
 

 

 

COMPLAINT CASE NO. 2 OF 2020 
 
 

08.11.2021    
[1] Complainant filed an application dated 08.11.2021 for 

allowing to place an envelope containing a draft agreement in the 

file of the present case. The content of the said draft agreement is 

reproduced hereunder: 
 

“AGREEMENT 
 

I, Thiyam Nirosh Kumar Singh s/o Th. Ningthemjao Singh of 

Singjamei Chingamakha Kshetri Leikai, (1
st

 Party) agree that 

“in the affidavit, the signature of mine has been done by 

Sarangthem Manihar (2
nd

 Party), not by me. If you say so, 20 

lakhs will be given.  

1
st

 Party 

Thiyam Nirosh Kumar Singh 

Singjamei, Imphal 
 

2
nd

 Party 

Sarangthem Manihar Singh 

Heirangoithong, Imphal” 
 

[2] Copies of the draft agreement are also furnished to the 

learned counsels appearing for the respondents. For fair proceeding 

of the present case, complainant is allowed to place the said 

envelope along with the draft agreement in the record of the present 

case.  
 

[3] Today, the complainant also filed an additional rejoinder 

affidavit in connection with the counter affidavit filed by the 

respondents before Lokayukta. We have perused the additional 

rejoinder affidavit filed by the complainant, on such perusal it 

appears that the present rejoinder is only a written argument to the 

points raised by the respondents in their counter affidavits, in such 

circumstances, the additional rejoinder affidavit is allowed to be filed 

with the condition that further filing of further affidavit in the midst of 

the proceeding of the present complaint will not be entertained save 

and except of some matter of utmost importance in the present 

case.  It is also further stated that the complainant would not be 

allowed to file any affidavit except in the circumstances mentioned 

above.  
 

[4] Mr. N. Jotendro Singh, learned Senior Counsel assisted by 

Mr. Syed Murtaza on behalf of Respondent Nos. 3,8,11 and 12, Mr. 

Y. Nimolchand, learned Senior Counsel assisted by Mr. U. Augusta 

on behalf of Respondent Nos. 5 and 6 and Mr. Sh. Poiriton Meitei, 

learned counsel on behalf of Respondent No. 2,4,7,9 and 10 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

submitted at bar that the respondents may be allowed to file reply, if 

any, in the form of written argument to the additional rejoinder 

affidavit filed by the complainant. It is also made clear that the 

respondents would not be allowed to file additional affidavit in the 

course of the proceeding of the present case save and except the 

written arguments mentioned above.  
 

[5] Submission of the complainant is completed and the 

respondents my made their submission on 12.11.2021.  
 

[6] List this case on 12.11.2021 for hearing. 

 
       Sd/-    Sd/- 
   MEMBER  CHAIRPERSON 
  
 


