at the gravity

of the misconduct. which mav extend to life ban".

3. Clause 6.2 Rule 4



After the said clause add -
will not includ"e events like

l

Twentv2O".

"explanation that the said

IPL or Champions League

29 . Pursuant therett the Regulations were amended.

Curiously u'hile the amendments as recommended

included Twentv20 matches in the list of matches

covered under the Regulation and also in the definitiorr

clause it sought to exclude the Twenty2} matches fi rin

the purview of Regulation 6.2.4. Apparently ihe working

Corrrmittee of which the 2no Respondent is a constituent,

approved the amendmerrt. It was hurriedly placed beforr:

the AGM an 27.09.2008 and got it approved. There was

no specific agencla for introducing the amendment for the

AGM to consider. Surreptitiously the amendments seem

to have been pushed through proving the malafides of the

whole exercise.

30. The proposal to amend" even before the suit was filed by

the Applicant does not clothe the amendment with any

legality since such an amendment was proposed oniy

aftei' the Applicant sought action against the 2nd

Respondent by his letter dated 05.09.2008 thus

providing that the entire exercise was malafide to protect

the interest of'an individual namely th: '2"d Respondent'



31. The Applicant submits that the amendment is totally

ilIegal and opposed to public policy, malafide exercise of

power anct abuse of the power of the l"t Respondent. As

per clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations, no Administrator can

have direct or indjrect commercial interest in anlr of the

events or matches r.rf the lst Respondent. An amendmerrt

cannot be brought about to exclude the IPL tournameuts

from the puru'iew of the said clause with a malafide

intention of protecting an office bearer. As alreachr

submitted the clause prohibiting an Administrator from

having a direct or indirect commercial interest was

introduced as a matter of public policy. But in Order to

protect the 2"d Respondent from suffering a penalty in

the forrn of fine or disqualification, the l*t Respondent

has chosen to ttrrow propriety to the winds and in total

disregard for rnaintaining probity in all dealings of the 1*t

Respondent, the impugned amendment has been brought

about even when the suit relating to the issue is pending

in C.S. No. 930 of 2008 betbre this Hon'ble Court. The

Applicant states that India Cements Ltd. of which fl-1s )r'tct

Resp,rndent is the M.D. wa.s allowed to participate in the

auction of the players for the IPL tourlnaments resulting

in the 2nd Respondent violating clause 6.2.4 of the
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Regulations which is directly at issue in C.S. No. 930 oi

2008.

32. The 1"t Respondent was il1 advised to have introduced the

said amendment. Apparently the 1"t Respondent did no1

apply its minC to the legaiity of the amendment before

introducing the arrrendment. It acted in haste to amcrrcl

Regulation.6.2.4 just to protect the private intcrest of 11rt'

2"d Respondent. It is submitted that the expression

"matches antl everrts" in regulation6 .2.4 ts an inclusive

ciefinition which included all kinds of events and matches

whether a new Vpe of match or event innovated long

after the framing of the RegUlation which was not in

contemplation of framers of Regulation 6.2.4. The scope

of the expression "matches and events" cannot be

confined in its application to only such type of cricket

matches which were in vogue when the Regulation 6.2.4

was introduced. Twenty2O matches would not have been

known at the time of the framing of Regulation 6.2.4.

But the expression "matches and evellts" should be given

a meaning which takes within its sweep and ambit

subsequent innovative cricket matches having rega:'d to

the crbject behinC Regulation 6.2.4 namely to maintain

prob:ty and transparency in the conduct of matches by

the ist Responclent ancl no office bearer gets pecuniary
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benefits out of the matches and converts the olTice he

holds into an office of' profit and having regard to lhc

principles of statutory in te,rpretation.

In AIR 1962 Supreme Court 159 in the case of Senior

Eiectric Inspector Vs. Laxmi Narayan Chopra, the

Hon'ble Supreme Court held as follows:-

"In a modern progressive society it would be

unreasonable to confine the intention of a Legislature

to the meaning attributable to the word used at the

time of the law was made, for a modern legislatr-rrc

making lanvs to govern a society which is fast moving

must be presgmed to be aware of an enlarge meaning

the same coltcept might attract with the march of i ime

anrl with the revolutionary changes brought about in

soc:ial, econorrLic, political and scientific and other

fields of hgman activity. Indeed, unless a contrary

intention appears, an interpretation should be given to

the rn'ords usecl to take in new facts and situations, if

the word"s are capable of comprehend them"'

33. On the same principles, general words are construed to

include new intentions and technological advances not

knov,n at the time when the Act was passed. It hets,
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accordingly, been held that telephone is 'telegraph'within

the meaning of that word in the Telegraph Acts, 1863

and 1869 although telephone was not invented in 1869;

that a photographic copy is 'copy' under the Engraving

copvright Act, 1734; ald that an elecfric tram cat- is il

stage carriage within the meaning of the Stage Carriage

Act, 1832. Similarly, 'broadcasting' has been held to be

covered by the word 'teiegraph' as used in the phrase

,Telegraph & other works and undertaking' in sectron 92

(1) (a) of the British North America Act, 1867; and radio

broadcasting has been held to be included in the

expression 'postal,. telegraphic, telephonic and other like

services' uncler section 51 (5) of the Australian

constitution. Following the same principle, it has been

heldbytheSupremeCourtthatthedefinitionof
,telegraph line'in the Indian Telegrapiric Act, 1885, which

is included bv reference in the Indian Electricity Act'

1910 is wide enough to take in electric lines used for the

purpose of wjreless telegraph, the definition of

,cinematograph' contained. in section 2 (e) of the

Cinematograp,h Act, 1952 aarrd' in Cinema Regulation Acts

enacted by the states in lg52 will cover video cassettes

record'ers/players(developedinlgTOs)forrepresentatiorr

of motion pictures on a television screen and the word

,handwriting' in section 45 of the EYidence Act, 1872 will



embrace typewritrng although it was oniy in 1874 that

the firsi practical typewriter was marketed.

34. Dealing with the section 123 of the Indian Evidence Act,

1872, and the phrase 'affairs of the State',

Gajendraclagkar, J. observed: "It may be that when the

Act was passed, the concept of Government functions

and their extent was limited; and so was the concept of

the words 'affails of the State' correspondingly limited;

but as is ofterr said, rn'ords are not stacic vehicles of ideas

or concepts. As l.he content of the iCeas of conveyeo by

respective words expand, so does the content of the

words keep pace with the said expanding content of the

icleas of concepts and naturally tend to widen the field of

public interest which the section wants to protect".

l

35. In the d,ealing with the word'textiles'and in holding that

cotton/wooler, clry felts are textiles, the Supreme Court

said that it must be remernbered that the concept ol'

textiles is not a static concept and it has, having regard

to newly d.eveloping materials, methods, techniques and

processes, a continually expanding content ancl rlc\^'

kinds of fabrics may be invented which may legitimatr lv'

without doing any violence to the langr-rage, be regardecl

as 't,extiles'.
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36. When a comparatively modern devices and equipment

was not in vogue at the time when the Act was ena.16rl,

there can be no clifficulty in holding that general worcls

used in the Act will cover such device and equipment.

Thus 'notice in writing' required by section i S8 of the

Negotiable Instrument Act, 1881, which was inserted in

1968 whel Facsimile (Fax) had not become vogue was

held to include notice transmitted by Fax'

37 . In yet another case relating to the indian Penal Code,

1 860, the supreme court pointed out that the code

should as far as its language permits, be construed with

reference to mod.ern needs not with reference to notions

of crirninal jurisdiction prevailing at the time when the

Code ."I/as enacted

38. Also applying the principle of "purposive interpretation"

the expression "matches and events" in RegUlation 6'2'4

as it originally existed has to be interpretr:d to include IPL

Twerrty20T<lurnamentsandanyamendmentattemptirrg

to exclude Twentlr 20 ma'tches from the purview of the

expression "m.atch.es and events" in Regulation 6'2'4 wtll

do violence to the object or Regulation 6.2.4. To quote

.justiceSinhainhisdisserrtingjudgmentinthecaseZr:e



Telefilms Ltd. Vs. union of India reported in 2005 (4) SCt

649

para L79 'Crtcket in India is the most popular game.

when India plays in international fot a, it attracts

attention of millions of people. The win or loss of

game brings ,l,ry" or "sorrorn/' to them. To some lor-ers

of the garne, jt is a passion, to a lot more it is an

ob,session, nay a craze. For a large number of viewers,

it is not enthusiasm alone but involvement"'

Thus the importanc-e of cricket in India has beetr

recognized by the Hon'ble Supreme court.

Nevertheless the 1"t Respondent has ventured to

remcve most popular IPL tournaments from the

purview of Regulation 6.2.4 of the Memorandum'

39. The impugned amendrnent has reduced the salutary

provision in the form of Regulation 6.2.4 introduce'i to

maintain prohity ir: the most popular game of the coulltrv

1r: an absurclity by cxclucling the most popular ct'it:i<C1

match ever plarred named Twenty 20 and which

generates crores of revenue to the 1"t Responclent and tire

franchisees from the purview of the expression "matches

and. events". The amendment has been introduced u'it'ir

the

the



the sole and malafide intention of prot-ecting the ')rtrl

Respondent from being disqualified. and not in the

interest of the game of cricket. Hence the impugned

amendrrrent should be declared illegal.

40. It is apparent that the 2"a Respondent had misused his

office to prevail upon the office bearers of the l*t

Respondent to introduce the impugned amendment to

ensure that he does not suffer any penalty for being the

MD of India Cements Ltd. The said Company was

selected as the franchisee of the Chennai Team of IPL

thus resulting in the 2"d Respondent deriving direct

comnrercial benefit in *-he IPL tournaments. While the

said suit is pending without even filing a written

statement in the above suit, the 1*t Respondent has

chosen to amend the Reguiation under the erroneous

impression tirat with the amendment the suit will be

decided in favour of the 2"d Respondent. It is submittecl

that the question r,vhether the 2"d Respondent sufferccl

any disqualification should be tested as per the iaw in

force at the time when the transgression was committecl'

Hence any retrospective amendment will not come to tlre

benefit of the 2nd Respondent. The 1"t Respondent h;rs

chosen to antend the Regrlations even when it cali Jltr
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discernecl by all persons believing in the Rule of law that

the amendment cannot stand scrutiny in a Court of law.

4I. The Regulations, are mean to regulate the conduct of

players, team olficials, office bearers to prevent match

fixing as per schedule 32 of the Regulations of the 1*t

Respondent. Amendmenr- in the form of retrospective

operation can be br,ought about by express and

necessary implication. At anv rate an amendment

cannot be brouglit about to substantially do violence tcr

the objective of a Regulation. In this case there is no

express provision in the amendment to bring about an

retrospective operation. It is submitted that the

amendment is illegal and the 2"d Respondent having lleett

elected as the Secretary of the 1"t Respondent iri lhrl

recently concluded AGM continues to suffer thc

disqualitication since the IPL matches are to be held for'

the next 5 years by the same teams. It is submittecl tlrat

the power of amendment can be used by an autholit.rr lil<,'

the l"t Respondent only to further the obiects of thc lrrr

Respondent and not to frustrate the high principles ancl

laudable purpose with which clause 6 .2.4 of thr:

Regulations was originally introduced. In this case, the

power of arnendment has been abused by the I st

Respondent. Also the power of amendment has not been
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utilized to protect the interest of the 1"t Respondent

to protect the interest of an individual office bearer.

already subm.itted IPL having been oroved to be most

popular event and match of the 1"t Respondent ever since

it was constitutecl, it is a travesty that IPL tournaments

has been taken out off the purview of clause 6.2.4 of the

Regulations just to protect the interest of the 2n,1

Respondent. An office bearer can wield r-rndue power in

the conduct of the IPL tournaments. It is not adviseable

to allow an office bearers of the 1"t Respondent are in a

fiduciary capacity and hence should appear to be fair in

all dealings of the 1"t Respondent. In this connectiorr

reference may be made to the decision of the Hon'ble

Supreme Court reported in 2005 (4) SCCC 74I in the

case of BCCI Vs. Netaji Cricket Club wherein the

Supreme Cou.rt held as follows: *

80. The Board is a society registered under the Tamjl

Nadu Societies Registration Act. It enjoys .l

monopoly status as regards Regr.rlation of the sport

of cricl<et in tcrms of its Memorandum of

Associaticn and Articles of Association. It cont.r'ols

the sport of cricket and lays down the law therefor.

It inter alia enjoys benefits by way of tax exemptic-rn

and right to use stadia at nominal annual rent. it

but

As
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earns a huge revenue not only by selling tickets to

viewers but also selling right to exhibit films live on

TV and broadcasting the same. Ordinarily, its full

member.s are the State Associations excepl

Association of Indian Universities, Railways Sports

Control Board and Services Control Board. As a

member of ICC, it represents the country in the

international fora. It exercises enormous pubiic

functions. It has the authority to select plal'er-s,

umpires and officials to represent the country in

the inlernational fora. It exercises total cor'trol

over the pla.yers, umpires and other officers. Thr.

Rules of the Boarcl clearly demonstrate that withorrl

its recognition no cornpetitive cricket can be hostecl

either within or outside the country. Its control

over the sport of competitive cricket is deepl.v

P€rrzasiYe aud comPlete.

81. In law, there cannot tre any dispute that having

regard to the enorm.ity of power exercised by it, the

Board is bound to follov, the doctrine of "fairness"

and "gooa faitn" in all its activities. Having regard

to the fact that it has to fulfill the hopes and

aspirations of millions, it has a duty to act

reasonably. It cannot act arbitrarily, whimsically or



,l

;io

3
fe

7
)rotsoard controls thecapriciously. As the tsoard controls the prof-esslon

of cricketers, its actions are required to be judgecl

and vierved by higher standards.

82. An association or a club which has framed its

Rules is bound thereby. The strict implementation

of suctr Rules is inrperative. Necessarily, the office

bearers in terms of the Memorandum and Articles

of association must not onlv ct within the four

corners thereof but exercise tkreir respective powers

in an ironest and fair manner, keeping viernz thc

public goocl as also the welfare of the sport oi

cricket. It is, therefore, wholly undesirable that at

body in charge of controlling the sport of cricket

should involve ilself in litigations cornpletelv losirrg

sight of the objectives of the society. it ]s

furthermore unforfunate that room for suspiciorr

has been created that all its deaiings are not fajr.

The Board has bee^r accused of shady dealings ancl

double standards.

The fact that the 1st Respondent has chosen to

amend 6.2.4 of the Regulations shows that the 2nd

Respondent has direct commercial interest in the

IPL toulnaments aud hence wants to take twenty20



o

Thematch out r.rf the purview of Regulati on 6.2.4 .

act of the: I "t Respondent in amending th c

has been done in the most brazenRegulation

manner without having regard to pubiic opinion and

to the adverse impact it will have on the rnost

poprtlar game of our country. The 1"' Responderrt

failed to appreciate that the conduct anci acti',ities

of a public body should be transparent, guided with

thc object of the promotion of the galne of cricl<et

and within the four corners of the law governing llrr:

same.' The impugned amendment has 1o br: sr'l

aside in public irrteresi.

42. The sequence of events reveal that enormous power the

Znd Respondent is wielding in the 1"t Respon<lent that the

entire Board members have succumbed to the pressure

of the 2"d Respondent to introduce an amendment of far

reaching conseqlrences jeopard izing the transparency

which is expected of IPL tournaments just to ensure that

the suit in C.S. No. 930 of 2008 filed by the Applicant is

not decreed in favour of the Applicant. The Regulation

'c.2.4 as it originally existed has been introduced with the

avowed object off maintaining purity in the ccnd'.rct

matches and to ensure that an office bearer of the

Respondent holds the said office ft-rr the furtherance

of

1"r

of
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the sport of cricket and hence should be above Board.

An office bearer cannot manipulate the entire Board of

the l"t Respondent for his comlnercial advantage. Thc

amendment has made a mockery of IPL tournaments atrcl

conseguently thc game of cricket. In the circumstances

it is necessary to iry'unct the 2"d Respondent from

functioning as an office bearer of the 1*t Respondent anrl

as the President of Tamil Nadu Cricket Associatiorr a 1

least for a reasonable number of years in the intere rt of

the game of cricket.

Under these circumstances it is prayed thlt 1fiis

Hon'ble court may be pleased to suspend tl-r C

amendment tc ciause 6.2.4 of the Regulations for'

players, team officials, managers, umpires and

Administrators of the 1*t Respondent to the effect that

,,clamse 6.2.4 will not epply to IPL and champions T 20

League" introd"uced by the 1"t Respondent in the AGM

conducted on 27 .OT.2OO8 per}ding disposal of the

above suit and thus render justice.

under these circumstances it i.s prayed that this

Hon'ble court may be pleased to and order of
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Temporary injunction Permanent Iniunction

restraining the 2"d Respondent from functioning as the

Secretary of the l"t Respondent pending disposal of thr:

abcve suit and thus render justice.

Under these circumstances it is prayed that thrs

Fion'ble Court may be pleased to issue an Order of

Mandatory Permanent. injunction directing the I *l

Respondent not to permit the 2nd Respondent frorn

contesting for any of the posts of office bearer of the 1*'

Respondent and the Tamil Nadu Cricket Association in

future for such reasonable nqmber of years as his

Hon'ble Court may deem fit pending disposal of the

above suit and thus render justice'

Solemnly affirmeC at Chennar

this the 8th Day of December

2008 and signed his lr.arl'e

in my presellce.

Be-fore me,

Advocate, Chennai

l..t^-"- PW
Tri-re Copy
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Annexure P -

In the High Court of Judicature at Madras

(Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction)

O.A. No. 1041 to 43 of 2008

In

C.S. No. 930 of 2008

Dr. A. C. Muthia[

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambaram

Adyar Vil1a

Chennai * 600 085

Vs,

1.

Applicant / Plaintiff

The Board of ControL of Cricket in India,

Rep. by its President

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005'
a?r*-1rr..-w ,....

Mr. N. Srinivasan
i

Treasurer, i

The Board of Control for Cricket in India

Having its registert:d Office at M.A. Chidambarefr'I St#&-**U'

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005

2.

ResPondents / Defendants
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BehaifCommon Counter Affi lavit filed on

of the First Respcndent

I, Prof. Ratnakar s shetty, son of shivaram shetty, Hinclu,

aged about 57 years, having oftice at 2nd floor, cricket centre,

wankhede stadium, D Road, churchgate, Mumbai - 400 020 do

hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely state as follows: -

1. I am the chief Administrative officer of the first

Respondent herein and as such I am well aware of the

facts of the case and I am auth orized to file this Counter

Aflidavit on behalf of the first Respondent.

2. State, Regiona.l or other association. The objects of the

board. have been framed with the a-vowed. purpose of

promoting the garne of cricket throughout India and for

achieving the said objects, the first Respondent is

empowered by its Memorandum and Rules and

Regulations to formuiate various Rules and bye larn's as

may be rrecessary from time to time.

3. I deny the entire allegations contained in the Affidavit

filed in support of the presert application except those

that are specifically admitted herein. I further submit

that the suit is not maintainable either in law or on facts
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of the case. The applicant has {iled the suit alleged'r' irr

his capacity as the past President of the first Respondenl

Board and as a person interested in the promotion of the

game cf cricket in india. There are several such persolls

interested in the game and the welfare of the Board' As

perthestaternentoftheapplicant,thesuitisfiledon

behalf of persons interested in the promotion of the gamr

of cricket anC while filing such a suit representing a ciass

ofpersons'withsimilafinteresttheapplicantoughtto

haveobtainedleaveofthisHon'bleCourtunderthe

provisions of crder I Rule VIII of the civil Proced'ure

Code.Thefailureoftheapplicarrttoseekleaveofthis

Hon'ble court for institution of the suit is against the

provisions of the code and therefore this suit is liabie to

be dismissed on this ground' alone'

This Resporrdent does not owe any duty contractuai or

otherwise to this applicant. The applicani is not a

member of the BCCI and is "therefore not entitled to sue

theBCCIforarLyallegedinfractionoftheRulesandBye

Lavrs.Thesel?ulesa-rrdbyelawsareinterpretedancl

enf,trced by the BCCI and its members State Association

in the best interest of the sport and none other than a

member call question the BCCI enforcement or non-

enforcement of these Rules and bye laws' In case the
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applicant has any grievance, he can raise it with his own

State Association if he is entitled to do so and the State

Association as a member of the BCCI can raise it with the

BCCI. This llon'ble Court cannot be used by the

applicant to settle scores with the second Respondent. It

is lelevant to mention here that the applicant has some

personal clash with the second Respondent who

The allegcitions in para 2 ot the Affidavit filed in support

of the applications are matters of record and therefore

are not denied.

6. The allegations i:: para.3 of the Affidavit of the applicant

are not entirely correct. It is correct that the first

Respondent has set up a separate unit for conduct of

Twenty2O cricket tournament under the name and style

of Ind.ian Premier League (hereinafter referred to as IPL)

and a separate Governing Council has been constituted

by the first Respondent to take charge of the affairs of

IPL. The clefinition of twenty}o matches as "one day

matches with twenty overs" as defined by the applicant is

not accepted by the first Respondent. Though it is true

that in Trvertty2O rnatches, each side bowls and batr for

twenty overs. there are substantial differences in the

Rules and Regulations that govern such Twenty2O



matches and therefore Lo equate them with -One Day

ma.tches of tiftv cvers each will not be correct. The

reason for creating a separate Governing Council and

organization of the IPL was to caprtaLrze on thr:

phenomenal popularity that the game's newest form

(Twenty2o) had internationally. Other countries had

already colnrilenced similar Twenty 2O leagues and the

ga-mes w'ere drawing great crowds and patronage from

television.audiences throughout the world. The IPL was

designed by the Governing Council in a manner that

would allow the first Respondent to exploit the various

commercial elements surrounding the game in the form

of team and player endorsements for various protlucts

and services, telt:vision and media rights exploitation etc'

However, the firl;t Responclent or the Governing Council

of the IPL was insulated from the commercial elements by

involving franchisees who would permitted to exploit the

commercial aspects. This model was somewhat similar

to successful leagues organized for promotion of other

sports such as NBA league for Basketball in u.s.A..

European Premier League for Football in Europe etc. The

format of the IPL designed by the Governing Council

allo-wed the first Respondent to earn from t hc:

contributions made by the franchisees and in turn these

amounts are pumped back for the development ancl



popularization

Several present

the game are

initiated by the

first

of the game in

and past players

benefitted from

first Respondent.

India and world over.

and persons involved in

I th. welfare schemes

The contribution of the

7. The allegations in para 4 of the Affidavit of the applicant

are again matters of record and are therefore not denied.

B. it is true that the first Respondent through the Governing

Council of IPI- invited persons to tend.er for the franchisee

rights of eight teams which were to take part in the IPL'

As a matter of fact it was mentioned in the invitation to

tender date,J December 2OO7 that the IPL is not '(l

separate lega1 entity and that it is managed by a separate

Governing Council constituted by the first Respondenl'

The franchisee rights fol the team representing Chennai

were purchased by M/s The India Cements Limited ancl

thereafter the team was named by the fi anchisee as

(chennai super Kings). Totaliy there wcrc 14

participants in the auctjon held for franchisee rights anct

from among the 1 1 number of participants, the highesl

bidclers were chosen and awarded the franchisee rights

for the respective teams. The Chennai team franchise

rights were awarded to ,he said Company for a sum of US
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$gtmillion.Allthesemattersrelatingtothecreationol

IPL,theauctionoffranchiserights'thebiddingprocess

and the successful bidders were all well publicized and

areallmattersofpublicknowledge.Theentireprocess

fromthestageofformationoflPLuptotheConstitution

of the individual teams and the conduct of the

tournamentbetweenAprilandJurr"e200swereallwell

publicized and done in a very transparent manner' The

manner in which the Governing council constitute'l by

the first Resporrclent conducted the entire process was

appreciatedbytheent'irecricketfraternityincluding

playersandcricketAdministratorsfromalloverthe

worid.

As stated earlier, the invitation for the auction was

circulatedorrDec200Tandimmediatelyonreceiptofthe

invitaiiclnM/sThelndiaCementsLimited'whereinthe

second. Respondent is the Managing Director, sought

clarificatiorrbytheirletterdated29.12.2oo7aSto

whether the said Company could participate in thc

auctionespectailyinthelightofthefactthatthes:coriri

Respondent was the Managing Director of the saicl

Companyandwasalsoanelectedofficebearer'intlr.:

first Resporrd"ent Boarcl. The clarification sought for llv

thesaidCt.lmpa.rrywasplacedbeforethethenPresicicl]1



of the first Respondent and was discussed among the

other members of the first Respondent's Committee ar d

thereafter, a reply 'was issued to ,the said Cornpany on

05.01.2008 clarifyirrg that there was no embargo for the

Comparry to pa.rticipate in the auction. The tender

process was completeci in January 2008 and thereafter

the matches for the first season of IPL
i

i 0. The averments in para 7 to 1O of the applicant's Affidavit

are extracts of various portions of the Memorandum and

Rules and Regulations of the first Respondent and Rules

and RegUlations for the players, team officials, managers,

umpires and Administrators. As such being extracts oi

the Memorandum and bye-laws of the Board of Control

for Cricket in India, the same are not denied'

1 1. The allegations in para 7 of the Affidavit are true to the

extent that the Memorandum and Rules were revised to

the board. orr 16.12.2OA7. The Memorandum and Rules

and Regulations governing the players and officials have

been amended from time to time and it is to be noted that

originally these Rules and,Regulations were amended at

a time when allegations of match fixing were being made

against players and officials. In Order to put an end to

such issues of match fixing, the first Respondent framed



Rules and Regulations governing the conduct of the

players, officials and its own members so as to make the

entire system more transparent. In the larger scheme of

things these Rules and Regulations are following the

amendmenr-s ot- the Irrternational cricket councii, which

is the apex lbody controlling the conduct of the game of

cri,:ket worldwide. The International Cricket Council also

has sevel-al sub-Committees which monitor the

implementation of the various Rules and Regulations off

the different nationai cricker boards'

12. The other allegation in Para

para L2 arlc, 13 are matters of

for the Present.

11 and the allegations in

record and are not deniecl

13. The allegations in parer L4 rcgarding clause 6 '2 (4) of the

Regulationarecorrect.However,iLisincorrecttosta[e

that the seconcl Respondent acted in violation of the sa'ricl

Regulation.Inthelrghtofthefactsstatedhereinabovr:

concernirrgtheinvitationtotenderandthesubseqltent

clarificationissueclbythefirstRespondentthe

allegationsinparal4havenobasisandSoalsol,l-rc

allegationsinpara15arebaselessandherebydenied.



L4. It is true that the appiicant wrote a letter tb the first

Respondent on 05.09.2008 but it is incorrect to state

that no action was initiated by the first Respondent' It is

also true that further letter dated 19.09.2008 was

addressed to the first Respondent by the applicant' The

allegation mad.e try the applicant in the said letter did not

merit any consideration in the light of the fact that the

second Respondent had already sought for clarification

regarding"the participation of the India Cements Limiteri

in the auction and after discussing the matter a

clarification 'was issued by the first Respondent on

05.01.2008. The entire allegations of the applicant in his

letters were basecl on conjectures and surmises and werc

without basis. since the allegations made by th r;

applicant did not merit any further consideration, no

separate reply w.as issued to the applicant and through

its office bearers tkre first Respondent has issueci

statements to thc media setting out,the facts and" stating

categoricallY that the second ResPondent had not

violated any of the Rules a-nd Regulations of the first

Respondent as alleged by the applicant' In the light of

the above factual position, the allegations in para 16 to

19 ot the Affidavit are denied'
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15. The allegations in para 20 of the Affidavit are misleading

and statements made are quoted out of context. The

' ': '-- - =ersons who had participated in the auction forvarlous p

franchise rights of various teams have invested huge

amounts of money and that being the case the successful

bidders are entitled to benefit from their investments b.v

exploiting the various facets of their franchise rights.

However, in such exploitation of the franchise rights the

Rules and Regulations. so as to ensure fair play and

transparency. Various franchisees have invested htrgc

sums of money and so also the successful biclder of thc:

Chennai franchise rights has invested monies in not only

purchasing the franchise rights and securing the

contract with players and officials but also for

successfully condncting the cricket matches in their citv.

The conctuct of the matches are closely monitored by thc

Governing Council of the IPL including officials from the

International Cricket Council and the first season of the

IPL has been conducted and completed successfully'

This fact has been acclaimed by persons interested in

sports throughout the world Therefore to allege any

conflict of interest in the role of the second Respondent

as an electecl office bearer of the first Respondent and as

a f)irector of the successful bidder is totally farcical and



m.ade out of Personal animositY

towards the second ResPondent'

J{
that the aPPlicant hars

16. As stateci earlier the applicant has instituted the presen'

suitandtheapplicationsoutofpersonalvendettaarrdill

will against the second Respondent' Therefore ' the

allegationsintheAffidavitoftheappiicantareallin

furtheranceoftneanimositythattheapplicantbears

against'the second Respondent' So much so the Rr-:les

andRegulationsandtn-ebyelarvsofthefirstRespondetrt

have been mi.sinterpreted and press reports and

statements made by the second Respondent are quoted

out of context by the applicant' The applicant krers

deliberatelymisreadtheprovisionsofRule32ofthe

MemorandumandRulesandRegulationsofthefirst

Respondenc. While Rule 32 (i) empowers the first

Respondent to frame bye-laws regarding the discipline

and conduct of the pla5rers' umpires' team officials 
'

Administrators, referees and selectors, Rule 32 (ii) does

notdealwithAdministratorsarrdmerelysetsoutthe

procedure ln the event of any complaint being received

against a player, umpire' team official' selector or any

person being appointed or employed by the Board of

Control for Cricket in India' Rule 32 (iv) deals with any

actofindisciplineormisconductorviolationofRulesand
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Regulations b)' any member or associate member or any

Administrator of the Board. Under the said Ru1e, on

receipt any c.onrplaint, the Secretary of the Board rs

called upon to isstre a show cause notice caiiing for

explanation and only on no cause being shown or

insufficient cause being shown further enquiry by the

Committee is contemplated. In the present. case, the

second Responclent is go\/erned by the provisions of Rulc:

32 (iv) and,on receipt of the complaint from the applicant

the same was perused by the President and discussed

amongst the mother members of'the Committee, withor-rt

involving the second Respondent. Since the matt er

relating to the bidding by The India Cements Limited hacl

already been clarified by thg first Respond.ent's iettr:r

dated 05.01.2008 no further explanation was required

frorn the second Respondent and the matter was treated

as closed. In fact the entire Committee was unanimous

in its opinion that there would be no conflict of interest

affecting the seconci Respondent and this opinion had

been formed by the members of the committee even at

thc time of issuing the clarification to the said Company

in January 2OOB. The Committee has maintained the

said opinion and subsequently the same has been ratified

by the members of the general body of the rirst

Respondent when they decided to exclude the application
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crf clamse 6.2 Ruie 4 1o events like IPL or Chamlliorls

League, The appiicant knowing well abou t. l l r<:

application of Rtrles and Regulations and about Lhe fact

that his complaint against the second Responoent

baseless has sought to file the present suit

applications only to discredit the second Respondent.

17. The reliefs sought for in the present applications are all

in the nature cf decreeing the suit before Trial and the

same cannot be granted at the interlocutory stage. Even

in the unlikely event of the applicant succeeding in the

suit, the punishment/penalty to be imposed in case of

violation of Rrrles and Regulations by an Administrator is

stipulated in Rule 6.2.4 . It is provided in Rule 6.2.4 f-hat

the first Respondent could levy a fine on any defaulting

Administrator and at its discretion could in addition to

the penalty tlebar the Administrator from holding such

position for a period of time as specified therein' Though

there is no prima facie case made out by the applicant on

the basis of the facf.s stated above, the R-tiles and

Regulations of the first Respondent do provide for

alternative penalty/punishment in the event of default by

any admrnistrator. On that ground, no interim Order as

sought fcr by the appiicant need be granted at this state'

In fact the applicant has not complained of a1-11/

was

and



irreparable injury or hardship and such

injury or hardsjrip will not be caused to the appiicant if

the inlerim reliefs are not granted. In the event of any

adverse Order being passed and later the suit being

dismissed, the deep prejudice caused to the Responclents

will far out'uveigh the inconvenience that may be ci useri

to the applicant if su"ch interim Orders arq refused at

present. Therefore, the balance of convenience clearll.'

lies in favour of the Respondents and the applications are

liable to be dismissecl.

In these circumstances, it is prayed this Hon'ble Court may be

pleased to dismiss the applications with exemplary costs and

thus render justice.

Solemnl5r a{firmed at Mumbal

on this 23.O1.2OO9 and signed

his name in nry presence

sd/ -

Advocate/Notary

2g.o1.2009

/
I tr /-vt /'*lPV'uz

f^-* *N
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In the High Court of Judicature at Madras

(Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction)

O.A. No. 1299, 1300 & 5740 of 2008

In

C.S. No. 1 167 of2008

Applicant / Plaintiff

Dr. A. C, Muthiah

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidarnba:am

Adyar Villa

Chennai - 60() 085

1.

Vs.
I

I

The Board of Cot:trol of Cricket in India,

Rep. by its President

Having its registered Office.at

M.A. Ciridambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chenrr.ai * 600 005.

2. Mr. N. Srinivasan

Sccretary,

The Board of Control for Cricket in India

Door No, 7/3, Boat Club First Avenue

R.A. Puram, Chennai - 600 0028

Respondents / D efend ants
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Common Counter Affidavit of the First Respondent

I, Prof. Ratnakar S Shetty, son of Shivararn Shetty, Hindu,

aged about 57 years, having my office at 2"d floor, Cricket Centre,

wankhede stadium, D Road, churchgate, Mumbai - 400 020 do

hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely state as follows: -

1. I am the Chief Adrninistrative Officer of the first

Respondent herre in and I am well acquitted with the racts

and circumstancr:s of the case.

2. I staie that the above suit is not maintainable either in

Iaw or on facts. The applicantl Plaintiff does not have

any locus stan,Ci to maintain the above suit which
i

admittedly seeks declaratory relief that an amendment to

the Regulations of the first Respondent passed in the

AGM of the first Respondent is illegal etc. Even at the

outset, the applicantl Plaintiff has to be non-suited since

he is not a member of the first Respondent nor is he an

elected office bearer. The applicant is in fact not affecteC

in any manner by the impugned amendment. Ine

Plaintiff has some other agenda to achieve through this

litigation by cliscrediting the 2nd Responclent. Therc is

really no cause of action for the suit.
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I further state that the suit is admittedly filed in public

interest and if so, non compliance by the Plaintiff with

the provisions of crder lRule 8 CPC would be fatal to the

suit. Due tc the above threshold bar, the applicant

cannct be granted any interim relief at all'

4. I respectfullY state that

the O.A. iVos. i041 and

the applicant has alreadY moved

of 2008 in the earlier suit C'S'

No. 930 c,f 2008 ancl this Respondent has simuitaneously

filecl counter afficlavit in those applications which I crave

leave to adopt as part and parcel of this affidavit' This

applicant has in many places repeated the ailegations in

theformersuritwhichthisHonbleCourtmaytakeus

having been dealt with by this Respondent in the counter

affidavit filed in o.A. No. 1041 0f 2008 in case sut;h

allegations are not specifically traversed herein '

5. The first Respond"ent is a society registered under the

societies Registration Act and formed for the purpose of

controlling the game of cricket in India and to give its

decisions on all matterl which may be referred to it b-v

State, Regional or other Association' The objects ol

board have been framed with the avowed purpose o1'

promotingthegafiIeofcricketthroughoutlndiaandfor

achievingthesaidobiects,thefirstRespondentis

any

the
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empowered by its memorandunt and rules and

regulations to formulate various rules and bye laws as

may be necessery- from time to time.

The allegaticns i:r para 2 that the applicant is the past

Presi,ient of this Respondent is true. The applicant being

an elected President of tlre BCCI ought to have kept

matters pertaining to the Society out of Court. The

applicant has needlessly dragged the BCCI to Court

knowing fulL well the rules and byelaws are entirely

internal to the society and their implementation or

alteration following due process set out within the rules

cannot be challenged in Court.

7. The allegation in para 3 to 7 ate matters of record end

admitted. The allegations in para 8 extracting tl'rc

regUlation are also ma.tters of record except that tirc

applicant has sought to give more importance lcr

regulations 6.2.4 tinall necessary. That strict stanclarcis

have to be set for office bearers of BCCI is admittecl

however, that the reguia.tion is more rigorous than evell

those under the companies Act is incorrect and

irrelevant. Tkre allegations in para 11 to 13 are mattrlrs

of record and admitted. The allegations in para 14 that

the second Respondent is in clear violation of clause
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6.2.4 is false. The further alleqation in para 1

second Respondent's commercial interest was

with his role as Treasurer of BCCI is false.

5 that the

in conflict

8. The Indian Premier League is the name of the Twenty2O

Cricket Tournament started by BCCI and a separate

governing council was ccnstituted to take charge of the

affairs of this tournatnent. The reason for creating a

separate governirrg council and org antzation of the IPi'

\ ras to capitalize on the phenomenal that the game's

newest form (Twenty20) haC internationally' Other"

countrie s had already commenced simiiar Twenty' 20

leagues and the ge,mes were drawing great crorvds ancl

patronage froln television aud,iences throughout tire

world. The IPL was desiSned by the Governing councii in

a manner that would allow the first Respondent to exploit

the various commercial elements surrounding the game

in the form of team and player en,corsements for various

products and services, television and media rights

exploitation etc. However, the first Respondent or the

Governing council of the IPL was insulated from the

ccsl.mercial elements by involving franchisees who would

permitted to exploit the commercial aspects. This model

was somewhat similar to successful leagues organized for

promotion of other sports such as NBA league for
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Basketball in U . S.A. , European Premier League fot-

Footbali in Europe etc. The format of the IPL designed by

the Governing Corrncii allowed the first Respondent to

earn from the contributions made by the franchisees and

in turn these amounts are pumped back for the

cleveiopment and populartzation of the game in India and

world over. several present and past piayers ancl

persons involved in the game are benefitted from th e

welfare schemes initiated by the first Respondent.' Th<r

contribution of the first Respondent. The contribution of-

the first Respondent in popularizing the game iii lncjia

and abroad is acknowledged and appreciated by a vast

majority of sports persons, administrators and critics

around the world. :'

q. The india cements Ltd was the highest biclder for t'hi:

franchise righls of a team representing Chennai' Totally

there were L4 participants in the auction and the

chennai team franchise rights were awarded to the India

Cements Ltd., for the sum of USD 91 million. The entire

process from the stage of formation of IPL upto the

constitution of the individual teams and the conduct of

thetor:rnarnentbetweenAprilandJune,200swereall

wellpublicizedanddoneinaverytransparentmanner.

The manner in which the governing council constituted

by the first Respondent conducted the entire process was
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appreciated by the entire cricket fraternity including

players and cricket administrators from all over t he

world.

10. As stated earlier, the invitation for the auction \ras

circulated on Dec 2007 and immediately on receipt of the

invitation M/s The India Cements Limited', wherein the

second Respondent is lhe Managing Director, sought

clarification bv their letter dated 29'L2'2OO7 as to

whether the said Company could participate in the

auction especiaily in the light of the fact that the second

Respondent yn/as the }{anaging Director of the said

comparly ancl was also an elected office bearer in the

first Respondent Board. The clarification sought for by

the said comparry was placed before the then President

of the first Respondent and was discussed among the

other members of the first Respondent's committee and

thereafter,areplYwasissuedtothesaidCompan]'on

05.01.2008 clarifying that there was no embargo for the

Companytopar.ticipateintheauction.Thetender

process was completed in January 2008 and thereafter

the inatches for the first season of IPL have also

concluded between April and June, 2008'
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11. The Memorandum and Rules and Regulations gclverning

the players and officials have been amended frgm time t"c,

time and it is to be noted that originally these Rules'rrrd

Regulations were amended at a time when allegations of

match fixirrg were being made against players atrcl

officials. In Order to put an end to such issues of match

fixing, the first Respondent framed Rule's ancl

Reguiations governing the conduct of the players, officials

and its own members so as to make the entire slzstem

more transparent. In the larger scheme of things these

Rules and Reguiations are following the amendments of

the International Cricket Council, which is the apex body

controlling the conduct of the game of cricket worlclwic'lr:.

The International Cricket Council also has several sub-

Committees which monitor the implementation of the

various Rules and Regulations off the different national

cricket boards.

12. In these circumstances, tLre allegations that the second

Respondent tras rendered himself liable to be penalized

for violation q:f clause 6.2.4 of the regulations is totally

false. The franchise rights are extraneously valuable and

the successful bidder has to fork out several crores of

rupees after purchasing the rights to maintain the te:rms,

manage the plavers and such like. It is only large
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corporate houses which could complete with each cjther

and bid for the franchise rights. Individual interest

would not be relevant at all in the context of the scale in

which these franchise rights were valued. That the

second Respondent works for gain in the India Cements

Ltd., could not be allowed to stand in the way of the

Company participating in the bid. There was absolutely

no conflict of interest for the second Respondent

considering the fact that the game of cricket or for that

matter any sport would require tremendous funding from

non governmental source anywhere in the world for the

particular country to make a mark. By the standard set

by the (illegible) one of the members of the Goverrring

Council could have any interest, ,by way of investment in

shares or buy collsumables or involve themselves in day

to dry life in any manner with any of the bidders

businesses. Franchise rights have been picked up by

Indian rnultinational brands like Reliance and Kingfisher'

It would not have been possible to attract these giant

corporations to bicl if the Rule 6.2.4 was construed to

mean what the applicant seeks to establish. A11 that the

rule requires is the full and frank disclosure ancl

impassionate decision making taking into account the

best interest of the sport and BCCI' This was fu111'

accomplished by the company raising the issue and nhe
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then Presiclent of the BCCI and other Commit tr,:r'

members agreeing in one voice that there was absolutei-v

no conflict in interest. Hence, the unnecessary

allegations made by the applicant as if the second

Respondent has gained benefit out of the tournament

conducted by BCCI ought to be rejected

13. The allegations in para 18 that this Respondent was

deliberately mis-interpreting the scope of clause 6.2.4 is

denied. On the other hand it is the applicant who is mis-

interpreting the clause to suit his convenience. The

allegation in para Ig that the India cements Ltd.,

thought that it was a lucrative commercial venture to

purchase the franchise rights belies the applicant's case

as if the secon,J Respondent had violated the clause

6.2.4.

T4, 20 and 2t that the aPPlicant filed

is not denied. The allegation in

para 22 concerning the order passed by this Honbie

Court on 26.O9.2008 is admitted.

i5. The ailegation in para 23 and 24 concerning the Annual

General Meeting of BccI held on 27 .09.2008 in u'hiclr

the Regulations were anlended is admitted'

The allegation in Paras

C.S. No. 93C of 2OOB
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16. The allegation in para 26 that even on 12.09.2008 a two

member committee had recommended an explanation to

clause 6.2.4 mav be added. That this clause would not

include events like IPL or Champions League Twenty20 is

true. The relief sought by the applicant on the eve or the

General Body Meeting in this Hon'ble Court on

26.Q9.2008 claiming urgency was only Appn. No. 1041 of

2008 in whictr the applicant wanted temporary

injunction restraining the second Respondent from

participating in the elections at the meeting. There was

no scope for the first Respondent at that stage to argue

any proposeci amendment to the regulations nor did

counsel for BCCI have instructions on this issue. On the

other hand, the BCCI sought to file counter affidavit so

that all the facts couid be placed in detail which \^rAS

objected to by the applicant since urgency was claiined.

Und,er those circumstances, this Hon'ble Court took up

the matter for arguments. Therefore, there was no cause

or opportunity for this Respondent refer to ail the minute

facts.

L7. I respectfully state that quite apart from what is stated

abovc, thc applicarrt could not have gained any

advantage due to the fact that there was a proposal to
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amend the r:egulations. The regulation 6.2.4 was

conceived at a tirne when there was no idea of bringing in

such huge corporate sponsorship and involvement into

the game no1' was the popularity of the Indian Premier

League and Twenty 20 version of the game anticipated.

The clause 6.2.4 was meant only for bringing some

mechanism in place to prevent match fixing at a time

when the game was suffering from repeated allegati.ons,

some of whictr were prr:ved that International cricketers

were involved wii:h bool<ies in leaking vital information

whiclL was otl:erwise confidential to the team

managemenl. Preciselv to prevent further

misinterpretatiorr of this clause by those having vested or

okrlique motives, the amendment was proposed. This

amendment challenged in the above suit does not in any

manner point to the second Respondent having any

conflict of interest failing within the meaning of the

unamended clause 6.2.4.

18. It is respectfully submitted that the BCCI Annual Gerreritl

Meeting held on 27 .9.2008 was attended bv all offic:r:

bearers as well as ai1 the 30 members. This amendment

was passed unanimously" Whileso, the applicant catinot

seek to declarc as illegal or malafide or opposed to puhlic

policy. The BCCI members have exercised their choicc:
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unanimously to amend the clause 6.:>..4 and it is not for

the applicant tc, raise any issue concerning this and this

Honble Court would not permit the applicant to ca st a

slur on the d.emoc:ratic process internal to the BCCI.

19. The allegation. in para 27 and 28 imputing motives to the

two ntember tearn which was given the task of suggesting

changes to the existing regulations are all totally false. it

is not for the applicant to interpret what the working

committee wanted the 2 member committee to

recommen . The fact is that the recommendation of tire'

2 members were accepted by 'nori only the working

committee brrt also the entire General Body of BCCI'

unless the applicant imputes malafide on the entire

General Bocly of membcrs, the ailegations in para 29 tts

though the amendment was hurriedly approved e tc:',

cannot stand. The allegation in para 30 as if the

amendment v/as brought in only to protect the )ntl

Respondent is clenied as false. As stated earlier, litc:

amend.ment was made so th:-rt the existing ciause 6 '2.4

woulc.l not be misinterpreted to mean something th a t

would hind.er the promotion of the game' The

amendment in that sense merely clarifies the original

meaning and as stated earlier, the applicant's personal

vendetta agairrst the 2n'l Respondent cannot b9 allowed to
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of thedorrrinate the will of the General Body of Mem

society.

20. The allegations in para 30 that the amcndment is illegal

andopposedtopublicpolicyandanabuseofpowerare

denied as false and the applicant is put to strict proof

thereof. Exprerision of the dernocratic will of the

meml:ers cannot amount to malafide abuse of power nor

63n'f.he applicant be allowed to set the standarcls of

public policy. The reliefs sought for in the above

applications cannot be sustained unless the applicant

actually gets the declaratory relief that the amendment is

bad in law for whatever reason that may be proved only

after trial, provided the suit is maintainable' Thc:

ailegation in para 30 that the expression 'matches and

events, should be given a wider meaning to include all

typesofgatnesisnotasubmissionthatcanbesustained

inthisHon'llleCourt.Theapplicantcanandoughto

have raised it if aggrieved, with his State Association if hc:

is a member and thereafter, the Bcci members cor;lrl

hear such views as may be pu.- forth by the aggrieved

member. The applicarrt, hails from Tamil Nadu a"nc1 tlre

TNCA was relrresented in the AGM and voted in favottt' o1'

the passing of the amendment' Now the applicant

cannot seek to achieve something indirectly which he
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failed to do directly. All the averments made in the

affidavit to support an inclusive definition are irrelevant

since this Hon ble Court would not substitute its wisdom

for ttrat of the general body of members of the BCCI. I

reiterate that the decision of the General Body is not

justifiable and this Hon'ble Court would leave it to the

BCCI to decicie its internal matters pertaining to its rules

and byc-la.ws. Ttre allegations contained in para 33 to 38

are therefrom irrelevant. The allegation in para 39 that

the amendmelt has recluced ciause 6.2-4 to absurditlr i5

denied as false.

2L The allegation in itara 40 that the second Respondent

misused his office to prevaii upon other office bearers to

introduce the am€:ndm'ent is totally false' The a1;plic:irn1

has chosen to make reckless allegations that he cal"]

never prove since such allegations do not have any basis

whatsoever.TheapplicantappearstobebentLrpol.t

somehow discrediiing the second Respondent even if it

means the BCCI',s image and reputation be tarnished'

ThattheC.S.No.g30of2003waspendingwhilethe

amendment was passed irl the AGM is not a

circumstance the applicant can derive any advantage out

of. The pendency of the earlier suit would not mean that

the General Body of Members would have to eschew
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taking a decision on the amendment proposed.

Moreover, the clause 6.2.4 at any event was never meant

to cover Twenty 110 mat:hes. The rest of the allegations

in the affidavit of the applicant are all denied as false and

the applicant is put to strict procf thereof.

22. There' is absolutely no infirmity in the amendment which

has been passed following due procedure. The reliefs

sought for by the applicant cannot be .granted pending

suit since the applicant has not made out any prima facie

case. The bal.ancen of convpnience is clearly in favour of

refusing such interim reliefs that would militate against

the unanimous decision of the General BorJy taken irr a

duly convened meeting. As stated earlier, the applicant

is only interested in maligning the second Responclent

and is otherwise nol prejudiced by the amendment in an.v

malfner. No harm, much less irreparable hardship woulcl

ensure to the applicant if the interim reliefs are refusecl.

29. For all the above reasons, it is therefore prayed that this

Honble court may be pieased to dismiss' the above

applications with costs and thereby render justisce.

Solemniy affirmed at Mumbai

this the 24th day of January, 2OO9



37and has signed his nan:e in my presence

Before: me

sd/ -

CAO. Board of Control for Cricket in India

Sd,l -

B.D. Jaiswal

Advocate

VL.-4^- *-4J3
True Copy
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O.A. No. 1041 of 2008

And

O.A. No. lO42 of 2008

And

1043 of 2008

1n

O.A. No.

C.S. i\{o. 930 of 2O08

Dr. A. C. Muthiah

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambaram

Arlvar Villa

(lhcnnai * 600 OB5

Vs.

1. The Board of Control of Cri<,ket in India,

Rep. by its President

Having its registered Of1ice at

M.A. Chidarnbaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005.

2. Mr. N. Srinivasatr

Treasurer,

The Board of Corttrol for Cricket in India

3? E4)'

Irr the High Court of "Iudicature at Madras

(Ordinary Originali Civit Jurisdiction)

Applicant / Plaintiff
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Having its registered Office at M.A. Chidambaram Stadiunr

Cirepauk, Chennai - 600 0C5

Respondents / Defendants

Common Counter Aflidavit of N. Srinivasan

I, N. Srinivasan son of T S Narayanswami, Hinciu aged

alrout 63 years residing at 2lI Boat Club I Avenue, Chennai

600028 do herebv soiemnlv affirnr and sincerely state as follor,vs:

1. I am the second Respondent herein and as such I am

well aware of the facts of the case.

2. I deny each and every one of the allegations contained in

the affidavit filed in support of the present application. I

have perused the Common Counter Affidavit filed on

behalf of the first Respondent and I crave leave of this

Hon'b1e Court to adoPt the same.

3. i state that the present suit and the applications are iiled

by tht: applicant rvith rrlterior motive. The applicant has

initiated such proceedings against me only with a vierv to

malig:t my reputatiotl. The application has recently

contested in the Tamil Irladu Cricket Association elections



for the office of President against

angered bY this the aPPiicant has

the present Proceedings.

:A:, L+ Insofar as the allegations regarding the purchased of

5't+
me and lost. ProbablY,

ventured into initiating

franchise rights for the chennai Indian Premier i,eagiie:

tearn by Mess|s The India cements Limited (ICL) are

concerned, the details have been set out in the Commrln

counter Afficlavit filecl by the first Respondent' 'fhc

franchise rights for the chennai Team of Indian Premir:t'

League \r'as purchased by ICL in a very transpareni

manner and the same wirs d,one with a view to build the

brand and the image of the Company' As such' thcr

participation of IcL of encouraging criclcet is a mutuall-v

beneficial venture whereby several cricketers are also

benefited by playrng for the various teams supported by

iCL and at the same time, the Company also derives

benefits by building its brand image amongst the

members of 1-,,ublic. If viewed in this light there is nothing

improperinmystatingthatcricketisbenefitingthe

Companyahdnoothermotivescanbeattributedtomy

statements by cluoting them out of context'

I state that the aPPlicant

balance of con'uenience

has no Prima facie case ari C

is also not in favour of

the

the
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applicant. serious prejudice will be caused to the

Respondents if the applications are ordered as prayed

for. No equitable remedy can be granted in favour of the

applicant who has initiated the proceedings with ulterior

motive of discrediting this Respondent.

6. In these circuml;tances, it is prayed that this Hon'ble

court may be pleased to dismiss the application and

thus rend.er justice.

,iolemnly affirmed at Chennai

on this 16tn day of February 2OO9

and signed his.name in mY' Presence

sd/ -

Before me

sd/-

Advocate, Chennai

(N. Atul Kumar)

(^* (fl? 
.,

l, Unt-' 'tuW
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In the High Court of Judicafirre at Madras

(Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction)

O.A. No. 12gg,1300 & 5740 of 2008

In

C.S. No. 1 167 of20C8

Dr. A. C. Muthiah

S/o (Late) M.A Chidamk's'rarn

Arlyar Villa

Chennai - 600 C85 Applicant / Plaintiff

Vs,

1 . Tire Board of Control of Cricket in InCia'

ReP. bY its President

Having its regisLered Office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium'

ChePauk, Chennai - 600 005

2. Mr. N. Srinivasan

Secretary )

The Board of Control for Cricket in India

Door No. 7/3 Boat Club

First Avenue

R.A. Furam

Chennai - 600 0028

ResPondents / Defendants
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Common Counter Affidavit of N' Srinivasan

I, I{. S;rinivasa:r son of T S Narayanswami, Hindu aged

about 63 years residing at 2l I Boat Club I Avenue, Chennai

600028 do hereby soiemrrly affirm and sincerely state as follows:

1. I am the seconcl Respondent herein and as such I am

well aware of the facts of the case.

2. I deny each and every one of the allegations containecl irr

the affidavit filed in support of the present appiicatior's' i

have perusecl the Common Counter Affidavit filed on

behalf of the first Respondent and I crave leave of this

Hon'ble Court to refer to the saicl counter affidavit as part

and parcel of this a-ffidavit'

3. I state that the present suit and the applications are filed

by the applicant with ulterior motive. The applicant iras

initiated such proceedings against me only with a view tcr

malign mY rePutation.

Insofar as the allegations regarding the purchased of

iranchise rights for the chennai Indian Premier League

z+.
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teambyMessrsThelndiaCementsLimited(ICL)are

concerned,thed'r:tailshavebeensetoutintheCommon

CounterAffidavitfileclbythefirstRespondent.The

franchise riglrts for the chennai Team of indian Premier

League was purchased by ICL in a very transparent

manner and, the same was done u'ith a view to build tire

brand and th e irnage of the Company' Thereforr: '

cornments attributed to me in the media have to bc

viewed in the light of the fact that the participation of ICL

in encouraging cricket is a mutually beneficial venture

whereby.severalcricketersisalsobenefitedbyplayingiot.

the various teams supportecl by ICL and at the samtl

time,theCompanyalsocierivesbenefitsbybuildingits

brand image amongst the members of public following

public.VariouscorporateshavebeenSponsoringsport

and social events with a view to derive marketing mileagc

out of the same' In this context my statements to the

nrediaarecomptetelyjustified.Therefore'anyallegations

corrtrar5r to the above ma'de in the affidavit of the

apPlicant is herebY denied'

S.IstatethattheapplicanthasnoprirnafacieCaSeandthe

balance of cclnvenience is also not in favour of the

applicant,ICLasaCompanyhasinvestedhugesunrsof

money in patro ntzingcricket and also in purchase of the
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franchise rights Jbr the chennai super Kings Team'

Therefore, serious prejudice will be casued to the

Respondents if the applications are ordered as prayed

for. No equitable remecly can be granted in favour of the

applicant who has initiated the proceedings with ulterior

motive of discrediting this Respondent'

In these circumstances, it

Court may be Pleased to

thus render jusrice-

Solemnly affirmed at Chenr:ai

on this 16il. day of February 2009

ancl signed his name in my presence

is prayed that this Hon ble

dismiss the aPPlication and

sd/-

Before me

sd/ -

Advocate, Chennai

(N. Atul Kumar)

6

Tr* ttt ,.1
V'L''4



In the High Court of Judicature at Madras

(Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction)

O.A. No. 1 04!, 7042 & 1043 of 2OOB

In

C.S. No. 930 olf 2008

Applicant / Plaintiff

1t.

Dr. A. C. Muthiah.

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambaram 
i

Adyar Villa

Chennai - 600 085

Vs.

The Board of Control of Cricket in trndia,

Rep. bv its President

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005

2. Mr. N. Srinivasan

Treasurer,

The Board of Control for Cricket in India

Having its registered Office at M.A. Chidambarary Stadium

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005

Respondents / Defendants
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Reply Atfidavit filed by the Applicant

I, Dr. A.C. Muthiah S/o Late Mr. M.A. Chidambaratn,

Hinclu, aged. about 67 years, resicling at Adyar Villa, Kotturpram,

Chennai - 600 085, do hereby solemnly affirm and sincerely slate

as follows: -

1. i am the applicant herein. I am well acquainted rvith lirc

facts and circumstances of the case stated hereuncler.

2. The applicant has read the counter affidavit filed by thc

lst Respondent. The aplrlicant denies all the avermetlts

contained therein except those that are specificallv

admitted hereund,er.

3. The avermerrts contained in para 3, require no traversc:

as they are matters of record.

4. As regards the averment contained in paragraph 3 (a),

the contention of the 1ct Respondent that the suit is not

maintainable either :{.n lavz or on facts is misconceived'

The applicant states that the suit is maintainable. The

applicant has loc'us standi to maintain the suit since he

being a past pres dent of the BCCI is an administrator as

defrnr:d in clau se 1 (n) of the memorandum and rules and
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regulations and also hc is a person rn'ho is keenll'

interested in the game of cricket. The applicant as alr

adm:inistrator of the 1"t IQespondent has a responsibilitv

to ensure ttrat the affairs of the l*t Respondent are

carried out in accord.ance with the relevant reg;latiorrs

ancl rr:emorand.um w]:icil have been conceiveii rvitir tjrc

salutaryobjectofensuringthattheofficebearersand

otherfunctionariesdonotgetanypecuniarybenefitsout

of the activities of the l"t Respondent. The applicant'

beinganadrninistratoraSdefinedinthememorandum

issued by ttre l"t Respondent and a cricket lover' is

aggrievedthatthel"tRespondentallowedlrrdiaCements

Limitedinrvhichthe2ndResponclentistheManaging

Director, to bid for Chennai Franchise of IPL' By

allowinglndiaCementsLtdtoparticipateinth':IPL
.tournamentthe2,.,dRespond.enthasviolatedclause6.2.4

of the regulations since the 2"d Respondent is the office

beal.erofthel*tRespondent.Furtherthecontentionol

the l*t Respondent that since the suit is claimed to have

been filed in public interest, non compliance with the

provisions of Orcler 1 rule 8 of the C'P'C' would be fatai

to the suit is misconceived' The applicant states that as

statedearlier,tleeapplicanthasfiledthesuitonlyinhis

capacityaSanAdministratorofthel"tRespondentand

as a cricket lover' The applicant on his own can
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maintain the suit and the provisions of Order 1 rule B of

C.P.C. need not be compiied with to maintain the present

suit. The applicanr further states that Order 1 rule B is

applicable only where numerous persons have the salrte

interest in one Suit, then one or more of such persolls,

with the permission of the Court, sue or be sued or may

defend" such suit on behalf of all persons so interested.

The applicant has filed the present suit in his individual

capacity and in public interest and need not seek leave of

this Honble Court to file the surt in a representatrve

capacity. The applicant has not averred in the suit that

he is filing the suit on behalf of the persons who are

interested in the promotion of the galne'

5. As regards ttre averments contained in para 3 (b), the

contention of the l't Respondent that the applicant is not

a member of ttre 1st Respondent and therefore not

entitled to sue the I "t Respondent for any alleged

infraction of rules or bye laws is misconceived. The

applicant states that as stated earlier, the applicant has

filec the suit only in the capacity of an administrator of

the lst Respondent. The applicant states that as statecl

earlier, the applicant has {iled the suit only in the

capacity of an administrator of the 1"t Respondent. The

applicant states that the 1st Respondent has failed to
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appreciate clause 6.2.3 of the regulations. Clause 6.2.3 of

the regulations reads as follows: -

"3. No a.dministrator shall initiate legal action

against the tsoatd,ladministrators, unless in the first

instance, he raises the grievance to the Board or any

committee appointed by the Board for the purpose."

Hence as per tl.re aforesaid clause, a person need not be a

member of the 1.t Respondent to sue the 1st Respondent

and if is suffice that he is an administrator as defined in

ciause 2 of the regulation. The applicant in compliance

with the aforesaicl clause addressed the complaint letters

dated 05.09.2008 and 19.09.2008 to the 1*t Respondent

seeking actiorr against the 2"d Respondent. only when

the 1st Responden+" failed to act upon the complaints ol

the applicant, the appiicant was forced to approach this

Hon'ble Courl by way of the present suit' The applicant

takesseriousobjectiontotheallegationofthel*l

Respondent that the appljcant has some other agenda to

achieve tlrrough the present suit by discrediting 1l-Is !rr<]

Respondent. A reading of the counter affidavit filed btr

the 1st Respondent shows that the 1"t Responrlent is onhu

intent on protecting the interest of the 2"d Respondent

rather than its own interest and the public interest' This
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vindicates the stand of phe applicant that the action of

the l"t Respondent in permitting India Cements Limited

for which the 2.d Respondent is the l\Ianaging Director to

bid for the Chennai Franchise after holding that there is

no conflict of interest is an abuse of the power by the 1*t

Respondent.

The averments contained in para 5 no traverse as they

are matters of record.

7. As regards the averments contained in para 6 to B, th: 1't

Respondent is put to strict proof of the same.

8. As regards the averment contained in paragraph 9, it is

submitted as follorvs: - The contention of the 1"'

Respondent is that India Cements Limited for which the

2"d Respondent is a Managing Director sought

clarification by letter dated 29.I2.2AA7 as to whether the

said Company could participate in the IPL auction since

the 2"d Respondent who was the Managing Director of the

Company was also the Treasurer of the lst Respondent at

that reievant point of time and that the 1*t Respondent bv

letter dated 05.01 .2008 clarified that there was lro

embargo for the Company to participate in the auction.

The applicant states that in matters of interpretation oi
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horitythe regulations it is the courts who

under the Constitution of India to interpret the law or

any regulation governing a body like BCCI and the self

serving interpretation of the BCCI cannot be the last

word on the subject. The applicant states that the

clarification letter dated 05.01.2008 issued by the l't

Respondent has lrlaced a wrong interpretation on clause

6.2.4. Th: applicant states that the 1st P.espondent has

merely stated that the letter dated 29.L2.2OOT of India

Cements Ltd. was placed before the 1"t Respondent's

committee arrd th.ereafter a reply was issued to India

Cements Ltd stating that there was no embargo for India

Cements Ltd. to participate in the IPL auction. But the

1"t Respondent has not stated which committee of the 1*'

Respondent deliberatecl on the issue. Further if the l'r

Respondent was of the opinion that there was no conflict

of the l"t Respondent. with his role as a treasurer of 'he

1*t Respondent ancl him being the MD of thr: companv

which is successful franchise, then the 1s;t Respondent at

a later stage, need not have passed the amendment

which takes out "Twenty20 matches" and "chatnpions

I-eague" from the purvierv of regulations 6 '2'4'

that no office bearer or tlte

Respondent can glve an oplnion

The applicant states

committee of the l*t
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which is in violation of the rules and regulations o the l't

Respondent and relying on such clarification does not

gi'ire any sanctity to the interpretation.

9. The averments contained in para 10 to 12 require

traverse as thev are matters of record.

10. As regards the averments contained in paragraph 13 &

14, the contention of the l"t Respondent did not violate

clause 6.2.4 of the reguiation is misconceived and is not

supported by any reasc)n. Only in Order to ensure that

there no conflict of interest of the bearers with the events

of the 1"t Respondent, clause 6.2.4 was; introduce. The

other contentions o1'the 1"t Respondent are discussed in

detail in para 5. Further the contention of the 1't

Respondent that the complaint letters of the applicant

did not merit any consideration, no separate reply was

given to the appiicant and the 1"t Respondent through its

office bearers had issued statements to the media setting

out the facts that the 2n't Respondent has not violatccl

any rules and regUlation of the 1*t Respondent, clearlv

exhibits the irresponsible and haphazatd mariner in

which the affairs of the 1st Respondent are carried out'

Whenever a representatiorr or complaint is given to the 1*'

Respondent, it is imperative that a suitable reply shoulcl
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be issued to the ,:oncerned person rather than make the

issue public and issue statements to the media. The

conduct of 1"t Respondent going public with the

complaint letters given by the applicant without issuing a
I

reply to the application is improper. The an'erments in

the counter affiCavit vindicates the stand of the applicant

that the 1st Respondent is willing to stake his own

reputation and credibility to protect the interest of the 2nd

Respondent.

11. As regards the averments contained in the para 15, the

contention of the 1't Respondent that there was no

conflict of interest in the 2nd Respondent being thc

Managing Director of a successful bidcler and an e1e ct ecl

office bearer is untenable. The applicant stat.es that thr':

purpose of clause 6.2.4 is to prevent any insider

influence in the auction of rights i.e' IPL rights' The

applicant states in prornotional competitions conductecl

by big corporate houses, one of the standard conditions

will be that the'"competition is not open to the employees

of the company or to their relatives". The aforesaid

restriction is to ensure transparer:cy in all the events'

The applicant states that as already submitted the clause

protr.ibitinganad.ministratorfromhavingadirector

indirect commercial interest was introduced as a matter
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of public policy. The !,:cl Bsspondent in his capacity as

the eiected office bearer would have access to confidential

infortnation or wruld have beerr indirectly favoure'C. By

allou'ing India Cements Ltd for which the 2nd Respondent

was the M.D. to participate in the IPL auction, the

sanctity of transparency has been lost. The applicant

states that India cements Ltd. of which the 2"d

Defendant is the M,D. was allowed to participate in the

auction of the player:s for the IPL tournament in total

disregard for prooriety and regulations and hence

allowing India Cements Ltd. to participate in IPL auctiorr

is opposerl to public policy, malafide exercise of por,vcr-

and abuse of the power of the 1ut Respondent resulting in

the 2nd Responcient violating clause 6'2'4 of the

regulations.

12. The avermerrts contairred in para 16 are denied and thc

same has been d.iscussed in detail in para B. Further the

applicant takes strong objection to the statement of the

1ut Respondent that the :ommittee of the 1"t Respondent'

was unanimous in its opinion that there was no conflrct

of interest of the 2nd Responclent being the Managing

Director of a successful bidder and an elected office

bearer and i-he sarne was ratified by the members of the

General Body of the lst Respondent when they decided to
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exclude the application of clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations

to evens like IPL or Ctrampions League. The applicant

states that by ratification it is meant that the amendment

should have been placed as an agenda in the working

committee meetings heid on 22.06.2008 and 27.08.2008.

The applicant states that though the 1st Respondent had

issr-red the letter dated 05.01.2008 permitting India

cements Ltc1. to participate in the IPL auction, no

discussion had been taken place in the 'working

committee meeting held on 22.06.20A8 ancl no actiorr

\ ras caken to include it as a specific term in the Notict': irr

the Agenda dated 27 .O8.2OO8 for the General Bodv

Meeting to ratify tkre opinion of the l"t Respondent. Thus

the said amendment has been made as an after thought'

It is pertinent to mention that the amendment to the

regulations requires a special resolution to be passed at

the General Body Meeting for which in the usual course

is that at least 21 clays notice has to be given. Failure to

providesuchanoticeformakingitaSanAgendainthe

GeneralBodyMeetingheldinSeptember200s,wlrichthe

l"t Respondent states that they have deliberated as far

backinJanuary2Oo8woulditselfprovebeyonddoubt

thatthesuitinsl-itutedbythisapplicantinC.S.No.930

of2C0sprompte.lthelstRespondenttotakehastysteps

toarnendtherelgulations.Theapplicantstatesthatn(l
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amendment was'proposed to the regulation 6.2.4. It

transpires that in the working committee of the J. "'

Respondent held on 22.06.2008 at New Delhi it was

decided to look :nto the existing rules and regulations

and incorporate necessary changes. The minutes of the

said working committee reads as follows: -

"Prof. Shetty brought to the notice of the members tlrat,

the regulations fbr players, team office Managers,

Umpires and Administrators were finalized at tlrr:

Working Committee meeting of Board held on 2Ail'

August 2000. A number of changes have been takerr

place in tite ICC Code of Conduct, particularly conne clecl

with penalties for Anti Racism, Anti Doping, use of abuse

of language etc., hence the BCCI regulations need to be

updated. He reqrested the President form a Committr:e

to look in to the existing Regulations and incorporate

necessary change"

Apparent the committee was deliberating on the changes

to be made to the existing regulations and incorporate

necessary changes. It is at this juncture that the

applicant lodged his complaints dated 05.09.2008'
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Taking advantage of the suggestion of the working

committee held on '22.06.2008 to suggest changes to the

regulations, the 2 member team suggested the irnpugned

amendment to regulation 6.2.4 which was totally alien to

the type of change which the rn'orking committee intenclecl

to be brought about to the regulation having regard to

the issues mentioned in the minutes of the meeting. The

2 member committee met on 12.09.2008 and

recommendecl the following amendments to 1ne

regulalions: -

1. Add Twenty20 in clau.se L.2 Page 1 & in the definition

Clause 2.A Page 2

2. T,he penalty provided in clause 3.2.1 (c) needs to be

amended as follows: - uA ban looking to the gravity of

the misconduct, which may extend to life ban".

3. Clause 6.2 Rule 4: - After the said clause add

,,exemption th at the said clause will not (illegible)

eventslikelPLorChampionsLeagueTwenty2o,'.

Pursuant thereto

Curiously while

the Regulations were amended'

the amendments as recommended
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ll,l' d-ofinciuded Twenty2O matches in the list of riratches

covered under the Regulation and also in the definition

clause it sotrght to exclude the Twenty2A matches from

the purview of Regulation 6.2.4. It was hurriedly placerl

before the AGM on 27 .09.2008 and got it. appror cd.

There was no specific agenda for introducing the

amendment for the AGM to consider. Surreptitiousiy the

amendrrtents seem to have been pushed thr:ough provirrg

the malafides of the r,'u'hole excrcisc. Tl"re propcsai 1rr

amend even before the suit was filed by the Plaintiff does

not clothe the amendment with any legality since such

an amendment was proposed only after the applicaut

sought action against the 2"d Respondent by his letter

dated 05.Q9.2008 thus proving that the entire exercise

was malafide to protect the interest of an individual

namely the 2rrd ResPondent

13. As regards the averments contained in patagtaph 17, tTrc

appLicant states that none of the reliefs sought by the

applicant are in the nature of decret:ing the suit before

trial and are oniy in the nature of nriaimrzingl arresting

the damage causeC by the 2"d Respondent and the same

can be granted at interlocutory stage and the contention

of the l.t Resporldent to the contra are misconceived'

The <:ontention of the l*t Respondent that there is no
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prima facie made out by the applicant and the ruies arrci

regulations proved for an aiternative punishrnerrt/ pena I t,v

in the event of the regulation, the President of the I *r

Responclerrt shall have the right to suspend tl-rc

administratc,r during tire pendency of the enqrtir'1r

proceedings. The l"t Respondent faiied to act on the

complaint letler dated 05.09.2008 and 19.09.2008 of the

applicant seeking action against ttte 2"a Respondent and

did not.rr.rt issue a reply to the applicant. When the 1*r

Respondent had not even contemplated an enquiry based

on the complaint letters of the applicant it is futile for the

1"r Respondent to contend that there is an alternative

penalty/punishment under the regulations. It is true

that the regulations provide for alternative

penalty/punishrnent but the salne remains only on

paper. The 1"t Respondent is disinclined to act against

the 2.a Responde:rt and this Hon'ble Court is empowered

to direct the ls Respondent to act against the )ncl

Respondent as p:r the rules and regulations of the 1*'

Respondent by way of the interim reliefs. Further the

contention of the 1st Respondent that the applicant has

not complainecl of any irreparable injury of hardship to

the applicant if the interim relicfs are not granted is

misconceived. The 1"t Respondent, is confused as to

whose jnterest it is seeking to protect by making the



aforesaid statement since the endeavour of the applicant

is to protect the interest of the l"t Respondent since

irreparable injury or hardship will be caused to the 1*r

Respondent if the i:rterim orders are not granted.

Under these circr:mstances this Hon'ble Court may be

pleased to allorn' O.A. Nos. 1041, LO42 & i043 of 2008 in

C.S. No.930 of 2OO8 and thus render justice.

Solemnly affirmecl at Chennai

this the 7th dav of March 2AOg Sd/-

and signed his tlame in my presence t Before Me

Advocate, Chennai
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An-neiure P 7,r Vl

In the High Court of Judicature at Madras

(Ordinary Original Civil Jurisdiction)

O.A. No. 12gg,13PO & 5740 of 2008

In

C.S. No. 1L67 of 2OO8

Dr; A. C. Muthiah

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambararn

Adyar Villa

Chennai - 600 085

. Vs.

Applicant / Plaintiff

ihe Board of Control of Cricket in India'

Rep. by its Presiclent

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Ctridamb ar al.rL Stadium'

Chepauk, Chennai'- 600 005'

Mr. N. Srinivasan

SecretarY,

The Board of Control for Cricket in trndia

I)oor No. 7/3 Boat Club

First Avenue

R.A. Furam

Chennai * 600 0028 "' Respondents / Defendants

1.

2.



h oo
Reply AffiCavit filed by the applicant

T. I)r. A.c. Muthiah s/o I-ate Mr. M.A' Chidambaranr'

LTilciu, aged. about 67 years, resicling at Adyar Villa, Kotturpram'

Crrennai - 600 085, do hereby solemrrly affirm and sincerely state

as follows: -

1. I am the appljcant herein. I am well acquainted with the

facts and circumstances of the case stated hereunder'

2. The applicant has read the counter affidavit filed by the

l"t Responderrt. The applicant denies all the

conl.aiired. ttrerein except those that are

adrnitted hereunder'

averments

specificallY

As regards the averments contained in paragraph 1 to 3,

the contention of the l"t Respondent that the applicant

had lost the election conducted by the Tamil Nardu

CricketAssocj.aticlnforthepostofPresidentagainstthe

2,.,aRespondentandangeredbythesame'theapplicant

hadfiledthepresentsuitisdenied'asfalse'The:)ncl

Respondent only to cover up the gross violation of clause

6.2.4oftheregulation,the2"oRespondentistryingto

diverttheattentionofthisHon'bleCourtbyquestioning

thebonafidescftheapplicantinfiiingthepresentsuit.
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As regard the averments contained in paragraph 4, the

contention of the 2nd Respondent that participation of

India Cements Limited in encouraging cricket is a

mutually beneficial venture and India Cements Limited

also derives benefit by building its brand image a-Inong

the members of the public is misconceived. The

applicant states that there is no harm in any Company

deriving benefit out of cricket, However, such

participation cannot nullify the cbjects behind the

unamended clau se 6.2.4 of the regulations which has

been introduced ,ls a tnatter of public policy'

5. As regards the averments contained in paragraph 5, the

applicant states that he has made out a prima facie and

the barance of convenience is in his favour and the

contention ol the )ntt Respondernt to the contrary is

denied. The applicant takes strong objection to the

contention of the 2"d Resporldent that the applicant had

initiatecl the proceeclings with ulterior motives of

disclediting the 2nd Respondent.

6 The applicant craves

the counter of the

arglrments.

leave to refer to the rePlY filed

l"t Respondent at tire time

for

of
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Uncier these circumstances it is prayed that this Honble Court.

may be pleased to allow thei above O.A. Nos. 12gg,1300 &

5740 of 2008 in C.S. No. 93O of 2008 and thus render justice .

Solemnly affirmed at Chennai

this the 7tt' day of March 2OO9 Sdi -

and signed his name in my presence Before Me

Advocate, Chennai

I l.'

Nt-,lzwP
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ANruexunE:P'75r''

INTHEH|GH.coURToFJUD|CATUREATMADRAS

(oRDINARY ORIGI NAL CIVIL JURISDICTION)

o.A. NOs.'i299, 1300 and 5740 0F 2008

IN

c.s.No. 1167 0F 2008

ttr. A,C. Muthiah,

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambaretm

Adyar Villa,

Chennai - 600 085'

1,

....ApplicanU Plaintiff

Vs.

The Board of Corrtrol for Cricket in India,

Rep. by its. SecretarY

Having its registered Office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005'

Mr. N. Srinivasan,

Secretary,

The Board of Control fot'Cricket in lndia,

Door No.7/3, Boat Club First Avenue,

R.A. Puram, Chennai - 600 02-B'

Respondents/ Defendants'

REPLYAFFIDAVITFILEDBYTHEAPPL|OANI

|,Dr.A'C.Muthiah,S/o.Late|\4r.M'A.Chidambaram,F|indu.

aged about 67 years' residing at Adyar Villa,i;,[9,.ll,Y,ll.:i:*' Chennai -

' ' " rtr ' ..i *i.-.. .

600 085, do he;'eby solemnly affirm and sincprely state as folloraiB*'d'"'
i
:

2.

6
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2.

I am the Applicant herein. I am well acquainted with the facts and

circumstances of the case stated hereunder'

The Applicant has read the counter affidavit filed by the 1't

Respondent. The Applicant denies all the averments contained

therein except those that are specifically admitted hereunder'

3. As regards the averment contairled in paragraph 2, the contention of

the 1't Responderrt that the suit is not maintainable either in law or on

factsandtheapp|icanthasnolocusstanditomaintainthesuitis

mtsconcelved. The Applicant states that the suit is maintainable and

the Applicant has locus standi to maitttain the suit since he being a

past president of tne BCCI is an Administrator as defined in clause

1(n)oftheMemoranclumandRuiesandRegulationandalsoheisa

personwhoiskeen|yinterestedinthegameofcricket,The

Applicant as an Administrator of the 1"t Respondent has a

responsibility to ensure that the affairs of the 1't Respondent are

carried out in accordance with the relevant Regulations and

Memorandumwlrichhavebeenconceilredwiththesalutaryobjectof

ensuring that the office bearers and other functionaries do not get any

pecuniary benefits out of the activities of the 1't Respondent BCCI

andamendmentstotheRegu|ationsandMemorandumarenot

effected to subserve the private interest of office bearers' Since the

impugnedamendmenttotheRegulationshasbeenintroducedto

nullify a laudable objective only in order to protect the interest of the

2nd Respondent a duty is cast upon the Applicant to ensure that the

laudable objects of the 1't Respondent are not nullified in a brazen



manner. The Applicant, being an Administrator as defined in the

Memorandum issued by the 1t'Respondent and a cricket lover, he is

aggrieved by the imllugned amendment which seeks to defeat the

avowerJ object of the Regulation 6.2.4 as it existed prior to the

amendment. The Applicant takes serious objection to the allegation

of the 1't Respondent that the Applicant has some other agenda to

achieve through the present suit by discrediting the 2nd Respondent.

A reading of .the counter affidavit filed by the 1't Respondent shows

that the 1"t Respondent is only intent on protecting the interest of the

Znd Respcndent ratlrer than its own interest and the public interest.

This vindicates the stand of the Applicant that the impugned

amendment is a malafide exercise of the power by the 1st

Respondent to p;otect the interest of the 2nd Respondent.

4. As regards the averntent contained in paragraph 3, the contention of

the 1't Respondent that since the suit is claimed to l"rsv€ been filed in

public interest non compliance with the provisions of order 1 Rule B of

the c.P.c. would be fatal to the suit is misconceived' The Applicant

states that as stated in the earlier paragraph, the Applicant has filed

the suit only in the capacity of an Administrator of the 1't Respondent

and as a cricket lover. The Applicant on his own can maintain the sutt

and the provisions of Order 1 Rule 8 of C'P'C' need not be complied

with to maintain the present suit. The Applicant further states that

order 1 rule B is applicable only where numerous persons have the

same interest in one suit, then one or more of such persons, with the

petmission of the court, sue or be sued or may defend such suit on

behalf of all persons so interested. The Applicant has filed the



present suit in

not seek leave

capacity.

L1 oC

his individual capacity and in public interest and need

of this Hon'ble court to file the suit in a representative

q The averments contained in paragraph 4 and 5 require no traverse as

they are matters of record.

6. As regards the averments contained in paragraph 6, the contention

of the 1st Respc,nOent that the Applicant has needlessly dragged the

1't Respondent to cot.ttt knowitrg full the rules and by-laws are internal

tothesocietyandtheimp|ementationora|telrationfollowingdue

processsetotltwithintherulescannotbec|.ra||engedincourtistota|ly

misconceived. The Applicant states that the 1't Respondent failed to

aporeciateClause6,2'3'oftheRegulations.C|ause6.2'3'ofthe

Regulations reads as follows:-

.,3. No Admirtistrator sha|l initiate |ega| action against the B :)ardl

Administrators,un|essinthefir:stinstance,heraisesthe

grievancetotheBoarcloranycommitteeappointedbythe

Board for the Purpose"

TheApp|icantincomp|iancewiththeaforesaidc|auseaddressedthe

Complaint letters dated 05'09'2008 and 19'09'2008 to the 1'r

Respondentseekingactionagainstthe2ndRespondent.on|ywhen

the 1rt Responclent failed to act upon the complaints of the Applicant'

theApp|icantwasforcedtoapproachthisHon'b|eCourtbywayofthe

presentsuit.FurthertheApp|icanthasnotrushedtoCourtas
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contended by the 1"t Respondent. The case of the Applicant is that

the object of tfre impugned amendment has reduced the salutary

provision in the form of regulations 6.2.4 introduced to maintain

probity in the most popular game of the country to an absurdity by

excluding the most popular cricket match ever played namely Twenty

20 from the purview of 6.2,4 with the malafide intention of protecting

the 2nd Respondent from being disqualifierd to hold the post of an

office bearerof tlre 1't Respondent. The Applicant further states that

since the impugned amendment was not brought about in the interest

of the garne of the cricket, the amendment came to be challenged by

way of the present suit. Further: the Applicant denies the statement

of the 1"t Respondent that the impugned amendment was passed

after following the due process and the same is dealt in detail in para

17. In this connection reference may l're made to the decision of the

Hon'ble supreme court in the case of BCCI vs' Netaji cricket club

reportedin2005(4)SCcT4lwhereintheSupremeCourtheldthat

having regard to the enormity of the power exercised by BCCI it is

bound to follow the doctrine of fairness and good faith in all its

activitiesandhavingregardtothefactthatBcClhastofu|fi|the

hopes and aspirations of millions it has a duty to act reasonably'

AsregardstheavermentcontainedinparagraphTthecontentionof

the 1rt Respondent that the 2nd Respondent's commercial interest was

not in conflict with his role as Treasurqr/ secretary of the 1''

Respondentisnotsupportedbyarryreason'onlyinordertoensure

that there no conflict of interest of the bearers with the events of the

l"tRespondenttheorigina|clause6.2.4wasintroduced'

10
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As t'egards the averment contained in paragraph 8 and 9, the 1't

Respondent is pr.rt to strict proof of the averments contained therein'

g. As regards the averment contained in paragraph 10 it is submitted as

follows- The contention of the 1't Respondent is that lndia Cements

Limited for which the 2nd Respondent is a Managing Director sought

clarification by letter dated 29.12.2007 as to whether the said

company could participate in the IPL auction since the 2'd

Respondent who was the Managing Director of the company was also

the Treasurer of the 1*t Respondent at that relevant point of iime and

the 1.t Respondent by letter dated 05.01'2008 clarified that there

was no embargo for the company to participate in the auction' The

Applicant states that in matters of interpretation of the regulations it is

thecourtswhohavetheautltorityundertheconstitutiontointerpret

the|aworanyregulationgoverningabody|ikeBCC|andtheself

servinginterpretationoftheBCccannotbethe|astwordonthe

subject. The Applicant states that the clarification letter dated

05'01'2008issrtedbythe1'lRespondenthasplacedaWrong

interpretation on Clause 6,2.4' The Applicant states that the 1't

Respondent has merely statgd that the letter dated ?-9'12'2A07 ol

lndia Oements Ltd was placed before the 1't Respondent committee

and thereafter a reply was issued to India cements Ltd stating that

there was no embargo for India cements Ltd to participate in the IPL

auction. But the 1't Respondent has not stated which committee of

the 1"' Respondent deliberated on the issue' Further if the 1'r

Respondent was of the opinion that there Was no conflict of the 1't

44II
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Respondent witlr his role as a Treasurer of the 1't Respondent and

him being the successful franchise owner, BCCI need not have

passed the impugned amenclment which takes out "Twenty 2A

matches" atld "champion league" fr:Om the purview Of regulations

6.2.4. The Applicant states that the 1't Respondent realized that

without the amendment there is every chance of the High Court

granting the injunction agains'i the 2nd Respondent and hence passed

the impugne.d amendment. But the Respondents ought to have

known that the amenrlments are ar,renable to judicial review to

iudicial review.

10. The averment contained in paragraph 11 require no traverse as they

are matters of record.

j1. As regards the averments contained in paragraph 12 & '13' the

contention of the 1't Respondent that the 2nd Respondent works for

gain in lndia cements Ltd. and there was absolutely no conflict of

interest as the game of cricket requires enormous funds to make a

markisuntenable.TheAppticantstatesthatthepurposeofClause

6.2.4is to prevent any insider influence in the auction of rights' i'e'

IP|.rights.TheApp|icantstatesinpromotionalcompetitions

conductedbybigcclrporatehouses,onecfthestandardconditions

found is that the, "competition is not open to the ernployees of the

company or to their relatives,,. The aforesaid restriction is impo:.ed in

theinterestofthepromotionaleventconductedaStoensure

transparency'Thel\pp|icantstatesthatasalreadysubmittedthe

clauseprohibitinganAdministratorfromhavingadirectorindirect

12
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Commercial interest was introrJuced as a matter of public policy. The

znd Respondent in his capacity as the treasurer'ruould have access tc,

confidential information or would have been indirectly favoured. By

allowing rndia Cernents Ltd for which the 2-nd Respondent was the

M.D. to participate in the IPL auction, the sanctity of transparency has

been lost. Further the popularity of Cricket in India would have

brought any number of sponsors other than India Cements Ltd. The

Applicant submits that the amendment is totally illegal and oppos:d to

public policy, malafide exercise of power and abuse of the power of

the 1't Respondent. An anrendment cannot be brought about to

exclude IPL tournaments from the purview of the said clause with a

malafide intention of protecting an office hearer. ln order to protect

the 2nd Respondent from suffering a penalty in the form of fine or

disqualification, the 1't Respondent has chosen to throw propriety to

the winds and in total cjisregard for maintaining probity in all dealings

of the 1"t Respondent, the in"pugned amendment has been brought

about even when the suit relating to the issue is pending in C'S'

No.930 of 2008 before this Hon'ble court. The Applicant states that

lndia " Cements Ltd of which the ?nd Defendant is the M'D was

allowed to participate in the auction of the players for the IPL

tournament resulting in the 2nd Respondent violating clause 6'2'4 of

the Fegulations which is directly at issue in C.S' No'930 of 2008'

12. As iegards the averment contained in paragraph 14 and 15 require no

traverse as they 'are rnatters of record'

't?
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13, As regards the averrnent contained in paragraph 16 and 17, the

contentiop cf the 1't Respondent that Clause 6.2.4 was conceivecJ at

a time when there was no idea of bringing huge corporate

sponsorship in to the game no,'was the popularity of lndian Premier

League and Twenty 20 version of the. game anticipated is

misconceived. tn fact due to the immense popularity of the IPL and

Twenty ZO the regulations should have been made specifically

applicable to JPL tournaments and not exclude the twenty 20 from lhe

purview of the saicl regulation. The 1tt Respondent was ill advisecl to

have introduced the said amendment. Further the contention of the

1't Respondent that Clause 6.2.4 was meant only to bring some

mechanisminplacetopreventmatchfixirrgismisconceived'The

Applicant states that clause 6.1 specifically and exhaustively deals

with rnatch fixing and claus e 6.2.4 has nothing do with match fixing'

14,As,.egardstheavermentcontainedinparagraphlB,thecontentionof

the 1't Respondent that the members of the 1't Respondent have

exercised their choice unanimously to antend clause 6'2'4 and this

Hon',ble court sho,.tld not permit tlre Applicant to cast a slur on the

democratic process ittternal to the 1ut Respondent is misconceived'

Merely because the itmendment was passed unanimously it cannot

be declared valid. since the znd Respondent wielded enormous

influenc,e over the 1't Respondent, the other members of the 1tt

Respondent unanimously approved the amendment'

The averments contained in paragraph

has been discussed in detail in the

19 are denied and the same

previous ParagraPh' The

)?

14
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Applicant states that the Regulations are meant to regulate the

conduct of players team officials, office bearers to prevent match

fixing as per clause 32 of the Regulations of the 1't Respondent.

Amendment in the fcrm of retrospective operation can be brought

about by express and necessary implication. At any rate an

amendment cannot be brought about to substantially do violence to

the objective of a Regulation. In this case the;'e is no express

provision in the amendment to bring about a retrospective operation.

It is submitted that the amendment is illegal and the 2nd Respondent

having been elected as the Secretary of the 1't Respondent in the

recently concluded AGM continues to suffer the disqualification since

the IPL matches are to be held for the next 5 years by the same

teams. As already submitted IPL having been proved to be the most

popular event and match of the 1"t Respondent ever since it was

constituted, it is a travesty that IPL tournaments has been taken out of

the purview of clause 6.2.4 of.the Regulations just to protect the

interest of the 2nd Respondent. An office bearer can wield undue

power in the conduct of the IPL tournaments. lt is not advisable to

allow an office bearer to have direct commercial interest in IPL

tournament. All office bearers of the 1't Respondent are n a fiduciary

capacity and hence should appear to be fair in all dealings of the 1't

Respondent.

16. As regards the averrnent contained in paragraph 20, the contention

of the 1't Respolderrt that the Applicant being the member of the

Tamil Nadu Cricket Association should have aired his grievance with

the TNCA, however TNCA had represented in the AGM and voted in

1q
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favour of passing of the amendment is rnisconceived. The Applicant

states that the 2nd Respondent is the President of TNCA. When the

2nd ResponCent earlier as the Treasurer and now Secretary of the" 1'r

Respondent had successfully maneuvered to get the impugned

amendment passed, it would be futile for the Applicant to raise the

issue in the TNCA.

17, As regards .the averment contained in paragraph 21 & 22, the

contention of the Respondent that the pendency of earlier suit could

not mean that the General Body of the members would have to

eschew taking a decision on the amendment proposed is

misconceived. Further the Applicant takes strong objection to the

statement of the 1't Respondent that the impugned amendment was

passed after following the due process. The Applicant states that

there was no amendment proposed to regulation 6'2'4' lt transpires

that in the working committee "of the 1't Respondent held on

22,06.zaosatNewDelhiitwasdecidedto|ookintotheexistingRu|es

and Rergulations and incorporate necessary changes' The minutes of

the said working committee reads as follows : -

,,Prof.Shettybroughttothenoticeofthemembersthat,the

regulationsforPlayersTeamofficeManagers,Umpiresand

AdminietratorsWerefinalizedattheWorkingCommittee

meeting of Boarclheld on 20th August' 2000' A

numberofchattgeshavetakenp|aceinthe|CCCodeConduct,

particu|ar|yconnectedwithpena|tiesforAntiRacism,And

Doping use of abuse of language etc" hence the BCCI

regulationneedtobeupdated.HerequestedthePresident

16
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form a committee to iook into the existing Regulations ano

incorporate necessary change".

Apparerrtly the committee was deliberating on the changes to bc

made to the existing Regulations and incorporate necessary change.

It is at this juncture that ther Applicant lodged his comprlaint dated

05.09.2008

Taking advantage of the suggestion of the Working Committee

held on 22.A6.2AA8 to suggest changes to the Regulations, the 2

member team suggested the impugned amendment to Regulation

6.2.4 which was totally alien tc the type of change which the Working

committee intended to be brought about to the Regulation having

'

regard to the issues mentioned in the minutes of the meeting' The 2

member committee met on 12.09.20A9 and recommended the

following amendments to the Regulations:

Add Twen$ 2A in clause 1.2 Page 1

& in the definition Clause 2.A page 2.

The penalty provided in Clause 3.2 '1 needs to be

amended as follows:- j
ri

.l

1,

2.

"l\ ban looking to the graviiy of the

," "l

vvhich maY extend to life bfn"'

3. Clause 6.2 Rule 4

'- t-

After the said Clause add - "explanation that ]ffe'siittwill.not

include events like IPL or champions League Twenty 20"'

47
ll
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Pursuant thereto tile regulations were amended. Curiously

while the amendtnents as recbmmended included Twenty 20 matches

in the list of matches covered under the Regulation and also in the

Definition Clause it sought to exclude the Twenty 20 matches from

the purview of Regulation 6.2.4. Apparently the Working Committee

of which the znd Respondent is a constituent, approved the

amendment. lt was hurriedly placed before the AGM on 27.09'2008

and got it appro'ued. There was no specific agenda for introducing

the amenclment for the AGM to consider. surreptitiously the

amendments seem to have been pushed through proving the

malafides of the wh<lle exercise. The proposal to amend even before

the suit was filed by the Plaintiff does not cloihe the amendment with

any legality since such an amendment r^/as proposed only after the

Applicant sought action against the 2nd Respondent by his letter dated

05.09.2008 thus proving that the entire exercise was malafi'je to

protect the interest ol'an individual namely the 2nd Respondent'

tjnder these circumstances this Hon'ble court may be pleased

to a||ow o'A. Nos. 1299, 1300 and'No,S74a of 2008 in C.S'No.1167

of 2008 and thus render justice'

SolemnlY affirmed at Chennai

this the 9th daY of March 2009

and signed his name in

my presence:

BEFORE ME

,ADVOCATE, CHENNAI

L"t-".* /-4r)
lltrue tYPed coPY ll

1R
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IN THE HIGI{ COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

DATED : 13.07.2009

CORAM

THE HONOURABLE MR.JUSTICE K.CHANDRU

O.A.NOS.1299 AND 1300 0F 2008 AND

ApPL|CATION f,1O.5740 0F 2008

IN

c s.No 1167 0F 2008

nND

o.A.NO.1042 0F 2008 lN c.s.No.930 0F'2008

An'
AuNexung: P -

.. Applicant in

all the applications

.. Respondent No.1 in

o.A.NOS .1299 & 1300

OF 2OO8 AND

A.NO.5740 0F 2008

.. Respondent No.2 in

o.A.NOS.1299 & 1300

OF 2OO8 AND

A.NO.5740 0F 2008

7t6

Dr.A.C.Muthiah,

S/o (Late) M.A. Chidambaram,

Adyar Villa,

Chennai-600 085.

Vs.

t. The Board of Control for

Cricket in India,

rep. By its SecretarY,

having its registered office at

M.A.Chidambararn Stadium,

Chepauk,

Chennai-600 005.

N.Srinittasan,

Secretary,

The Board of Control for

Cricket in India,

Door No.7/3, Boat Club First Avenue,

R.A.Puram. Cherrnai-600 028'

2,

19
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The Board of Control for

Cricket in lndia,

rep. By its President,

having its registered office at

M.A.Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk,

Chennai-600 005.

N.Srinivasan,

Treasurer,

The Board of Control for

Cricket in India,

having its registered office at

M.A.Chidanrbaram Stadium,

Chepauk,

Chennai-600 005. .. Respondents in

O.A.No.1042 of 2008

O.A.No. 12gg of 200{}: This application is filed seeking for an order of

mandatory temporary injunction, directing the first respondent not to

permit the second responde nt from contesting for any of the posts of

Office bearer of the first respondent in future for such reasonable

number of years.

o.A.No.1300 of 2008: This application is for an order of temporary

injunction restraining the second respondent from functioning as the

secretary of the first respondent, pending disposal of the suit.

A.No.5740 of 2008: This application is filed seeking to suspend the

amendment to clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations for Players, Team

officials, Managers, Umpires and Administrators of the first

respondent to the effect that "clause 6.2.4 will not apply to IPL and

2,
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C'hampions T 20 League" introduced by the first respondent in the

AGM conducted on 27.09.2008, pending disposal of the suit.

O.A.No.1042 of 2008. This application is filed, seeking temporary

mandatory injunction directing the first respondent to act under

Clause 32(ll) of the Memorandum of Association and Rules and

Regulations of the first respondent by appointing a Commissioner to

make a prelirninary enquiry against the second respondent on the

complaint filed by the applicant in his letter dated 5.9.2008 and

19.9.2008 pending disposal of the suit.

For Applicant : Mrs.Nalini Chidambaram, SC

fcr Ms. C. Uma

For Respondents: Mr.P.S.Raman, Addl' AG

for Mr.P.R.Raman for R1

Mr.K,Harishankar for R2

CIRDER

When this matter was taken up for arguments before this Court'

this Court informed both parties that for the IPL league matches'

complementary tickets were given to the Judges of this court and this

court, being recipient of one such complementary ticket (though

never utilized it), was it proper for this court to hear this matter' Both

the Senior counsels emphatically stated that the grant of

complementary ticket was part of publicity act of the BCCI and for

sponsored events, it has always been the practice to send

21



'2. The Board of Control for Cricket in lndia (for short BCCI) has its own

subsidiary regulations for Players, Team Officials, Managers, Umpires

and Administrators. Certain amendments made to its regulations,

more particularly anrendments made to Clause 6.2.4 at its General

Body Meeting held ilt Mumbai an 27.09.2008 has given rise to this

litigation.

complementary tickets to VlPs,

Courts. lt was onlY thereafter

advance their arguments.

The plaintiff, the past President of the BCCI'

claiming certain reliefs against the second

present Treasurer and for setting aside the

Clause 6.2.4 of the subsidiary regulations'

\tq
including the Judges of the High

this court Permitted both sides to

filed these two suits,

defendant, who is its

amendment made to

J.

4'ThefirstsuitC'S.No'930of2008wasfi|edforinjunctingpermanent|y"

the BCCI from allowing the second defendant to participate in its

genera|bodynreetingschedu|edatMumbaion2T.og.2003andfclr

taking action against the second defendant in terms of clause 3B(ll)

of the rules and regulations framed for the BCCI' A further prayer for

suspending the second defendant by the first defendant by exerctse

ofitspowerunrlersubsidiaryregulationE(6).Thesuitcametobe

filed before this court on 24.09'2008' Pending the suit' an injunction

WaSsoughtforagainsttheseconddefendantfromproceedingto

attencl the general bodY meeting'

L1
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5. After hearing both sides, this Court passed an order, dated

26.09.2008 in A.No.1041 of 2008 and dismissed the said application.

The ground of dismissal was that the application was brought at the

last minute and arrangements for the meeting had already been

made. Further, the subsidiary regulation also provides for penalty to

be levied in case of any breach of rule.

6. Before filing tne suit, it transpires that the plaintiff had sent a letter,

dated 5.9.2008 to the President of the BCCI, seeking for an ac,ion to

be taken against the second defendant. This was on the footing that

the suhrsidiary regulation 6.2.4 specifically prohibits any administrator

to have either direct r:r indirect commercial interest in the matches or

events conducted by the BCCI. Regulation 6.2.1 provides for penalty

in srtch cases.

T , lt was the stand of the plaintiff that the second respondent, who is the

Managing Directrlr of tlre India Cement Limited and continuing as the

Treasurer of the BCCI got a Franchise of Indian Premier League (lPL)

tournament to his company and therefore, he had earned commercial

interest and benefits from the matches and events conducted by the

BCCI. lt was followed by a further letter, dated 19.09.2008, wherein

a specific reference was made to the subsidiary regulations made in

August, 2000, which is a Regulation for Players, team officials'

Managers, Umpires and Administrators, including the office bearers of

the BCCI. Theref<;re, regulation 8(5) read with 38(ll) orovides for

actions to be initiated against the second respondent' The

23
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suspension of the second respondent, pending further action, was

also sought demandr:d by him in terms of regulation 8'6'

L The Correspondenct; which the plaintiff had with the President of the

BCCI got wide publicity in the newspapers, including the Times of

- India, dated 23.09.2008. lt was after this publicity, the suit was

presented before this Court. lt also transpires that the Annual General

Meeting of the BCCI was convened at Mumbai on 27 '09.2008 and

2g.0g.2008 and the agenda circulated in the meeting contained no

reference to proposals for amendment to the subsidiary regulations'

However, it transpired that in the meeting, certain amendments have

been made to those regulations. For the first time in the regulation,

the lwen$ 2A match was defined as one having "a limited over

lnternational was classified as Twenty 20 in accordance with the lcc

regulations". The amendments were also made to para 1'2 and 6'2'4

oftheregu|ations.Thefo||owingtab|ewi||showthesubsidiary

regulation before and after the amendments made:-

Before amendment

1.2 This Regrrlations shall aPPIY

to:

(a) ODI Matches

(b) Test Matches

(c) Tour Matches

(d) AnY domestic or

international matches

After amendment

1.2 This Regulations shall aPPIY

to:

(a) Test Matches

(b) ODI Matches

(c) TwentY 20 Matches

(d) Tour Matches

(e) AnY domestic or

international matches'

24



6.2 Additional Regulations for

Aoministrators :

The Administrators are

required to follow the

Regulations as mentioned

here under:

No Administrators shall have,

directly, or indiqectlY, artY

commercial interest in the

matches or events conducted

bv the Board.

htv

6.2 Additional Regulations for

Administrators :

The Administrators are required to

follow the Regulations as

mentioned here under:

4. No Administrators shall have,

directlY or indirectlY, anY

commercial interest in the

matches or events conducted

by the Board excluding events

iike IPL or ChamPions League

TwentY20.

it.

(Emphasis added)

After amendments were made during september, 2008, the secono

suit came to be filed by the plaintiff in c's'No'11 67 of 2008' This

was presented b-efore the court on 10' 12.2A08 with the reliefs already

set out. lt is in tfris suit, three applications, namely o.A.Nos'129? and

1300 0f 2008 and A.No .5740 of 2008 were filed' The relief claimed

intheseapp|icationsistodenythesecondrespondentfron^

contesting future elections and also from functioning as the secretary

of the BCCI and that the pr:of,ibition found in clause 6'2'4 must also

apply to IPL and Champions Twenty20 league events'

25
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10. On notice from this Court, the respondents have filed detailed counter

affidavits, diated ?-17.1 ,2009 and 1 6.2.20Qg respectively. The applicant

had also filed a reply affidavit':dated 7.3.2009'

It is in this factual backdrop, Mrs. Nalini chidambaram, learned senior

Counsel appearing for the applicanVplaintiff contended that the

second respondent was liable to be proceeded in terms of subsidiary

regulationr, ."t he had committed grave misconduct inasmuch a$

lndia cement Limited, of which R-2 is the Managing Director had

taken a franchise for the IPL matches. He also participated in the

general body meeting, in which these amendments were carried out'

The amendments were made with a view to protect the second

respondent and to get over the objections raised in the first suit filect

bythep|aintiff.Inanyevent,thesaidamendmentisopposedtothe

public policy and made with bad faith. Hence rt is liab'le to be struck

down bY this court'

The learned senior counsel further contended that the l3ccl has

already been held t,c be an authority amenable to writ jurisdiction and

this court has arnple power to strike down the impugned regulation

lf the intention was to cover the IPL matches to be regulated' the

existing regulations are sufficient and it does not require any

amenclment.Sincethepurposeoftheanrendmentistosaveone

individual, i.e. the second respondent, it is an abuse of power vested

on BCCI and it coes not serve any public good. Further, in the

genera|bodymeetinghe|don27.og,2oo8and28.09.2008,therewas

ntragendaformakinganyamendment.ThePresidentoftheBcc|

12.
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ought to have taken action against the second respondent. ltt any

event, in view of the pendency of the first suit before this court, the

particular subject ought not io have been dealt with by the BCCI.

The Senior Counsel also stated that the BCCI must made to be

controlled by conrpetent persons such as Civil servants or Judges or

eminent sportsmen and should not be occupied by business men,

havinE commercial irrterest in the game.

Countering to these arguments, Mr. P.S. Raman, learned Additional

Advocate General submitted that both suits are not maintainable as

they were filecJ under misconception, The BCCI is a registered

society registered uttder the Societies Registration Act, 1860 and it

came to pe a deemed society by virtue of Section AQ) of the Tamil

Nadu societies Registration Act, 1975. lt has got its own

memorandttrn of association and bye-laws. The plaintiff/applicant

obviously is trying to confuse the present amendment made tr the

regulations framed as if it is an arnendment to the registered bye-laws

of the Society. 'fhe general body of the BCCI has got only 30

institutional members and it is the supreme body which can deal with

the affairs of the societY.

1S. He further stated tlrat the meeting convened at Mumbai on 27.9.2008

and 28.0g.2008 is the Annual General to.qY Meeting and apart from

the subject introduced therein, the sgciety can transact other

14.

I,

business, inctuding the business of ame6Oir{g itsprgp$r}tqrfi-ffE
i ' IL'L*IJ V;rl l

amendments which is sought to be impuOlted*ln"the suit are no$

I ;;;
I27
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registered bye-laws of the society, but its subsidiary regulations

framed by its V/orking Comrnittee. Bye-law No'13 authorises the

Working Committee to frame regulations for the management and

affairs of the Board. Bye-law No.43 provides for an arbitration in

case of disputes between the members and the Board or members

inter-se or for any other dispute, vrhich the President may think fit' to

refer for arbitration. such disputes can be raised only by the

members of the BCCI and not by persons like the plaintiff, who is not

a member of the BCCI. As the past President, his attempt to bring

him within the definition of the term 'Administrator' a$ per para 2 of the

subsidiary regulations cannot give him locus standi to question the

action of the BCCI. Regarding BCCI and its functioning, the plaintiff

is a stranger,

The sub-regulat;ons, which were amended in 2008, was originally

framed at a working committee meeting held on 20'08'2000' The

framing of the regulations is to regulate the players, team officials'

mangerS,umpiresandadministrators.ltbecamenecessitated

because of wide spread allegations of match fixing in the cricket

world by its stake holoers. At the relevant time, the idea of IPL

matches was not known and no regulations, were made' when IPL

matches became part of the BCCI events, necessity arose to include

those events. Hence the working committee and the general body'

amended those L matches within its

ambit. The arnendments were incorporated after accepting the

recoinmendatiorrs made by a t*o @ lt has no

relevance to the suit instituted by the plaintiff'

28
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The learned Additional Advocate General further submitted that it was

necessary to regulate the matches like lPL. As it was a new

innovation and being conscious of the format of these matches,

involving sponsorship and participation by business groups, an

exemption was given to members of the BCCI regarding the

participation of their business groups. Original regulation 6.2.4 was

so wide and"if it was applied to IPL matches, it will result in members

of the BCCI getting disqualified to hold office. Further, it will be

difficult to keep track as to who was having interest. The

disqualification was not only for any direct commercial interest' but

also for indirect commercial interests. Further, the very idea of IPL

matches was commercially oriented and commercial interest in

sponsorship of matches cannot be avoided.

He further stated that the plaintiff is confusing the issue by stating that

an administrator. was prohibited to have any direct o( indirect

commercial interest in the matches or events. Those regulations

were made to enable the BCel to take action against those indulged

in match fixing and unethical acts. The original regulations )ryclre

19. lt is also stated that even as early as on 29.12'2007, the second

respondent wrote to the President stating that whether it was proper

for the India Cement Limited to participate in the tender/bidding

ta1

framed on 20.08.2000. The amendments made on 28'09'2008 also

had the approval of the BCCI. These regulations cannot be the basis

ior taking action against members of the BCCI'
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process to get franchise for IPL matches. lt was replied by the BCCI

President on 5.1.2008 that participation of the lndia Cement Limited

will not mean that the second respondent has any personal/direct or

indirect commercial interest and there was no impediment for the

Company in participating in the bidding process. lt was after getting

such an authoritative permission, the India Cement Limited

participatecl. ICL became the highest bidder in the bid for the game

and they hAve paid 91 million US Dollors or its rupee equivalent.

Even though the plaintiff is aware of the bid participation by the India

Cement Limited, he diC not challenge the same at the relevant time,

but chose to wait for nearly 9 ntonths to move this court. There is no

prima facie €se for grant of any injunction and that the suit cannot be

allowed at the instance of the plaintiff as it was not filed in a

representative capacitY.

20. Mr.K.Hari Shankar, the learned counsel appearing for the second

respondent submitted that the plaintiff was motivated in filing the suit

inasmuch as he had lost in the election held for the Tamil Nadu

Crick"et Association (TNCA) to the second respondent by a huge

margin. He also attempted to stall the said election. Having failed to

become the offrce bearer of the TNCA, by wtrich one can be a

member of the BCCI, the plaintiff has come forward to file the suit to

settle scores with the second respondent.

2.1" In the light of the above subnrissions, the learned counsels referred to

certain legal precedelrts, bearing on these applications.
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ZZ. The learned Senior Counsel for the applicanUplaintiff referred to the

decision of the Supreme Court in Indira Nehru Gandhi v. Raj Narain

reportecl in 1975 SuPP SCC 1 to drive home the point that any

amendment to save ones own office will be frowned upon by the

courts. Emphasis was made to paragraph 308 which reads as

follows:

"308. lf clause (4) was an exercise in legislative validation

without changing the law which made the election invalid, when

there ought to have oeen an exercise of judicial power of

ascertaining the adjudicative facts and applying the law' the

clause woulcl damage the dernocratic structure of the

Constitution, as the Constitution visualises the resolution of an

election dispute by a petition presented to an authority

exercising judicial po'//er. The contention that there was no

election dispute as clause (4) by repealing the law relating to

election petitiorr had rendered the petition filed by the

respondent non est, if allowed, will toll the death knell of the

democratic structure of the constitution' lf Article 329(b)

envisages the resolution of an election dispute by judicial

processtryapetitionpresentedtoanauthorityaSthe

appropriate legislature may by law provide' a constitutional

amendment cannot dispense with that requirement without

damaginganessentia|featureoldemocracyviz.the

mechanisrn for determining the real representative of the

people in an election as contemplated by the constitution'"

?,1
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23. The learned Senior corrnsel also submitted that Cour-ts will also sti'ike

down a law which exhibits discrimination and removes an individual

from his office. She referred to the decision of the Supreme Court in

the case relating to P. Venugc,rpal v. Union of India reported in (2008)

b SCC 1, Paragraphs 38 and 39 will show the basis on which the

satd decision was rested on'

',3g. In D.S. Reddi, tlre facts of that case are somewhat similar

to thai of the vrrrit petitioner. In that decision, D.S. Reddi was

already a Vice-Chancellor for the past seven years and had not

challenged the fixation of term from five years to three years.

He was aggrieved by the second amendment in the University

Act'whereby $ection 13-A was introouced to make the

provision of sectto n 12(2) providing for inquiry by an Hon'ble

Judge of the High court/supreme court and hearing before

premature termination of the term of the Vice-chancellor

inapplicable to the incumbent to the office of the Vice-

chancellor on the commencement of the second Amendment'

The core contention of D.s. Reddi was that this amenciment

was only for his removal and therefore was a case of "r'aked

discrimination" as it also deprived the protection of section

12(2) to him r,vhen section 12(2) was applicable to all other

Vice-Chancellors and there being no distinction in this regard

between the Vice-chancellor in office and the Vice-chancellors

to be appclinted. In that situation, the plea of the respondeni

Government was that the provision similar to section 13-A was

also incorporated in two other enactments relating to Andhra

5Z
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University and Shri Venkateswara University and was,

therefore, not a one-man legislation. lt was further contended

by the State that it was always open and permissible to the

State Legisiature to treat the Vice-Chancellor in office as a

class in itself and make provisions in that regard. All th*

contentions on behalf of the State Government were rejected

by the Constitution Bench judgment of this Court in D.S. Reddi

and it v1/as held tha, it was a clear case of "naked

discrimination" for removal of one man and by depriving him of

the protection uttder Section 12(2) of the Act without there

being any rationality of creating a classification between the

Vice-Chattcellor in of ice and the Vice-Chancellor to be

appointed itr future,

39. lt was further held in D.S. Reddi that such a classification

was not founded on an intelligible differentia and was held to be

violative of Article 14 of the Constitution of India. Accordingly'

the provision of Section 13-A u,'as held to be ultra vires and

unconstitutional and hit by Article 14 of the Constitution'

Similarly in the present case, the impugned proviso to Section

11(1-A) itself states that it is carrying orlt premature termination

of the tenure of the writ petitioner. lt is also admitted that such

a premature termination is without following the safeguards of

justifiable reasons and notice. lt is th.rs a case similar to D'S'

Reddi and otlter decisions cited above that the impugned

legislation is hit by Article 14 as it creates an unreasonable

r:lassification between the writ petitioner and the future
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Directors and deprives the writ petitioner of the principies of

naturaljustice without there being any intelligible differentia."

24. The learned Senior Counsel submitted that if the BCCI wanted an

amendment explicitly for covering IPL matches within its ambit, it can

rjo so. But while covering the IPL within its ambit by the impugned

amendment, it made the very exercise only to cover the private

interest c'f R-2. The impugned amendment to Rule 6.2.4 goes

contrary to the inclusion of IPL matches into the rule by the grant of

exemption to members who have commercial interest in.the games.

ln this context, she reterred to the decision of the Supreme Court in

R.S. Garg v. State of U.P. and others reported in (2006) 6 SCC 430'

She referred to the following passage found in para 31 which reads

as follows:-

"31. The state proceeded on the basis that the act of

conversion would require an amendment to the Rules. Whether

such ?fl slTl€n,lment was necessary or not, aS WaS argued by

Mr. Dwivecii, loses much significance in view of the fact that the

State itself was of the opinion that the same was necessary'

Despite the same, the Principal Secretary, Labour Department

lrad put up the note, as noticed hereinabove, before the Chief

Minister without bringing the same to her notice. The note was

not put up only highlighting the necessity therefor. Two views

were placed: Firstly, the conversion would not entail any

financial loss and provide promotional avenues for candidates

of Schedulecl Castes, which by itself cannot be a matter of
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public interest; and secondly, the case of the 3'd respondent

was highlighted, stating that he had been in service since

lgsT.Bswithinterruptionandsincelg8gwithoutinterrt'ption

and up to 1995 on ad hoc basis and in regular service since

15.11.1995. lt was also stated that relaxation could be giverr to

fulfil i,eservation quota under the 1994 Act, in terms whereof

relaxatiort for qualifying service for the aforementioned post

could be accorded. why the Public service commission was

ignored, ltas not heen exp|ained. The idea of conversion of the

post shoultj have been mooted keeplng public interest in viev'r

andnottheinterestofanindividuat.Theentireapproachof

theauthoritiesoftheStateofU'P',thus,wasonlyforachieving

aprivateinterestandnotthepub|icinterest'ltwasinthat

Sense,theactionsufferedfromtheviceofmalicein[aw.|thas

notbeendisputedthattherewereotheremployeesa|sowho

be|ongedtotheSchedu|edCasteandwereseniortothe3rd

resPondent""

25. The learned senior counsel contended that an unfair and untenable

orirrationa|c|auseinacontractisunjustandalwaysamenab|eto

judicialreview'ShestatedthatRule6'2.4insofaritexc|udesthe

disqualificationc|ausefortheevents|ike|PLandChampicrnsLeague

Twenty20.ShernacleareferencetothedecisionoftheSupl.eme

Courtinitsjuc|gmentinLlcoflndiaandanotherv'Consumer

Education&Researc;hCentreandothersreportedin(1995)5ScC

482. Paragrap h 32 ofthe said judgment reads as follows:-

"q
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"32. An unfair and untenable or irrational clause in a contract

is also unjust and amenable to judicial review' In common law

a party was relieved from such contract. In Gillespie Brcs' &

Co. Ltd. v. Roy Bowles Transport Ltd. Lord Denning for the

first time construing the indemnity clause in a contract

questioned that are the courls to permit party to enforce his

unreasonable Clause, even when it is So unreasonable, or

applied s0 unreasonably, as to be unconscionable, and stated:"

26. The learned senior counsel submitted that an irrational rule can be

struck down by courts and in this context, she referred to the

supremecourt'sjudgmentinlndianRailwarrconstructionco'Ltd'v'

Ajay Kumar reported in (2003) 4 SCC 579' Reliance was placed on

thefo||owingpassagesfoundinparagraphslgand20ofthe

judgment, which reads as follows:-

,,19'Theprinciplesofjudicialreviewofadministrativeaction

werefurtnersummarizedinlgssbyLordDiplockinCCSU

caseasillega|ity,proceduralimproprietyandirrationa|ity'He

saidmoregroundscou|dinfuturebecomeavailab|e,including

thedoctritieofproportionalitywhichwasaprinciplefollowedby

certain other memhrers of the European [iconomic community'

Lord Diptock observed in that case as fo|lows: (All ER p'950 h-i)

"Judiciai review has I think' developed to a stage today

when, wittrout reiterating any analysis of the steps by

which the development has come about' one can

conveniently classify under three heads the grounds on
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which administrative action is subject to control by judicial

review. The first ground I would call 'illegality', the second

'irrationality' and the third 'procedural impropriety'. That

is not to say that further development on a case-by-case

basis may not in course of time add further grounds.

I have in mind particularly the possible adoption in the

future of the principle of 'proportionality' which is

recognized in the administrative law of several of our

fellow members of the European Economic Community;"

Lord Diplock explained "itrationality" as follows: (All ER p.951a-b)

"By 'irrationality' I mean what can by now be succinctly referred

to as 'Wednesbury unreasonableness'. lt applies to a decision

which is so outrageous in its defiance of logic or of accepted

moral standards that no sensible person who had applied his

mind to the question to be cJecided coultj have arrived at it'"

ZO. ln other words, t<.r characterize a decision of the administrator as

"irrational" the court has to hold, on material, that it is a decision "so

cutrageous" as tcr be in total defiance of logic or moral standards'

Adoption of "proportionality" into administrative law was left for the

future."

27. The learned senior counsel also submitted that the BCCI was held to

be an authority for the purpose of issuance of Writs vide the decision

of the supreme court in Zee Telefilms Ltcl. v. union of India and



others reported in (2005) 4 SCC 649,
i

can be questioned before the Courts.

placed upon the following passages

and it reads as follows:-

VEg

Hence the action of the BCCI

For this purpose, reliance was

found in paragraphs 245 to 247

"245. Furthermore, having regard to the nature of

activities viz. the Board represents a sovereign country while

selecting and fielding a team for the country with another

sovereign country promoting and aiming at good relations with

the said country as also peace and prosperity for the people,

even at the domestic level the citizens of the said country may

be held to be entitled to the right to invoke the writ jurisdiction of

this Court even if thereby no personal fundamental right is

directly infringerd,

246. With the opening up of economy and globalisation,

rr,tore and nrore governmental functions are being performed

and allowed to be performed by private bodies. when the

functions of a body are identifiable with the State functions' they

would be State actors only in relation thereto'

247. An authority necessarily need not be a creature of

statute. The powers enjoyed and duties attached to the Board

need not directly flow from a statute. The Board may not be

subjected to a statutory control or enjoy any statutory power but

the source of power exercised by it may be traced to the

legislative entries and if the Rules and Regulations evolved by it

are akin thereto, its actions would be State actions' For the

said purpose, what is necessary is to find out as to whether by

Jd
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reason of its nature of activities, the functions of the tsoard are

public functions. lt regulates and controls the field of cricket ti

the exclusion of others. lts activities impinge upon the

fundamental rights of the players and other persons as also the

rights, hopes and aspirations of the cricket-loving public. The

right to see the game of cricket live or on television also forms

an important facet of the Board. A oody which makes a law

for spgrts in India (which otherwise is the function of the State),

conferring upon itself not only enormous powers but also final

say in disciplinaty matters and, thus, being responsible for

making Or marring a citizen's sports career, would be an

authority whichr anSWerS the description of "other authorities"'

28. The learned serrior counsel also submitted that in respect of the very

same BCCI, the supreme court after dealing with its activities,

emphasized the need for the activities of Bccl to be pregnar't with

fairness and goorJ falth. For this purpose, reliance was placed upon

the decision of tl're Srlpreme Court in its judgment in Board of Control

for Cricket in lnclia and another v. Netaji Cricket Club and others

reported in (2005) 4 SCC 741. Attention of this court was drawn to the

followirrg passages found in paragraphs 80 to 82 and it reads as

follows:

"80. The Board is a society registered under the Tamil Nadu

SocietiesRegstrationAct.ltenjoysamonopolystatusas

regards regulation of the sport of cricket in terms of its

MemorancJum of Association and Articles of Association' lt

1v
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controls the sport of cricket and lays down the law therefor.

It inter alia enjoys benefits by way of tax exemption and right to

use stadia at nominal annual rent. lt earns a huge revenue not

only by selling tickets to viewers but also selling right to exhibit

filrns live on TV and broadcasting the same. ordinarily, its full

members are the state associations except Association of

Indian universities, Railway sports control Board and services

sports control Board. As a member of lcc, it represents the

country in the international fora. lt exercises enormous public

functions. lt has the authority to select players, umpires and

officials to represent the country in the international fora. lt

exercises total control over the players, umpires and other

officers. The Rules of the Board clearly demonstrate that

without its recognition no competitive cricket can be hosted

either within ol outside the country. lts control over the sport of

competitive cri,:ket is deeply pervasive and complete.

81. fn lavr, there cannot be any dispute that having regard to

i'he enormity of power exercised by it, the Board is bound to

tbllow the doctrine of "fairness" and "good faith' in all its

activities. Having regarcl to the fact that it has to fulfil the hopes

and aspirations of millions, it has a duty to act reasonably. lt

cannot act arbitrarily, whimsically or capriciously. As the Board

controls the prrfession of cricketers, its actions are required to

be judged and viewed by higher standards.

?
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82' An association or a club r,vhich has framed its rules is

bound thereby. The strict implementation of such rules is

imperative. Necessarily, the office-bearers in terms of the

Memorandum and Articles of Association must not only act

within the four corners thereof but exercise their respective

powers in an honest and fair manner, keeping in view the public

good as also the welfare of the sport of cricket, lt is, therefore,

wholly-undesirable that a body in charge of controlling the sport

of cricket should involve itself in litigations completely losing

sight of the objectives of the society. lt is furthermore

unfortunate that room for suspicion has been created that all its

dealings are not fair. The Board has been accused of shady

dealings and double standards."

?-9. The decisions cited by the learnecJ Senior Counsel have no relevance

to the case on hand. The BCCI being a society is entitled to amend

its own bye-laws through its general body. The plaintiff is no even

its memberand has no loctrs standi even to question the amendment

to the bye-law. lrr the present case, it is not the case of an

amendment to the bye-law of the society which requires previous

registration, but an arnendment to the subsidiary regulations framed

for the control of the game. By framing of such subsidiary

regulations, it cannot be said that the general body membership of the

BCCI can be rentoved, ln fact, the membership of the BCCI is on the

basis of institutional membership and no individual has been made as

its member. Therefr:re, the auilrorities like BCCI being a public



,t?q
authority, its subsidiary rules framed must stand scrutiny by a civil

court cannot bre accepted.

30

member of the BCCI aggrieved by such framing of regulations, the

registered bye-lalv provides for arbitration and the civil suit is not a

remedy.

31. The plaintiff is not even the member of the BCCI and he is only a third

party or a stranger. At his instance, the issue raised herein cannot

bd gone into. The contention that the amendment was made with the

interest of one person cannot be accepted. In the absence of any

interim order in the first suit, the BCCI has power to amend its

subsidiary rules lt is also open to them tc bring new agenda in its

meetings, though not circulated earlier. Only a member of the BCCI,

who can object to the same and not by a third party. The concept of

indoor management will squarely apply to this case. In cases where

there was statutory bar on directors of a company voting on an

interested subject, the Supreme Court had recognised the well known

power of the contpany to ratify such actions.

32, Mr, P.S.Raman, the learned Additional Advocate General IAAG)

contended that even a member of a Society co,.rld not have

questioned the decision of the general body of a society. Having

In any event, as it vras demonstrated by the respondents, the

ameurdments were not made for one individual, but for taking note of

the new conceptual structure of IPL rnatches without which

sponsorship for such matches will become cjoubtful. lf there is any
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agreed to work under the bye-laws of a society, a member cannot

have an higher right. In essence a stleam cannot rise above than

the source. For this proposition, he relied upon the decision of the

Supreme Court in Zoroastrian Cooperative Housing Society Ltd. and

another v. District Registrar, Cooperative Societies (Urban) and

others reported in (2005) 5 SCC 632. Paragraphs 17, 25 and 35 of

the said judgment reads as follows:-

'17. ... lrr State of U.P. v. C.O.D. Cl',heoki Employees' Coop.

Society Ltd. this Court.after referring to Daman Singh case held

in para 16 that: (SCC p.691)

"16. T,rus, it is settled law that no citizen has a

fundamental right under Article 19(1Xc) to become a

member of a cooperative society. His right is governed

by the provisions of the statute. So, the right to become

or to continue being a member of the society is a

stat,rtory right. On fulfilment of the qualifications

prescribed to become a member and for being a member

of the society and on admission, he becomes a member.

His being a member of the society is subject to the

operaticn of the Act, rules and bye-laws applicable from

time to time. A member of the society hgs no

independent right qua the society and it is the society that

is entitled to represent as the corporate aggregate. No

individual member is entitled to assail the constitutionality

of tlre provisions of the Act, rules and the bye-laws as he

qJ
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has his right under the Act, rules and the bye-laws and is

subiect to its operation. Tfre stream cannot rise higher

tharr the source."

25. lt is truer that it is very tempting to accept an argument

that Articles 1.1 and 15 read in the light of the preamble to the

Constitution reflect the thinking of our Constitution-makers and

prevent any discrrmination based on religion or origin in the

matter of equal treatment or employment and to apply the same

even in respect of a cooperative society. But, while being thus

tempted, the court must also consider what lies behind the

formation of cooperative societies and what their character is

and how thev are to be run as envisaged by the various

Cooperative Societies Acts prevalent in the various States of

this country. Running through the Cooperative Societies Act,

is tlte ther:ry of area of operation. That means that

membership could be denied to a citizen of this country who is

located outside the area of operation of a society. Does he not

have a fundamental right to settle down in any part of the

country of carry on a trade or business in any part of the

country? Dces not that right carry with it, the right to apply for

memhership in any cooperative society irrespective of the fact

that he is a person hatling from an area outside the area of

operation of the society? In the name of enforcing public policy,

can a Registrar permit tuch a member to be enrolled? Will it not

then go against the very concept of limiting the areas of

operation of cooperative societies? lt is, in this context that we
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are inclined to the view that public policy in terms of a particular

entity must be as reflected by the statute that creates the entity

or governs it and on the rules for the creaticn of such an entity.

Tested from that angle, so long as there is no amendment

brought tc, tfre cooperative societies Acts in the various states,

it would not be permissible to direct the societies to go against

their bye-laws restricting membership based on their own

criteria.

Ut Section 23 of the Contract Act provides that where

consicleration and object are not lawful the contract would be

void. But for Section 23 to apply it must be forbidden by law or it

must be of such a nature that it would defeat the provision of

any law or it is fraudulent or it involves or implies injury to the

person or property of another or the court reEards it as immoral

or opposed to public policy. lf vve proceed on the basic

premise that public policy in relation to a cooperative society is

to be looked for within the four corners of the Act, the very

enactment under which the very society is formed, a bye-law

that does not militate against any of the provisions of the Act

cannot be held to be opposed to public policy unless it is

immoral or offends public order. lt cannot be said that a

person bargaining for membership in a society or for coming

together with those of his ilk to form a society with the objects

as set out in ihe bye-laws subscribed to by him, can be

considered to be doing anything immoral or against public

order. An aspirant to membership in a cooperative society, is
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at arm's length with the other members of the society with

whom he enters into a compact or in which he joins, having

expressed his rvillingness to subscribe to the aims and objects

of that soclety. ."" (Emphasis added)

33. He further relied upon a decision of this Court for the very same

proposition, i.e. tlrat the power of the court to har,'e judicial review over

the decisions of a society is very limited. he referred to the decision

of this Court vide its judgment in Chennai Kancheepuram Tiruvelore

District Film Distributors Association, rep by its Secretary and another

Vs. chinthamani s.Murugesan and others reported in 2001 (3) crc
349. He placed emphasis on the following passages found in

paragraphs 5 and 6 of the judgment, which reads as follows:-

"5. The Executive committee of a voruntai'y association

cannot be put on par with a court or a Tribunal when dealing

with the disciplinary matters concerning the membership of the

Body. They have a very wide latitude in deciding as to when

disciplinary action is warranted, and the extent to which the

powers vested in them under the Rules or byelaws should be

exercised while penalizing the members for the misconduct

which the appropriate Body within the association empowered

to oecide that question, considers him to be guilty. The

procedure to be followed by such an association also cannot be

that which is normally expected to be followed in a court, or a

l'ribunal. Hvery letter written by the Executive committee of an

association to it's member calling for an explanation is not to be



judge under a lens to find out the possible defects therein for

the purpose of holding that the action that followed was not in

:onsonance with the principles of natural jr.rstice. Even

principles of n;rtural justice are not required to be applied with

the sanne degree of rigour as they would be in the case of

adjudication before a Court or a Tribunal.

6. What is required of such bodies is that they act fairly in a

broad wav without having to imitate the Courts and Tribunals,

with regard to the rigour and the formality of the procedures.

Such bodies are of course expected to act in accordance with

their own Rules, and stay within the limits irnposed by those

Rules. lf the Body vested with the power under the Rules,

exercise that power within the ambit of the Rule, after having

afforded an opportunity to the member concern to have his say

in the matter, the decision rendered by such Committee cannot

be regarded as illegal, or violative of natural justice, or as

arbitrary. The Oourts rryill not sit in appeal over the decisions of

such Committees, subjecr to such decision being broadly in

consonance with the general standard of fairness."

(Emphasis added)

34. The learned Senior Counsel for the plaintiff/applicant stated that when

the general body of tl're BCCI met on 27.09.2008, this amendment

was irot specifically irrcluded in its agenda and it has been

surreptitiously brought into the meeting at the instance of the second

respondent. To counter the said argument, the learned AAG



\Ll
appearing for BCCI submitted that an agenda can be included in a

meeting with the permission of the house. Such actions cannot be

invalidated and that too at the instance of the applicant. He placed

Officer, Delhi Co-operative Tribunal and others reported in (1998) C

SCC 39. The following passage found in para 14 of the judgment

upon which reliance was made may be usefully extracted below:-

"14. So far as giving notice to Respondent 3 is concerned, we

find there is specific averment by the appellant that a registered

notice dated 26-4-198G was sent to her, a copy of which has

been filed in this appeal. The respondent's case is, she has

not received arry notice from the Society either of the default or

laying down cut-off date for the payment, including notice dated

26.4.1986, further the decision of the General Body dated

6.1.1990 of relegating her or other such person to Phase ll was

not on the agenda. To this last argument, we do not find any

rnerit. A. general body can always with the approval of the

qouse in the nreeting of its members take up any other matter

;rot covered by the agenda and on that account, no illegality

could be held."

35. In this context, it may be noted that in the Companies Act, 1914, a

provision was ;nade to prohibit directors of the company from

participating in any discussions where he \//as interested in a

particular contract. The said provision in Section 91-B of the Act may

E

reliance upon ihe decision of the Supreme Court vide its judgment in

Myurdhwaj Co-operatir,'e Group Housing Society Ltd, Vs. Presiding



be noted. Sectien 918 which was inserted by

modified by Act 22 of 1936. The first sub-section

follows.-

hLl
Act ll of

to 91-B

I
v

19'4 as

reads as

"No director shall, as a director vote on any contract or

arrangement in which he is either directly or indirectly

concerned or intdrested nor shall his presence count for the

purpose of forming a quorum at the time of any such vote and if

he does so vote, his vote shall not be counted."

36. The Supreme Court while considering the said provision in relation to

an act of a Director vide its judgment in Narayandas Shreeram

Somani v. Sangli Bank Ltd. reported inAlR 1966 SC 170 has held as

follows:-

"6. Now, a director of a company stands in a fiduciary

position towards the company and is bound to protect its

interest. For long, it has been an esta:lrished rure of equity that

he must not place himself in a positro:r rn which his personal

interest conflicts with his duty, and unless authorised by the

company's articles, he must not vote as a director on any

contract or arfangernent in which he is dir.ecfly or indirecfly

interested. standard articles give effect to this rule of equity.

tiee Palmer's Company Precedents, tZtfr Edn., part l, p. 553.

lf he votes in such a case, his vote wourd not be counted, and

his presence would not count towards the quorum, that is to

say, the minimum numhrer fixed for the transaction of business
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by a board meeting, t ,r " quorum must be a cjisinterested

quorum, arrd must be comprised of Directors who are entiiled to

vote on the particular rnatter before the meeting. see lrr re

Yuill v. Greymouth Point Elizabeth Railway and coar company

Limited, 1904-l ch 32. lf an interested director votes anci

without his vote being counted there is no quorum, the meeting

is irregular, and the contract sanctioned at the meeting is

voidable by the company against the director any other

contracting party who has notice of the irregufarity, see

Transvaal Lands company v. New Bergium (Transvaal) Land

and Development Company, 191 4-Z Ch48B; but the company

may waive the irregularity and affirnr the transaction. The

matter is put succinctly by Gore-Browne in Handbook on Joint

Stock Companies, 41st Edn. p. 363 thus:-

"According to the well establlshed rule that an agent

cannot ar;t on behalf of his principal in a matter in which

the agent has a conflicting interest or duty, Directors are

precluded from taking part in any resolution under which

they take a benefit or which adopts a contract that

concerns them unless tfie articles authorise their doing

so. lt must be here noted that if interested Directors take

part in any' transaction there is an irregularity which

renders the transaction voidable by the company as

agairrst the Directors and any persons who have

knowledge of the facts."
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7. Sectiorr 91-B emrrodied the existing rule of equity in the

form of a statutory provision. In P;att (Bombay) Ltd. v. M.T. Ltd.

ILR (1938) Bom 421.444,441'. (AlR 1938 PC 159, at pp. 162,

163), Sir George Rankin observed that the section is a concise

statement of the general rule of equity explained in the

Transvaal Lands Company case, 1941-2 Ch 488, and he

pointed out that the rmpugned transactions on which the

interested Directors had voted, were voidable by the official

liquidator of the Company. The voting by the interestecJ

director, of itself, does not invalidate the contract. The effect of

Section 91-B is that the vote of the interested director must be

excluded. and if as a result of such exclusion there is no

quorum, the resolution sanctioning the contract is irregular and

the contract is liable to be avoided by the company against the

Directors arrd any other contracting party having notice of the

irregularity. Section 91-B is meant for the protection of the

company, and the company may, if it chooses, waive the

irregularity and affirm the contract."

(Emphasis added)

37. The very same view was again reiterated in a subsequent decision of

the Su'oreme Court vide its judgment in Seth Mohan Lal and another

v. Grain Chambers Ltd., Muzaffarnagar and others reported in AIR

1 968 SC 772.
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38. The Supreme Court while dealing with an action of a society

considered the scope of jurisdiction of the Civil Courts vide its

decision in T.P. Daver v. Loclge Victoria reported in AIR 1963 SC

1144 and held as follows:

"9. The following principles may be gathered from the above

discussion. (1) A member of a masonic lodge is bound to abide

by the rules of the lodge; and if the ruies provide for expursion,

he shall be expelled only in the manner provided by the rures.

(2) The lodge is bound to act stricfly according to the rules

whether a particular rule is mandatory or directory falls to be

decided in eacl'r case, having regard to the well setfled rules of

construction in that regard. (3) The jurisdiction of a civil court is

rather limited; it cannor obviously sit as a court of appeal from

decisions of such a body; it can set aside the order of such a

body, if the said body acts without jurisdiction or does not act in

good faith or acts in violation of the principles of natural justice

as explained in the decisions cited supra."

(Emphasis added)

39' This Court in its decision in S.Krishnaswamy and others vs. South

India Film Charnber of Commerce and others reported in AIR 1969

MADRAS 42 dealt vrith the scope of the power vested on a civil C rurt

for the grant of iniunction under Order 39 Rule 1 5tTu"+ad set out

parameters. lt also analysed as to what.on$titrtg*,p or1?rta.{aereC€S,g

and as to when a balance of convenierrcelcafi- set to a{ig.e)' ' rJsepl
I -^
' I ,1 
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reference may be made to paragraphs 13 and 14 of the said

judgment:-

"13. The prrnciples which govern the grant or refusal of an

interim injunction in aid of the plaintiffs rights are well settled

and they depend upon a variety of circumstances. ln the

nature of things, it is impossible to lay down, any set, rigid or

general rule on the subject by which the discretion of the court

ought in all cases be regulated. As the plaintiff, by the interim

injunction undoubtedly seeks to interfere with the rights of the

opponent before the plaintiffs right is finally established, the

injunction is not granted as a matter of course and it is

necessary for tlre plaintiff to make out a strong prima facie case

in support of tlre right that he asserts. lt is true that at the

i;rterlocutory stage, the court should not embark upon a detailed

investigation on the relative merits of the contentions of the

parties and it is enough if the plaintiff raises questions of a

substantial character calling for decisions after an examination

of the facts and the law arising in the case. The Court can

consider the nature and the merits of the rival contentions at the

interlocutory stage only as bearing upon the limited question as

to whether or not the plaintiff has made out a strong prima facie

case. Tne Court should avoid expressing any opinion on the

merits whrch would partake the character of a decision of the

main issues in the case The plaintiff should next make out

the Court's itrterference if necessary to protect him from an

injury or nnischief imminent and it is at the same time

JV
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irreparable, He should make out that the injury is so serious,

irreparable and imminent that an immediate order of Court is

necessary even before his rights are established at the trial,

Inseparably connected with this, is the burden, which lies upon

the plaintiff to make out, that the comparative mischief or

inconvenience which would ensue from withholding the

;njunction would be far greater from what would ensue from the

injunction beirrg granted. Lastly, which again is a very

important consideration, is that in considering whether an

interim injunction should be granted the court must have due

regard to the conduct and dealings of the parties, before the

application is made to the Court, by the plaintiff to preserve and

protect his rights, since the jurisdiction to interfere being purely

equitable, is governed by the equitable principles (Vide 21,

Halsbury's Laws of England, paragraphs 766 and 767).

14. On the question of the balance of convenience and the

threatene,J mischief or injury irreparable or otheruise, regard

must be had to the nature of the suit and the particular right

asserted like suits against Government, Public Corporations,

Municipal Corporation, Statutory bodies, Social clubs and its

members, Societies registered under the Societies Registration

Act and its members distinguished from litigation between

private individuals. In the case of clubs and Societies

,'egistei'ed under the $ocieties Registration Act, the general

principles governing the right of suit of an individual share

holder or a member of t,re Company would apply and ordinatrily

54
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the Court will not interfere with the internal management of the

Society at the instance of one or some oniy of the members of

the Society subject to well recognised exceptions (1)where the

impugned act is ultra vires of the Society, (2)the act complained

of constitutes fraud or (3) whether the impugned action is

illegal. The Rules are made by tlre Society itself for the

convenience of its members for regulating their own conduct as

members and for regulating the affairs of the Society as an

entity. A brea:h of any Rule made by the Society would not

give rise to a c;ause of action for any member to rush to Court, it

must be a case of manifest illegality or where the act of

omission or commission is something which goes to the root of

the matter. All ttre members would be bound by the decision

tal<en by the general body though there may be some violation

of some Rules provided it is something which could well be

condoned and ignored by the general body (Vide Shridhar

Misra v'. Jaihandra, AIR 1959 All 598; Satyavart Sidhantalankar

v. Arya Santaj, Bombay, AIR 1946 Bom 516 and Nagappa v

Madras Race Club, ILR (1949) Mad 808 at pp 821 to 823 =

(AlR 1951 Mad 831 (2) at pp. 835-836).

40. In the very sarne decision, this Court also held that such decisions of

a society taken by its majority cannot be thwarted at the instance of

one individual. Useful reference may be made to para 22 of the

judgment, which reads as follows:-
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"22. The next aspect that has to be considered is the question

of balance of convenience and the irreparable mischief or

damage which ihe plaintiff would sustain in case the interim

injunction is refused. As prefaced in my preliminary

observations, this involves two aspects, (a) whether the

mischief or injury is irreparable and so serious and (b) whether

the plaintiffs complaint of the threatened injury is real or merely

illusory. and imaginary. ln the first place, it has to be borne in

mind that it is established law that at the instance of one

member Courts are highly reluctant to interfere; at any rare,

would not lightly interfere with the functioning of a corporate

body or a Society, lt is not a dispute between two prrrrate

individuals. ..."

(Emphasis added)

41. As to when an injunction can be granted under order 39 Rule 1

c.P.c. has been propounded by the supreme court in several

decisions. One suclt case of the Supreme Court is in Dalpat Kumar

and another Vi. Prahlad singh and others reported in (.t gg2) l scc

719." lt is necessary to quote the following passage found in

paragraphs 4 and 5 of the said judgment, which reads as follows:-

"4. order 39 Rule 1(c) provides that temporary injunction

may be granted where, in any suit, it is proved by the affidavit

or othenarise, that the defendant threatens to dispossess the

plaintiff or orhenruise cause injurv to the plaintiff in relatirn to

any properiy in dispute in the suit, the court may by order grant
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a temporary injunction to restrain such act or make such other

order for the purposg of staying and preventing or

dispossession of the plaintiff or othenruise causing injury to the

plaintiff in relation to any property in dispute in the suit as the

court thinks fit until the disposal of the suit or until further

orders. Pursuant to the recomn'iendation of the Law

Comnnission clause ) was brought on statute by Section 86(i)(b)

of the Amending Act '104 of ,1976 with effect from February 1,

1977. Earlier thereto there was no express power except the

inherent power under Section 151 CPC to grant ad interim

injunction against dispossession. Rule 1 primarily concerned

with the pt'eservation of the property in dispute till legal rights

are adjudicated. Injunction is a judicial process by which a party

is requirect to do or to relrain from doing any particular act. lt is

in the nature of preventive .elief to a litigant to prevent future

possibie injury. ln other words, the court, on exercise of the

power of granting acl interim injunction, is to preserve the

subject matter of the s"lit in the status quo for the time being.

It is settled law tirat the grant of injunction is a discretionary

relief. The exercise thereof is subject to the court satisfying

that (1) there is a serious disputed question to be tried in the

suit and that an act, on the facts before the court, there is

probability of his being entitled to the relief asked for by the

plaintiff/ defendant; (2) the court's interference is necessary to

protect the party from the species of injury. ln other words,

irreparable injury or cJamage would ensue before the legal right

woulct be established at trial; and (3) that the comparative



q rt
hardship or mischief or inconvenience which is likely to occur

from withholding the injunction will be greater than that would

be likely to arise from granting it,

5. Therefore, the burden is on the plaintiff by evidence

aliunde by affidavit or otherwise that there is "a prima facie

case" in his favour which needs adjudication at tl're trial. The

existence of the prima facie right and infraction of the

enjoyment of his property or the right is a condition for the grant

of temporary injunction. Primafacie case is not to be confused

with prima facie title which has to be established, on evidence

at the trial. Only prima facie case is a substantial question

raised, bona fide which needs investigation and a decision on

merits. Satisfaction that there is a prima facie case by itself is

not sufficient to grant injunction. The Court further has to

satisfy that non-interference by the Court would result in

"irreparabie injury" to the party seeking relief and that there is

no other remedy available to the party except one to grant

injunction and he needs protection from the consequences of

apprehended injury or dispossessiott. lrreparable injury,

however, rJoes not mean that there must be no physical

possibility of repairing the irtjury, but means only that the injury

must be a material one, namely one that cannot be adequately

compensated lcy way of damages. The third condition also is

that "the balance of convenience" must be in favour of the

granting injttnction. The Court r,vhile granting or refusing to

grant injunction should exercise sound judicial discretion to find
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the amount of substantial mischief or injury which is likely to be

caused to the parties, if the injunction is refused and compare it

with that which is likely to be caused to the other side if the

injunction rs granted. lf on weighing competing possibilities or

probabilities of likelihood of injury and if the Court considers

that pending the suit, the subject matter should be maintained

in status quo, an injunction would be issued. Thus the Court

has to exercise its sound judicial discretion in granting or

refusing the relief of ad interim injunction pending lhe suit "

(Emphasis added)

42. In the light of the above factual matrix and the legal precedents se1

out above, the plaintiff has not nrade out any prima facie case. The

balance of convenience is not for grant of any interim order, The

very locus stancii of the plaintiff in maintaining the suits themselves

are doubful. In the light of the same, all the applications will stand

dismissed with costs of Rs.25,000/- (Tv,renty five thousand only).

The cost shall be paid to the Tamil Nadu State Legal Aid Services

Authority, Chennai-600 104 within four weeks.

Sdi- K.C.J.

13.7.2009
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MEMoRANDUM oF GRoUNDS oF oRlclNAL stDE AppEAL ( Cot't,Y/
UNDER ORDER 36 RULE 1 

,I OF OS.RULES RA/\/ CLAUSE 15 OF

LETTER PATENT

IN THE HIG}{ COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

(APPELLATE StDE JURtSDICT|ON)

O.S.A.No . Vv b of 2009

Dr. A.C.Muthiah,

S/o. (Late) M.A.Chidambaram,

Adayar Villa,

Chennai - 600 085.

1.

.Appellant

Vs.

The Board of Control for Cricket in lndia.

Rep. by its Secretary,

Hatring its registered office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005.

Mr.N.Srinivasan,

Treasurer,

The Board of Control for Cricket in India.

Having its registered office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 00b.

.Respondents

(Appeal against the order and decreetal order dated 13.07.200g in

o.A.No.1042 of 2008 in c.s.No,930/ 2009 passed by the Hon'bte Mr.

Justice K. Chandru)

2.
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2.

O.A.No. 1042 OF 2008

Dr.A. C. Muthiah,

S/o.(Late) M.A. Chidarnbararn,

Adayar Villa,

Chennai - 600 085.

1.

Vs.

The Board of Control for Cricket in lndia,

Rep by its Secretary,

Having its registered cffice at

M .4. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005.

Mr.N.Srirrivasan,

Treasurer,

The Board of Control for Cricket in lndla,

Having its registered offrce at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 60C 005.

C,S.No. 930 of 2008

Dr.A.C.Muthiah,

S/o. (Late) M.A. Chidambaram,

Adayar Villa,

Chennai - 600 085.

Vs.

1. The Board of Control for Cricket in lndia,

Rep. by its Secretaryr,

Having its registered office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadiunt,

Chepau,k, Chennai - 600 005.

..Applicant.

,Respondents

.Plaintiff
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2. Mr. N.Srinivasan,

Treas'Jrer,

The Board of Control for Cricket in India.

l-laving its registered office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005.

. .Defendants

The address of the Appellant is as stated above.

The address for service of all notices and processes on the

Appellant is that of their counsel M/s. c.uMA, N.R.R.Arun Natarajan

and Kavitha Deenadayalan, Advocates, No.l, High court chambers,

High Court Building, Madras - 600 014.

The address for service of all notices and processes on the

Respondents are as stated above.

'l-he above rrarned Appellants begs to prefer this Original Side

Appeal against the order and decreetal order dated 13.07.2009 in

o.A.No.1042 of 2008 in c.s.No.930 12008 passed by His Lordship

Hon'ble Mr. Justice K. Chandru.

GROUNDS

1 . The order of the Learned Judge is erroneous in law.

2. The Learned Judge based his decision on erroneous principles of law

and hence the order suffers from manifest error and hence is liable to

be set aside.
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3. The Learned Judge erred in law in not noticing the difference in the

fact situation in the 2 suits while disposing of the applications in the

2 suits by a cornmon order.

4. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the relief claimed in the

suit in C.S. No. 930 of 2008 is based on the provision of clause 6.2 4

in its subsidiary Regulations as it existed prior to its amendmenl on

27.0g.2008 introduced in the AGM.

5. The Learned Judge failed to note ttrat the 1't Respondent itself had

stated in para 17 of the counter affidavit that "the original regulation

6.2.4 was so witle and if it was applied to IPL matches it will result in

menrbers of BCCI getting disqualified to hold office". In the

circumstances the learned judge ought to have held that the 2"d

Respondent violated the clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations when he was

holding the post of treasurer of the BCCI ar,d that the consequences

of such violation have to follow. Also in view of the admission in the

counter of the 1't Respondent. on the scope of the unarnended

clause 6.2.4 the prima facie case has been made out by the

Appeliant and the applicatiorrs ought to have been allowed.

'l

6. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that as far as the suit in

C.$.No.930 of 2008 is concerned there is no express provision in the

amendment to clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations to bring about a

retrospective arnenoment and hence the amendment does not come
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to the aid of the 2nd Responbent since even prior to the amendnrent

the 2nd Respondent violated the code of conduct incorporated in

cfause 6.2.4 of the Regulations and hence has to suffer the

disqualification. Tlte learned judge failed to appreciate that since the

2nd Respondent was a treasurer he derived commercial benefit by

India cements Ltd. of which the znd Respondent is a Managing

Director when lndia Cements Ltd. was declared the successful bidder

for the chennai Team of the lPL. The relief claimed in the

applications in the said suit ought to have been aflowed.

The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that while interpreting

Regulations and statutes a purposive interpretation has to be adopted

The expression "m;rtches and events" in Regulation 6.2.4 as it

originally existed has to be interpreted to include IpL Twen ty z0

tournarnents and thus admittedly prior to the a,"nendment the 2nd

Respondent who was the treasui'er of BCCI violated clause 6.2.4 of

the Regulations by having commercial interest in lpL The event of

BCCI by being the MD of lndia Cements Ltd.

The Learned Judge erred in raw in holding that since the

Appellant is not even its member he has no locus standi even to

question the amendment to the bye-law.

The Learneo Judge failed tc appreciate that the Appellant has the

locus standi to maintairr the suit. The Appellant is a past president of

the 1't Defendant and hence comes within ilre definition of

X

9.
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Administrator as defined in clause 1(N) of the Regulations. He is

interested in the purity of administration of the 1't Respondent which

is admittedly a public body controlling the game of cricket in India as

held by the Hon'ble supreme Court in Netaji Cricket Club case' The

learned judge failed to appreciate that it is not necessary for the

Appellant to comply with Order 1 Rule 8 of the CPC since any

member of the public in his individual capacity can ntaintain a suit of

this nature to maintain purity in the functioning of a public body like

the 1" Respondent BCCI.

10. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that in a suit of this nature

wher,: the Appellant is seekirrg relief against violation of the rule of

law the question of proving that he has suffered injury does not arise.

11. The Learned Ju'cge failed to appreciate that the Appellant being an

Administrator raised the issue with the Board represented by the

president and since the Board failed to exercise the jurisdiction

vested in it the Appellant was constrained to move file the civil suit.

Clause 6.2.9 of the Regulations for Players, Team Officials,

Anagers, umpires and Administrators reads as follows:-

No Administrator shall initiate legal action against the

Board/Administrators unless i,r the first instance, he

raises his grievance to the Board or any committee

appointed by the Board for the purpose'
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The Appellant is the past President of the 1't Respondent Bccl

and hence he has the right o file the suit on account of the failure of

the 1't Responoent tsccl to act on the complaint filed by him.

12' The Learned Judge erred in law in holding that the Appellant is not

even the member of the Bccl and he is only a third party or a

stranger and at his instance, the issue ralsed herein cannot be

gone into.

13 The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the Appellant is an

Administrator within the meaning of the expressiorr Adminrstrator

being the past President of the BCCI and hence has locus standi to

challenge an arnendment to a Regularion which has been made by

abuse of the power of amendment to advance the cause of the 2nd

Respondent and not in the interest of cricket.

14. \ffhile dealing with the issue of locus standi the learned judge failed to

note the difference between clause 6.1 of the Regulations for players,

Team officials, Managers, umpires and Administrators dealing

with betting antj match fixing and clause 6.2 dealing with

Administrators.

15. The Learned Ju,Jge ought to have rejected the argument of the 1ut

Respondent that Regulations are made to enable the BCCI to take

action against those indulging in match fixing and unethical acts ano

these regulations cannot be the basis for taking action against the

n?
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members of the Bccl. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that

there are specific prbvisions relating to betting anci match fixing viz.,

clause 6.1 whereas clause 6.2 specifically provides regulations for

administrators and the presentsuit is based on clause 6.2.

16. The Learned Judge faired to appreciate that Bccr is a society

registered under the TN Societies Registration Act, 1g7S under which

societies .9n he established for the promotion of education.

literature, charities, sports etc. The office bearers of the Society

should not be allowed to have commercial interest in the societies
t,

activities and clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations has been included in

the Regulations for to advance the said salutary principle and as a

matter of pubfic policy.

17. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that when office bearers who

have to act in fiduciary capacity are allowed to enter into commercial

relationships, the court can interfere with the functions of such society

and the concept of irrdoor management cannot be imported. The

cotlrt cannot refuse to give relief exer:cising judicial restraint in the

matter of managemelrt of pubfic bodies,

1B' The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the mere fact that rhe 1.t

Respondent BCCI thr:ught it necessary to amend clause 6.2.3 of the

Regulations to take lt)L Twenty 20 tournaments out of the purview of

the clarlse 6.2.4 it is obvious that prior to the amendment lpl Twenty

20 tournaments v/as within the purview of clause 6.2.4 of the
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Regulations and hence the 2nd Respondent violated the code of

conduct when lrrdia Cements Ltd. was awarded the franchise for the

Chennai Team.

19. The Learned Juoge failed to appreciate that lnterim injunctrcn as

prayed for ought to have been granted restraining the znd

Respondent from futtctioning as office bearer of BCCI since the 2nd

Respondent.has pu,'pose of making pending suits infructuous and

preverrt his disqualification. The learned judge failed to appreciate

that the sequence of events show that the 2nd Respondent will not

act in the interest of the game of cricket or the IPL tournaments but

only in his personal interest. Also the fact that the 1't Respondent

was not willing to take any action against the 2nd Respondent even

after the Appellant brought to its notice the disqualification suffered

by the 2nd Respondent on account of India cements Ltd. having

been declared as the franchisee for the Chennai team of lpl no

action was taken against the 2nd Respondent by the Board shows the

enormous clout enjoyed by the znd Respondent with the Board

members and hence that it is not in the interest of the game of cricket

to allow the znd Respondent to be an office bearer of the 1,,

Respondent.

20' The Learned JucJge failed to appreciate that confidence of the public

will be shaken if persons who use undue influence in pLrblic

bodles to bend the law to suit their private interest are allowed to hold

influential posts rn pubric bocJies.

B5
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the counsel for the

hand.

erred in law in holding that the

Appellant have no relevance
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decisions cited by

to the case on

22. The Learned Judge erred in law in holding that the authorities like

BCCI being a public authority, its subsidiary rules framed must stand

scrutiny by a civil court cannot be accepted.

23. The Learned Judge erred in law in holding that if there is any member

of the BCCI aggrieved by such framing of regulations, the

registered bye-law provides for arbitration and the civil suit is not a

remedy. The learned judge failed to appreciate that it is the ease of

the .Appellant that the 2no Respondent being an influential office

bearer of the BCCI has prevailed upon the members of the BCCI to

introduce the impugned amendment to save him and hence no

member of the BCCI would he aggrieved by the impugned

amendment and challenge the same in arbitration. In the

circumstances civil suit in the (illegible ) the Appellant to uphold

probity in public bodies like the 1't Respondent BCCI.

24. The Learned Judge misapplied the ratio of the decision of the

Supi'eme Court while dealing with an action of a society and the

scope of jurisdiction of the Civil Courts vide its decision in T.P, Dever

V. Lodge Victoria reported in AIR 1963 SC 1144 to the facts of this

case.
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25. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the decisions of the

Supreme Court in Narayanadas Shreeram Somani Vs. Sangt Bank

Ltd. reported in AIR 1966 SC 170 and in the case of Seth Mohan Lal

and another V. Grain Chambers Ltd., Muzaffarnagar and others

reported in AIR 1968 SC 772 supports the case of the Appellant

rather that the Respondents.

26. The Learned Judge misapplied tne ratio of the decision of the

Supreme Court is in Dalpat Kumar and another Vs. Prahlad Singh

and others reported in (1992) 1 SCC 719 and the decision of this

Court S.Krishnaswamy and others Vs. South India Film Chamber of

Commerce and others reported in AIR 1969 MADRAS 42 dealing with

the scope of the power vested on a civil court for the grant of'

injunction under order 39 Rule 1 to the facts of this case whiie

considering the prima fade case and as to when a balance of

convenience cail set to arise and dismissing all the applications.

27. The Learned Judge failed to appreoate that in cases of violation of

code of conduct the balance of convenience does not arise

28. The r-earneC Judge erred in law in awarding costs of Rs.25,000/-

(Twenty Five Thousand only) as in terms of clause 6.2.3of the Rules

and Regulations of BCCI the Appellant is specifically provided with a

right to approach the court and the Appellant had filed the suit only to

uphold probity in the activities of BCCI as a matter of public policy and
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to establish that the power of amendment has been abused by a

public body to protect the interest of an individual.

Under these circumstances it is prayed that this Hon'ble court

may be pleased to set aside the order and decreetal order dated

13.07.20a9 passed in.o.A.No.1o4z of 2008 in c.s.No.930/200g and

allow the Original Side Appeal and thus render justice.

Dated at Madr;rs this the 22nd day of July, 2009

Counsel for Appellant

I\4EMO OF VALUATION

Value of the Suit : Rs.10.00.100/-

Court fee paid : Rs.13,S35/-

Value of the C,A. : Incapable

Court Fee paid : Rs.20l-

Value of the OSA : lncapable

Court fee paid : Rs.200/-

Dated at Madras this the Z2nd day of July, 2009

Counsel for Appellant.

lltrue typed copy ll
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Attnexune: P-

MEMORANDUM OF GROUNDS OF ORIGINAL SIDE APPEAL

UNDER ORDER 36 RULE 1.1 oF OS.RULES RAiV cLAUsE 15 oF

LETTER PATENT

IN THE HIGI"I COURT OF JUDICATURE AT MADRAS

(APPELLATE SrDE JURtSDtCTtON)

O S.A.No .77 1 of 2009

Dr. A.C.Muthiah,

S/o. (Late) M.A.Chidambaranr,

Adayar Villa,

Chennai -600085. .,,Appellant

Vs.

1. The Board of Control for Cricket in lndia.

Rep. by its Secretary,

Having its registered office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 005.

2. Mr.N.Srinivasan,

Secretary,

The Board of Control for Cricket in lndia,

Door No.7/3, Board Clrrb First Avenue,

R.A.Puram, Chennai - 600 028 . . .Responcients

(Appeal aEainst the order ancl decreetal order dated 13.07.200g in

Appln. No. 5740 of 2008 in c.s.No.116Tr 2oo} passed by the Hon'ble

Mr.Justice K. Chandru)

Appln. No. 5740 OF 2008

Dr.A.C. Muthiah,

S/o. (Late) M.A.Chidambaram,

Adayar Villa,

Chennai - 600 085. . ,.Applicant.
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Vs.

1. The Board of Control for Cricket in India,

Rep. by its Secretary,

Having its registered office at

M .A. Chidambaram Stadium,

Chepauk, Chennai - 000 00S.

2. Mr.N.Srinivasan,

Secretary,

The Board of Control for Cricket in India,

Door No.7/3, Board Club First Avenue,

R.A.Puram, Chennai - 600 028 . . .Respondents

C.S.No. 1167 of 2008

Dr.A.C. Muthiah,

S/o. (Late) M.A.Chidambaram,

Adayar Villa,

Chennai - 600 085. . . .Plaintiff

Vs,

1. The Board of Control for Cricket in India,

Rep. by its Secretary,

Having its registered office at

M.A. Chidambaram Stadium

Chepauk, Chennai - 600 00S.

2. Mr.N.Srinivasarr.

Secretary,

The Board cf Control for Cricket in lndia,.

Door No.7/3, Board Club First Avenue,

R.A.Puram, Chennai - 600 028 . . .Defendants
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The address of the Appellant is as stated above,

The address for service of all notices and processes on the

Appellant is that of their Counsel M/s.C.UMA, N.R.R.Arun Natarajan

and Kavitha Deenadayalan, Advocates, No.l, High Court Chambers,

High Court Building, Madras - 600 014.

The address for service of all notices and processes on the

Respondents are as stated above.

The above named Appellants begs to prefer this Original Side

Appeal against the order and cJecreetal order clated 13.07.2009 in

Appln.No.5740 of 2008 in C.S.No.116712008 passed by His Lordslrip

Hon'ble Mr. Justice K. Chandru.

GROUNDS

The order of the Learned Judge is erroneous in law.

2. I he Learned Judge ,while dismissing the applications for inte;im

orders based his decision on erroneoLrs principles of law and hence

the order suffers from manifest error and is liable to be set aside.

3, The Learned Judge erred in law in holding in para 31 that only a

member of the BCCI can object to the amendment and not by a third

party and that the concept of "lndoor Management" will squarely

apply to this case. The learned judge failed to appreciate the concept

of the doctrine clf "lndoor Management" and misapplied the said

doctrine to the facts of the present case and dismissed the

oz
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applications. The learned judge failed to appreciate that the Doctrine

of "lndoor Management" lays down that persons dealing with a

company having satlsfied themselves that the proposed transaction

is not ;n its nature inconsistent with the memorandum and articles are

not to inquire into the regularity of any internal proceedings. The

object of the doctrine is to protect the 3'd party transacting with the

company in good faith and being dnaware of the complex internal

management of the company. This rule was enunciated to mitigate

the rigours of the Constructive notice doctrine. The doctrine c,f

"lndoor l\4anagement" has ahsolutely no application to the facts of this

case. The learned judge on a misconception of the said doctrine

has erroneously chosen to apply the said doctrine to dismiss the

applications filed by the Appellant.

4. The Learned Judge erred in law in dismissing the applications

relying on ihe decision of the Hon'ble Supreme Court in Zoroastrain

Co-operative Hr"rusing Society Ltd. and another Vs. District Registrar.

Co -operative Societies (Urban) and others reported in (2005) 5 sCC

632 importing the concept of indoor management. The Learned

Judge failed to appreciate that the Zoroastrain Co-operative Housing

Society Ltd cannot be equated to BCCI which is a public body having

total control of the most popular game of cricket in India and engaged

in the commercial activity of conducting IPL matches with non

representative members. The Learned Judge ought to have seen

that IPL events generate crores of revenue and corporates and high

profile personalities vie with one another to get the franchise of the
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teams and it is not in public interest,to avoid judicial review of its

activities under the concept of indoor management.

5. The Learned Judge rrisapplied the ratio of the decision of the

Supreme Court in T.P. Dever V. Lodge Victoria reported in AIR 1963

SC 1144 to the facts cf this case and wrongly decided the scope of

jurisdiction of the Civil Courts when even a.rccording to the learned

judge the 1''.Respondent BCCI is a public bcdy. The learned judge

failed to appreciate that the 2 entities fall into 2 different categories

and cannot be cornparred.

6. The Learned Juoge lailed to appreciate that when office hearers of a

society who have to act in fiduciary capacity are allowed to enter into

commercial relationships with the society through incorporated

entities, the court can scrutinize the functions of such society

especially when tlte society isra public body and the concept of indoor

management cannot be imported. The court cannot refuse to

exercise the porver of judicial review and aclopt a self imposed policy

of judicial restraint in the matter of management of public bodies.

7. The Learned Judge erred in law in accepting the contention of the 1*1

Respondent BCCI that the rules and bye laws are entirely internal to

the society and their implementation or alteration following due

process set out u'rthin the Rules cannot be challenged in Couri,

B. The Learned Judge erred in law in dismissing the applications

referring to the statutory bar on directors of a company voting on

by

an
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interested subject and holding that the Supreme Court had

recognized the well known power of the company to ratify such

actions.

L The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that Section 91-3 of the

Companies Act is more rigourous arrd requires prior approval of the

central. government in specified cases. The learned judge failed to

appreciate that such provisions have been introduced in legislations

as a matter of public policy.

10. The Learned Judge failed to advert to section 25(3) of

Societies Registration Act to which reference was made

Counsel for the Appellant.

11. The Learned Judge ought to have rejected the argument of the 1't

Respondent that even a member of a Society could not have

questioned the decision of the general body of a society, since a

member cannot, have a higher right and that in essence a stream

cannol rise above than the source. The Learned Judge failed to

appreciate that the above concept in the facts and circumstances of

the case is entirely misconceived.

12. The Learned Judge erred in law in holding that since the Appellant is

not even a mernber of the 1't Respondent BCCI he has no locus

standi to question even the amendment to the bye-law and thus a non

member cannot challenge the impugned subsidiary Regulation.

the TN

by the
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13. The Learned Judge erred in law in holding that in the present case, it

is not the case of an amendment to the bye-law of the society which

requires previous re1;istration, but an amendment to the subsidiary

regulations framed fc r the control of the game. The Learned Judge

failed to appreciate that in a public body like BCCI the fine distinction

between a registered bye law and subsidiary Regulations cannot be

made and if he amendment to the subsidiary Regulations suffers from

the vice of arbitrar-y exercise of power it is open to judicial review.

14. The Learned Judge erred in law in holding that by framing of

subsidiarv regulatiorrs, it cannot be said that the general

membership of the BCCI can be removed.

15. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the Appellant has the

locus standi to maintain the suit and challenge the amendment. The

Appellant is a past President of the 1't Respondent and hence comes

within the definition of Administrator as defined in clause l(N) of the

Regulations. He is interested in the purity of administration of the 1''

Respondent which is a'dmittedly a public body controlling the game of

cricket in India as held b'y the Hon'ble $upreme Court in Netaji Cricket

Club case.

16. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that in a suit of this nature

where the Appellant is seeking relief against violation of the rule of

law the ouestion of pro'ring that he has suffered injury does not arise.

such

body

oo
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17. The Learned Juclge failed to appreciate that the Appellant being an

Administrator raised the issue with the Board represented by the

President and since the Board faited to exercise the jurisdiction

vested in it the Appellant was constrained to file the civil suit.

Clause 6.2.3 c,f the Flegulations for Players, Team Officials,

l/anagers, um1>ires and Administrators reads as follows :-

No Administrator shall initiate legal action against the

Board/Administrators unless in the first instance, he

raises his grievance to the Board or any committee

appointed by the Board for the purpose.

18. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the ,authorities like BCCI

being a public authority, its subsidiary rules framed under the bye

laws must stand scrutiny by a civil court.

19. The Learned Judge erred in law in holding that if there is any member

of the BCCI aggrleved by such framing of regulations, the registered

bye-law provides for arbitration and the civil suit is not a rem:cly.

The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that it is President who

is empowered to form the Board of arbitration.

It is the case of the Appeilant that the 2nd Respondent being an

influential office bearer of the BCCI has prevailed upon the members

of the BCCI to introduce the impugned amendment to save him

from disqualification and hence no member of the Bccl would
challenge the same in arbitration. In fact the suit itself became
necessary in view of the failure of the President to initiate action
against the 2nd Respondent, In the circumstances civil suit is the
only remedy for the Appellant to uphold probity in public bodies tike

the 1" Respondent BCCI. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate

that the filing of the 2nd suit it sell became necessary because of the

67
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mafafide conduct of ttre Respondents wherein they wanted to defeat
the purpose of the pending suit.

20. The Learned Judge failed

No.1 1 67l20}e has become

conduct of the Respondent

purpose of the pending suit.

to appreciate that the

necessary because of

wherein they wanted

filing of C.S.

the malafide

to defeat the

21' while dealing with the issue of locus standi the fearned judge failed

to note the difference between clause 6.1 of the Regufations for

Players, Team officiars, Managers, umpires and Administrators

dealing with betting and match fixing and craus e 6.2 dearing with

Administrators.

22' The Learned Judge ougnt to have rejected the argument of the 1,t

Respondent that Regulations are made to enable to Bccl to take

action against those indulging in match fixing and unethical acts

and these regulations cannnt be the basis for taking action against

the members of the Bccr. The Learned Judge faired to appreciate

that there are specific prrovisionr; relating to betting and match fixing
triz., crause 6.1 whereas crause 6.2 specificaily provides

regurations for administrators and the present suit is based on

Clause 6.2.

23' The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that BCCI is a society
registered tjnder the TN societies'Registration Act, 1g7s under rahich

societies can be established for the promotipn gf education, literature.

charities, sports etc. The office bearers of th$ soFly 
,pptr{pot be

,.. ' 1*J*
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allowerJ to have contmercial interest in the societies activities and

clause 6.2.4 of the Regulations has been included in the Regulations

to advance the saicj salutary principle and as a matter of public policy.

24. The Learned Judge erred in law in dismissing the applications on the

ground that the membership of the Bccl is on the basis of

institutional menrbersfiip and no individual has been made as its

member. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that state cricket

associations cannot be termed as institutional members. The

Learned Judge failed to appreciate that at any rate the said fact is pot

relevant for dec;ding the validity of the impugned a;"nendment to the

Regulations by a past President of the BCCI.

25. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that any amendment to

exclude IPL Twenty 20 matches from fhe purview of Regulation 6.2.4

will do violence to the intent of the said regulations framed in

furtherance of public policy that administrators cannot have direct or

indirect commercial interest in any of the events of BCCI. The

Learned Judge iailed to appreciate tnat by amending the Regulations

the BCCI a public body has only tried to protect the commercial

interest of the 2nd Respondent in lpl matches and sr:ch a move rs

opposed to public policy.

26. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the impugneo

amenoment has t'educed Regulation 6.2.4 to an absurdity since it has
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been proved that Twenty 20 matches are the most popular cricketing

event ever conducted raking in crcres of rupees as revenue to the

franchises and the BCCr and has the maximum viewership. The

learned judge failed to appreciate that as a matter of fact lpl lras

proved to be a shrewd combination of sports and business. The 2nd

Defendant himself in the interview emphasized the commercial

benefits which will accrue to India cements Lt,J. by getting selected

as a franchisee. Thus the commercial aspect of rwenty2O has been

clearly established.

ln para 8 of the counter of the BCCI it is stated that er separate

governing ccuncil has been constituted to take charge of the affairs of

the tournament. The Znd Respondent is a member of the Governing

Council. lt is alsc.r stated the reason for creating a separate

Governing council and organisation of the IPL was to capitalize on the

phenomenal popularity that the game's newest form (Twenty2o) has

internationalfy. Hence all the more reason that an Administrator

should not have any commercial interest in the lpl or champion

league Twenty 20.

27. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that that all acts of public

bodies should be informed by reason and that as held by the

Supreme Court in Netaji Cricket Association case BCCI being a public

body is expected to act only in furtherance of the game of cricket.

The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that there is no justifiable

reason was given in the Counter affidavit filed by the BCCI as to how
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the impugned amendment furthers the interest of the game of cricket.

on the other hand in para 1g of the counter it is staied that the

amendment was made so that the existing cause 6.2.4 would not be

misinter'preted to ntean sornething that would hinder the promotion of

cricket. How the un-amended 6.2,4 would hinder the promotion of

the game of cricket has not been explained.

28. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the intention to protect

the 2nd Respondent from getting disqualifiecJ is rvrit large in the

amendment to Clause 6.2.4. The power has been exercised to

protect the individual and not to promote the interest of gicket, lt is

a malafide and arbitrary exercise of power and abuse of the power of

amendment and the amendment is subject to Judicial Review

29. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the impugned

amendment has been introcluced in private interest of one individual

and suffers from the vice of malice in law:

30. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the entire exercise under

taken by the 1sr Respondent to amend the Reguration 6.2.4 is

motivated by fraudulent intention arid that fraud vitiates all

transactions.

31. lhe Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the 1't Respondent in

the Annual General Meeting conductecl on 27-09-2008 has

amended the Regulations and that curiously while the amendments

included Twenry 20 matches in the list of matches covered under the

tv
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Regulation and also in the Definition Clause, it sought to exclu"le the

IPL league and Twenty 20 matches from the purview of

REGULATION 6.2.4. Such exclusion is definitely not in the interest of

the game of cricket. The clause piohibiting an Administrator from

having a direct or indirect Commercial interest was introcjuced as a

matter of public policy and such a provision cannot be diluted ancJ

reduced to a dead letter.

32. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the impugned

amendment has been brought about in order to frustrate the suit

relating io disqualification of the 2nd Respondent pending decision in

C,S.No. 930 of 200E before this Hon'ble Court.

33. The Learned .Judge failed to appreciate that the amendment has

caused irreparable damage to principles of probity to be maintained

by public bodies and hence the impugned amendment ought to have

l,,een suspended and injunction ought to have been granted.

34. The Learned Juclge failed to appreciate that it is obvious that the 2nd

Respondent has used his enormous clout in BCCI to have the

amendment passecl unanimously in the AGM without even having the

subject included in the agenda. lt strikes at the root of fair play in

action. In the circumstance the learned judge erred in law in holding

that only the nrembers can question the amendment. When the 2nd

Resl:ondent is wieiding enormous influence over the members of the

1't Respondent it is inconceivable that any member would raise any
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objection to the amendment and challenge the same. The impugned

amendment has to be set aside in public interest.

35. The Learned Jurlge failed to appreciate that lnterim injunction ought

to have been granted restraining the znd Respondent from

functioning as office bearer of BCCI since the 2nd Respondent has

proved that he will ur;e his undue influence to promote his personal

interest, even going to the extent of amending regulations for the

avowed purpose of making pending suits infructuous and prevent his

disqualification. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the

seguence of events show that the 2nd Respondent will not act in the

interest of the game of cricket or the iPL tournaments but only in his

personal interest. Also the fact that the 1st Respondent was not

willing to take any action against the 2nd Respondent even after the

Appellant brought to its notice the disqualification suffered by the 2nd

Respondent on account of lrrdia Cements Ltd fraving been declared

as the franchisee for the Chennai team of IPL no action was taken

against the 2nd Responrlent by the Board shows the enormous clout

en.ioyed by the znd Respondent with the Board members and hence

that it is not in the interest of the game of cricket to allow the 2nd

Respondent to be an office bearer of the 1't Respondent.

36' The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that confidence of the pubtic

will be shaken if persons who use undue influence in public

bodies to bend the lilw to suit their private interest are allowed to holtj

influerrtial posts in public bodies,



37. The Learned Judge
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erred in law in holJing that the decisions cited

the App'ellant have no relevance to the case
:'

38' The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the decisions of the

Supreme Courl in Narayanadas Shreeram Somani Vs. Sangli Bank

Ltd. reported in AIR 1966 SC 170 and in the case of Seth Mohan L.al

and another V. Grain cnambers Ltd., Muzaffarnagar and others

reported in AIR 1968 sc z7z supports the case of the Appeilant

rather that the Respondents.

39' The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that when the general

body of the Bccl met on z7.og.zoog, the impugned amer d was

not specifically inch-rcled in its agenda and it has been surreptitiously

brought into the nteeting at the instance of the second Respondent.

40' The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that it is the stand of the BCCI

that inclia Cernents Limited sought clarification by letter dated

29'12'2007 as to whether the said company coulcj pariicipate in the

IPL auction since the 2nd Respondent who was the Managing Director

of the company was also the treasurer of the 1rt Respondent at that

relevant point of tirre and that the 1't Respondent by letter dated

05.01.2008 clarified that there was no embargo for the company to

participate in tlre auction. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate
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amend thethat if such a stand is correct there was no necessitrr io

Regulations as follows:

6.2.4: No Administrators shall have, directly or indirecily any

commercial interest in the matches or events conducted by the

Board excluding events like lpL or champions Leaque

Twenty20.

It is therefore apparent that the Respondents themselves were of the

opinion that Regulation 6,2.4 as it stood prior to the amendment

would disqualify the 2nd Respondent from being an office bearer of

the 1"t Defendant on account of his being'the Managing Director of

lndia cements Ltd. which became the franchisee of lpl chennai

te,am.

41. The Learned .ludge failed to appreciate that the 1't Respondent's

contention that only big corporates can participate in the auction of

teams is not the issue in this case. The Learned Judge failed to

appreciate that 2nd Respondent is disqualified to be office bearer in

view cf the fact that he is the MD of India Cements Ltd. lt is not the

case of the Appellant that India Cements Ltd. is disqualifi,:d from

being the frarrchisee. Befcre allowing India cements Ltd. to

participate the 2nd Respondent ought to have resigned as the MD of

lndia Cements Ltd. and sold his shares in India Cements Ltd. since

by allowing lndia Cements Ltd. to become the franchisee of the

Chennai team the 2nd Responclent has derived direct commercial
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interest in the events of the Bccr and thus violated the code of

conduct.

42. The Learned Judge nrisapplied the ratio of the decision of the

Supreme Court is in Dalpat Kumar and another Vs. Prahlad Singh

and others reported in (1992) 1 SCC 719 and the decision of this

Court in S. Krishnaswamy and others Vs. South lndia Film Chamber

of CommercA and others reported in AIR 1969 MADRAS 42 dealing

with the scope cf the power vested on a civil court for the grant of

injunction under crder 39 Rule 1 to the facts of this case while

considering the prinra facie case and as to when a balance of

convertience can set to arise and dismissing all the applications.

43. The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that in cases of violation of

code of conduct the question of balance of convenience does not

arise.

44, The Learned Judge failed to appreciate that the decisions of the

Supreme Court in Narayanadas Shreeram Somani Vs. Sangli Bank

Ltd. reported in AIR 1966 SC 170 and in the case of Seth Mohan Lal

and another V. Grain chambers Ltd., Muzaffarnagar and others

reported in AIR x968 sc 7'72 supports the case of the Appeilant

rather that the Respondents.

45. The Learned Judge erred in law in awarding costs of Rs.25,000/,

(Twenty Five Thousand only) as in terms of clause 6.2.3 of the Rules
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and Regulations of BCCI the Appellant is specifically provided with a

right to approach the court arid tne Appellant had filed the suit onty to

uphold probity in the activities cf BCCI as a matter of public policy and

to establish that the power of amendment has been abused by a

public body to protect the interest of an individual.

tJnder these circumstances it is prayed that this Hon'ble court

may be pleased to set aside the order and decreetal order dated

13.07.2a09 passed in Appln. No. 5740 of 2008 in c,s. No.1107t2oo|

and allow the Original Side Appeal and thus :ender justice.

Dated at Madras this the 22no day of July, 2009

Counsel for Appellant

I/IEMO OF VALUATION

Value of the Suit

Court fee paid

Value of the Application

Court Fee paid

Value of the OSA

Court fee paid

.'/''ili.;

Rs.10,00,100/=,i" l'

Rs,13,535/-

Incapable ,.ii

Rs.20i-

I
Incapabld

Rs.200/-

Dated at Madras this the 22nd day of July, 2009

COUNSEL FOR APPELLANT
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