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 REPORT

From

Dr. Ajay Kumar–II

District and Session Judge,

Shamli.

To,

Registrar (J)(Confidential)

Hon’ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad.

Subject: Submission of ‘Report’ in compliance of D.O. No. C.V./610/2021,
Dated 8th March 2021, D.O. No. C.V./662/2021, Dated 12th March 2021 &
D.O. No. C.V./743/2021, Dated 20th March 2021.

Madam, 

The undersigned, with great honour and respect, submits that a District

Judge  has  two fold  duties  i.e.  ‘judicial  duties’ and  ‘administrative  duties’.

While discharging duties on administrative side, being the head of the Office,

the  District  Judge  has  to  maintain  general  conduct,  discipline  and  has  to

ensure the compliance of the law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court

and the Hon’ble High Court as well as various circular letters (C.Ls) of the

Hon’ble High Court received from time to time, among all Judicial Officers.

While discharging administrative duties, it is one of the important functions

that  the judicial  discipline and propriety are  not  only maintained,  but  also

appear to be followed by all the Judicial Officers of the District. Therefore, in

order to maintain, observe and follow the judicial discipline by all the judicial

officers, a monthly meeting of judicial officers is held. The main object of

holding such meeting is to apprise, inform and guide the judicial officers to

follow the law laid down by the Hon’ble High Court and the Hon’ble Supreme

Court on a particular subject/matter and also to ensure the strict compliance of

-Sd-
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the  C.Ls  issued  by  the  Hon’ble  High  Court.  Apart  from that,  the  judicial

officers are guided and updated on various administrative, judicial and legal

issues. 

As  per  Rule  5  of  General  Rule  Civil,  the  District  Judge  has

administrative  control  over  all  Civil  Courts  within  the  local  limits  of  his

jurisdiction and  ‘General  Instructions’ issued by the Hon’ble High Court

vide  C.L.  No.  105 dated  20th September,  1972 casts  several  duties  on  the

District Judges including to keep a watch on the judicial and administrative

conduct of other judicial officers in the district and to advise the officers under

him to go through the earlier Circulars issued by the High Court and to act in

accordance  with  them.  It  is  also  the  duty  of  the  District  Judge  that  all

complaints against the judicial officers be reffered to Hon’ble Court and while

forwarding such complaints, the District Judge should give his comments also

and enquire into the complaint and take suitable action in the matter (G.L. No.

4/Xf-21 dated 4th March, 1952 read with C.L.  No. 83/Xf-21 dated 31st May,

1971). It is also mandatory for every judicial officer including District Judge

that every representation or complaint or request moved in writing to Hon’ble

Court or Hon’ble Administrative Judge must be sent through proper channel

only (C.L. No. 105 dated 20th September, 1972, C.L. No. C-2/DR(S) 95 dated

2nd January, 1995 and C.L. No. 40/J.R. (S)/2007: dated Alld. 17th September,

2007). Vide G.L. No. 12/VII-a-82 dated 2nd May, 1950 it is directed that that

whenever any Magistrate is called upon to give explanations as required by

the rules or by order of the High Court or the Sessions Judge, he/she has to

carry  out  the  orders  and  whatever  explanation  he/she  submit  should  be

properly worded and should not show either disrespect or discourtesy to any
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superior officer or court. Copies of C.L. No. 105 dated 20th September, 1972,

G.L. No. 4/Xf-21 dated 4th March, 1952 and C.L.  No. 83/Xf-21 dated 31st

May, 1971, C.L. No. C-2/DR(S) 95 dated 2nd January, 1995 with C.L. No.

40/J.R. (S)/2007: dated Alld. 17th September, 2007 and G.L. No. 12/VII-a-82

dated 2nd May, 1950 are annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-1, A-2  & A-3

respectively.

The principle of fairness and transparency are akin to have trust and

confidence in judicial system, if it is shaken, then it will result in deterioration

of  quality  of  work,  which  should  not  happen  and  appropriate  guidance  is

required to judicial officers. It is in this background that all judicial officers of

the  District  Court  are  apprised  and  guided  to  improve  their  academic

excellence and to update their knowledge of law and to inform them about the

day to day instructions on disposal, updation of correct data on NJDG etc. 

As a District Judge, the undersigned tried and made serious efforts to

bring to the notice of judicial officers the legal position and various C.Ls of

the Hon’ble High Court. The undersigned also tried to ensure that these C.Ls

are followed in the letter and spirit. The undersigned also conducted surprise

inspections,  in  compliance  of  the  C.Ls  of  the  Hon’ble  High  Court.  The

guidance and the instructions given by the undersigned were somehow not

liked by only a few officers, who are in the habit of working in a particular

manner, as per their own whims, by ignoring the mandate of law and the C.Ls

of the Hon’ble High Court. Sincere efforts were made by the undersigned to

guide those judicial officers to work strictly as per law. 

1. The  four  judicial  officers,  who  are  repeatedly  referred  by  the

complainant  officer  in  her  complaint,  have formed an informal  and illegal
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group/coterie,  as  is  evident  from the  contents  of  the  complaint  itself.  The

undersigned is extremely pained to inform this Hon’ble Court that the above

said four officers take undue liberty and have violated the settled cannons of

law, ethics, discipline, propriety and various C.Ls of Hon’ble High Court. It is

equally  painful  to  note  that  the  undersigned  wanted  to  ensure  the  strict

observance of the law by these judicial officers and even guided them with all

humility  and  politeness  at  his  command,  still  they  have  termed  it  as

“suffocating environment”. The undersigned in performance of administrative

duties assigned by Hon’ble High Court  advised them to go through the earlier

C.Ls of Hon’ble High Court and to act in accordance with law in compliance

to  C.L. No. 105 dated 20th September, 1972 ANNEXURE A-1.

2. Even  though  certain  illegalities  were  committed  by  the  complainant

officer earlier also, but one such grave illegality was brought to the notice of

undersigned by Smt. Lalita, Member of Juvenile Justice Board (J.J. Board), by

moving formal written complaint dated 06.02.2021. Thereafter, various other

illegalities/irregularities committed by the complainant officer also came to

the notice of the undersigned, which have been explained serial wise in the

later part of this report for the kind consideration of this Hon’ble Court. Sh.

Rajat  Verma Ld.  ADJ,  who is  the senior  most  Judicial  Officer  in  the said

informal  group, was expected legally  and morally  to guide the three other

officers, however, it is very sad to note that Sh. Rajat Verma also joined hands

with them and a narration of false facts was prepared, which culminated in the

presentation of the present complaint by Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge.

The above submissions by the undersigned find support from the fact that in

the present complaint, Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge has repeatedly made

-Sd-
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reference of three other judicial officers, their alleged meetings in the chamber

of Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, their repeated illegal exchange of confidential

demi official  letters  and other  illegalities  committed by them. Still  further,

none  of  the  above  three  judicial  officers  ever  made  any  complaint  to  the

undersigned  and if  at  all,  had  any other  judicial  officer  any  grouse  either

against the undersigned or any other officer in the institution, they were at

liberty to move their own independent complaints. These judicial officers in

order to hide their in-capabilities, inadequacies, shortcomings, mistakes, in-

capacities and judicial impropriety, formed an illegal informal group/coterie.

Thus, it is apparent that all  four judicial officers joined hands to make the

present  complaint  and  made  submissions,  which  are  not  only  factually

incorrect and misleading; rather, are also contrary to the judicial record and

administrative record, which has been appended with the present report. 

3. It is submitted that even though the complaint has been made by Ms

Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge;  still,  she has repeatedly referred to  various

instances relating to three other judicial officers namely Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld.

ADJ, Ms Ruchi Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge Sr. Div., Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld. Civil

Judge  Jr.  Div.  (F.T.C.).  The  undersigned  has  always  acted  fairly  and

impartially in guiding the fellow judicial officers and demi official letters are

issued to almost every judicial officer in the district. Most of the times the

demi official letters are issued with the sole objective that the law laid down

by  the  Hon’ble  Higher  Courts  are  strictly  complied  and  even  while

discharging the judicial and administrative duties, the various C.Ls issued by

this Hon’ble Court should also be taken into consideration. However, since the

complainant has referred to four judicial officers only, so letters issued to other
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judicial officers are not referred to in the present report for the sake of the

brevity of the report. It also requires mention that after issuance of DO letters

by the undersigned, most of the judicial officers have improved their working.

Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ & Ms Ruchi Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge Sr. Div. have

been transferred to Varanasi and Mathura respectively and Ms Mukta Tyagi,

Ld. Civil Judge Jr. Div. on her promotion to Civil Judge Sr. Div. Cadre has

been transferred to Agra. The undersigned humbly submits a brief account of

number  of  illegalities  and  irregularities  committed  by  the  above  said  four

judicial officers referred in the complaint (while being posted at Shamli) as

follows:-

(1.)  MS MUKTA TYAGI,  LD.  CIVIL JUDGE (JR. DIVN.),  SHAMLI,

COMPLAINANT OFFICER:-

(A.) Serious judicial misconduct by Ms Mukta Tyagi Ld. Civil Judge by

illegal conduct of proceedings of J.J. Board from her regular Court Room

and simultaneous conduct of J.J. Board proceedings with regular Court

proceedings:-

(i) Smt. Lalita, member J.J. Board moved a formal complaint dated

06.02.2021 and made specific allegations that Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld.

Principal  Magistrate  was  working  from  her  regular  Court  room,

rather than the designated place for J.J.  Board under the law and

when she orally informed the undersigned in the quarterly meeting

dated 21.12.2020 in this regard, Ms Mukta Tyagi got angry with her

and started harassing her, even she was humiliated by using caste
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related  derogatory  words  and  was  also  threatened.  Copy  of  the

complaint made by Ms Lalita, Ld. Member, J.J. Board, Shamli dated

06.02.2021  in  this  regard  has  been  annexed  herewith  as

ANNEXURE A-4. 

(ii) The  delegation  of  the  office  bearers  of  Bar  Association,  Kairana

personally met the undersigned and submitted a representation dated

03.03.2021 which is annexed herewith as  ANNEXURE A-5. They

requested the undersigned to take action on the complaint (Annexure

A-1) submitted by Smt. Lalita. Apart from that, the Bar Association

also forwarded a copy of the complaint dated 24.02.2021 submitted

by Sh. Ishwar Chand Jatav Advocate (husband of Smt. Lalita) and

other Advocates of the Bar to the Bar Association and copy of the

said complaint has been annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-6.  

(iii) The  undersigned  is  reproducing  section  7  of  the  Juvenile  Justice

(Care and Protection of Children) Act, 2015 for the kind perusal of

this Hon’ble Court:-

“7. Procedure in relation to Board.

(1) The Board shall meet at such times and shall observe such

rules in regard to the transaction of business at its meetings, as

may  be  prescribed  and  shall  ensure  that  all  procedures  are

child friendly and that the venue is not intimidating to the child

and does not resemble as regular Courts.

(2) A child in conflict with law may be produced before an indi-

vidual member of the Board, when the Board is not in sitting..

(3) A Board may act notwithstanding the absence of any member

of the Board, and no order passed by the Board shall be invalid
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by the  reason only  of  the absence  of  any member during any

stage of proceedings:

Provided that there shall be at-least two members including the

Principal Magistrate present at the time of final disposal of the

case or in making an order under sub-section (3) of section 18.

(4) In the event of any difference of opinion among the members

of the Board in the interim or final disposal, the opinion of the

majority shall prevail, but where there is no such majority, the

opinion of the Principal Magistrate, shall prevail”.

The undersigned is reproducing relevant extract of Rule 6 of the

Juvenile  Justice  (Care and Projection of  Children)  Model  Rules,

2016 for the kind perusal of this Hon’ble Court:-

6. Sittings of the Board. - (1) The Board shall hold its sittings in

the premises of an observation home or at a place in proximity to

the observation home or, at a suitable premise in any Child Care

Institution meant for children in conflict with law run under the

Act,  and  in  no  circumstances  shall  the  Board  operate  from

within any Court or jail premises.

(2) The Board shall ensure that no person(s) un-connected with

the  case  remains  present  in  the  room  when  the  case  is  in

progress.

(3) The Board shall ensure that only those person(s), in the pres-

ence of whom the child feels comfortable, are allowed to remain

present during the sitting.

(4) The Board shall hold its sittings in a child-friendly premises

which shall not look like a Court room in any manner and the

sitting arrangement should be such to enable the Board to inter-

act with the child face to face.

(5)  While  communicating  with  the  child,  the  Board  shall  use

child friendly techniques through its conduct and shall adopt a

child friendly attitude with regard to body language, facial ex-
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pression, eye contact, intonation and volume of voice while ad-

dressing the child.

(6) The Board shall not sit on a raised platform and there shall

be no barriers, such as witness boxes or bars between the Board

and the child.

(7) The Board shall sit on all working days for a minimum of six

hours  commensurate  with  the  working  hours  of  a  Magistrate

Court, unless the case pendency is less in a particular district

and the State Government issues an order in this regard, or the

State  Government  may,  by  notification  in  the  Official  Gazette

constitute  more  than  one  Board  in  a  district  after  giving  due

consideration to the pendency of the cases, area or terrain of the

district, population density or any other consideration.

8. XXX

9. XXX

10.XXX”

(iv) It is humbly submitted that the above said provisions are mandatory

in nature and are to be strictly complied with. Any deviation from

the  aforesaid  provisions  not  only  vitiates  the  entire  proceedings

against  the  juvenile,  but  also  defeats  the  object,  for  which  the

enactment was made. It is humbly submitted that Ms Mukta Tyagi

not only violated the mandatory provisions of law, but also has made

false submissions to mislead this Hon’ble Court and to malign the

undersigned. It is humbly submitted that several proceedings relating

to several juvenile were conducted from regular Court room by Ms

Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Principal Magistrate, J.J. Board during the period

from 09.11.2020 till 23.12.2020 and now several juveniles, involved

in serious offences may take undue advantage of such illegalities /

irregularities. This raised a serious concern and question mark with
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regard to the judicial proceedings conducted by Ms Mukta Tyagi in

her  capacity  as  Principal  Magistrate,  Juvenile  Justice  Board,  in

complete disregard to the mandate of law. 

(v) As per section 7 of the above Act and Rule 6 of above Model Rules,

the J.J. Board was to conduct proceedings from a designated place

for the said purpose and not to use regular Court rooms or raised

platforms. Apart from that it was also laid by the statute that Board

was  to  sit  on  all  working  days  for  a  minimum  of  six  hours

commensurate with the working hours of the Magistrate Court from

such  special  place,  which  can  never  be  a  regular  Court  in  any

eventuality. It requires mention that Ms Mukta Tyagi was bound to

perform  the  duties  of  the  Principal  Magisrate,  J.J.  Board  from

09.11.2020  till  23.12.2020  from  such  designated  place  on  every

Thursday and Friday. The “Daily Sitting Report” of Ms Mukta Tyagi

from  01.11.2020  to  24.12.2020  has  been  annexed  herewith  as

ANNEXURE A-7, which clearly proves that on every Thursday and

Friday, Ms Mukta Tyagi was holding regular Court from her regular

Court room and she performed judicial duties from the dias of the

regular  Court  room  and  even  simultaneously  conducted  the

proceedings  of  J.J.  Board  from  her  regular  Court’s  dias  i.e.

raised  platform  and  this  illegal  function  of  J.J.  Board  might

vitiate the proceedings held against juvenile offenders on those

days. 

(vi) Still further, this illegality was pointed out to the complainant officer

Ms Mukta Tyagi by the undersigned in the quarterly meeting held on
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21.12.2020 and she assured to correct the same. There was no protest

of any kind by her as falsely alleged in the complaint. Even she held

the proceedings of juvenile Board from the designated place firstly

on 24.12.2020, which clearly shows that she had complied with the

directions  of  the  undersigned  dated  21.12.2020,  which  is  evident

from her ‘Daily Sitting’ i.e. ANNEXURE A-7 .

(vii) As  per  the  mandatory  provisions  of  the  above  Model  Rules,  the

Board has to sit on all working days for a minimum of six hours of a

Magistrate Court.  On Thursday and Friday,  Ms Mukta Tyagi,  Ld.

Principal Magistrate, J.J. Board, was bound to hold the proceedings

for  atleast  six  hours  i.e.  from  10:30  a.m.  till  04:30  p.m.  which

includes lunch time of half an hour. The undersigned is annexing the

report  of  the Incharge  Administrative  Officer  of  the Judgeship as

ANNEXURE A-8, to show that even on Thursday and Friday after

24.12.2020, Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Principal Magistrate, J.J.  Board

was not only conducting the Court proceedings of J.J.  Board, but

was also holding her regular Court and performing judicial work. It

also requires mention that neither proceedings of J.J. Board can be

conducted from regular Court room nor proceedings of regular Court

can be conducted from the place designated for J.J. Board. 

(viii) Sh.  Mumtaz  Ali  the  senior-most  Additional  District  Judge  has

enquired  in  depth  the  complaint  of  Smt.  Lalita  by  recording  the

statement on oath of several Ld. Advocates and submitted his report,

copy  of  which  is  annexed  herewith  as  ANNEXURE  A-9,  being

forming part of this report also. Sh. Mumtaz Ali Additional Sessions
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Judge/ Special Judge (POCSO) has  found that the proceedings of

J.J. Board have been illegaly conducted upto December, 2020 from

the regular Court rooms of Civil Judge Sr. Div. Kairana and Civil

Judge Jr. Div. Shamli.

(ix) That the above submissions clearly established on record that

Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Principal Magistrate, J.J. Board not only

violated the mandatory provisions of the Juvenile Act and Rules,

but also flouted the directions of the undersigned, which were

conveyed to her in the quarterly meeting dated 21.12.2020. 

(x) This highlights the gross judicial misconduct on the part of Ms

Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Principal  Magistrate,  J.J.  Board-cum-Ld.

Civil  Judge,  as  she  failed  to  comply  with  the  law,  inspite  of

bringing  the  same  to  her  notice  specifically.  The  present

complaint  is  also  a  well  calculated  attempt  to  prevent  the

undersigned  to  investigate  and  report  the  complaint  of  Smt.

Lalita  in  discharge of  administrative  duties  as  District  Judge,

which is  also  a  serious misconduct  on the  part  of  Ms Mukta

Tyagi Ld. Civil Judge.

(xi) Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  not  only  violated  the  law  and  the  specific

instructions by the undersigned, but also made false averments

in her complaint in question even before Hon’ble High Court. At

page 5 of her complaint, she falsely stated that the undersigned was

annoyed with her and therefore a meeting was called by undersigned

on 21.12.2020. In fact, a wrong impression was given in this regard

as the meeting dated 21.12.2020 was convened by Ms Mukta Tyagi
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herself vide her letter dated 16.12.2020, copy of which is annexed

herewith as ANNEXURE A-10. The undersigned was present in the

said meeting, in his capacity as the District Judge, where, Smt. Lalita

brought  the  illegality  to  the  notice  of  the  undersigned.  The

undersigned immediately requested Ms Mukta Tyagi to correct the

same. It has been falsely stated that Ms Mukta Tyagi objected to the

same. In fact, from  ANNEXURE A-7, A-8 and A-,9 it is evident

that the proceeding of J.J. Board were being conducted from regular

Court room by Ms Mukta Tyagi, Principal Magistrate, J.J. Board and

there was no question of  any protest  by her.  Even she  submitted

reply  dated  06.02.2021  to  the  complaint  made  by  Smt.  Lalita,

Member J.J.  Board and there is no reference of  any such alleged

protest  in the said reply submitted by Ms Mukta Tayagi,  copy of

which is annexed herewith as  ANNEXURE A-11. Thus, this entire

false story has been coined at a later stage ubder consultation with

Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ, just to mislead this Hon’ble Court. The

averments made at page 5 and 6 of the complaint in this regard are

completely false. 

(B.) Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  has  made  completely  false  submission  in  the

complaint before Hon’ble High Court that no written complaint has been

received against her in three years of her posting at Shamli. 

I humbly draw the attention of Hon’ble Court on the last line of para no.

6 of  the aforesaid complaint,  whereby it  has been alleged that  there  is  no

written  complaint  till  now since  3  years  of  posting  in  Shamli  of  above  4
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judicial officer including me. The said submission is patently false as per the

knowledge  of  the  undersigned.  A complaint  D.O.  no.  C.V.  528/2019  was

received in the Shamli judgeship on 25th  April, 2019 along-with complaint of

one  Sh.  Mehboob  against  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge-cum-Judicial

Magistrate, Shamli and Ms Ruchi Tiwari, the then Ld. Civil Judge (Jr. Divn.)

cum Judicial Magistrate. It also requires mention that Sh. Anoop Kumar Goel

was the regular District Judge at the relevant time on 10.05.2019 and he was

on official visit to Hon’ble High Court on 10.05.2019, who has just joined on

07.05.2019. Surprisingly, Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. Additional District Judge in his

capacity of merely as Incharge, District Judge illegally and in an unauthorised

manner disposed off the said complaint on 10.05.2019. Even the complainant

was not called at the time of the disposal of the said complaint on 10.05.2019

and the comments of  the second judicial  officer i.e.  Ms Ruchi Tiwari,  Ld.

Civil Judge were not even called and it was done in a undue haste, so that the

then Ld. District Judge may not come to know about it and both the officers be

favored by him. The copy of letter dated 10.05.2019 submitted by Sh. Rajat

Verma,  Ld.  ADJ,  completely  exonerating  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  and  Ms  Ruchi

Tiwari  has  been  annexed  herewith  as  ANNEXURE  A-12.  The  copy  of

complaint  alongwith  copy  of  D.O.  no.  C.V.  528/2019  has  been  annexed

herewith as  ANNEXURE A-13 and   copy of reply of Ms Mukta Tyagi has

been annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-14. Therefore, it is crystal clear

that  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  Ld.  Civil  Judge  has  knowingly  made  a  false

submission even before Hon’ble High Court, which is a misconduct on

her part.

-Sd-



15

(C.) Gross Illegalities committed by Ms Mukta Tyagi Ld. Civil Judge /

Judicial  Magistrate  while  recording  the  statements  under  Section  164

Cr.PC:- 

(i)  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Judicial  Magistrate,  also  overlooked  the

mandatory provisions of section 164 Cr.PC and the law laid down by

this  Hon’ble  Court  and  the  Hon’ble  Supreme  Court  for  prompt

recording of the statements under s. 164 Cr.P.C. While recording the

statements under section 164 Cr.PC, a Ld. Judicial Magistrate has to

record any confession or statement made to him in the course of any

investigation, without any delay, so that the sanctity and purity of the

statement may be maintained. The copies of CD No. 3, 4 and 5 of

case crime no.  338/2020 under  s.  376 I.P.C.  P.S.  Kandhla in  this

regard  have  been  annexed  herewith  as  ANNEXURE  A-15  TO

ANNEXURE  A-17,  respectively,  which  clearly  shows  that  Ms

Mukta Tyagi clearly violated the law. On 22.06.2020, a rape  victim

was produced in the Court of Ms Mukta Tyagi, but she refused to

record the statement on the said day and asked the police to produce

the victim after 30th June i.e. after 8 days. It is humbly submitted that

the statement under section 164 Cr.PC of a rape victim has to be

recorded  at  the  earliest,  otherwise  it  may  give  undue  benefit  to

accused. 

(ii) It is humbly submitted that in one more case, CD No. 3, 4 and 5 of

case crime no. 172/2020 under s.  363, 366, 506 I.P.C. P.S. Thana

Bhawan,  have  been annexed herewith  as  ANNEXURE A-18 TO

ANNEXURE A-20. This also clearly shows that the statement of a
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victim girl was not recorded under section 164 Cr.PC at the earliest

possible opportunity in violation of section 164 Cr.PC. It is humbly

submitted that such delay not only adversely affect the process of

investigation, but also give undue advantage to an accused, who is

charged with heinous offences like rape,  kidnapping etc.  The late

recording  of  164  Cr.PC  statements  of  victims  rather  pollute  the

process  of  law  and  raises  serious  question  marks  with  regard  to

functioning of a judicial officer. 

(D.) Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Judicial Magistrate has taken cognizance of

the charge-sheet filed under the provisions of the Scheduled Caste and

Schedules Tribes (Prevention of Atrocities) Act, 1989 (as amended up to

date) in case Crime No. 151/2019, P.S. Kandhla on 10.07.2019.

The undersigned humbly submits that a Judicial Magistrate can never

take  cognizance  of  a  complaint/FIR  under  the  amended  provisions  of  the

SC/ST Act.  Even the undersigned had issued a DO dated 06.02.2021 to Ms

Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Judicial Magistrate in this regard and copy of the same has

been annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-21.  Ms Mukta Tyagi submitted a

reply dated 15.02.2021 to the said DO letter and copy of the same has been

annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-22. She herself admitted the irregularity

(in fact it is illegality) and tendered an apology for the same. The said order

has been set aside in Criminal Revision No. 09 /2021 and copy of order passed

by Revisional Court is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-23.

(E.) Irregularly/illegaly moving entries of fine register of one Court to
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fine register of another Court without any order of Competent Authority

by  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  Ld.  Civil  Judge  and  therby  committed  financial

irregularity. 

Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Judicial Magistrate has irregularly and illegally moved

the entries of fine register of the Court of Munsif Kairana to the Court of Civil

Judge Jr. Division Shamli and therby a gross financial irregularity is done by

her, which is recorded in annual inspection note of the Court of Civil Judge Jr.

Division  Shamli  cum  Judicial  Magistrate  and  a  copy  of  relevant  page  of

annual inspection note is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-24, which goes

on to show that she has no respect for the due procedure and she is in the habit

of  working as  per  her  wishes.  Ms Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge has  also

irregularly and illegally moved the fine register entries as well as ‘Repayment

Applications’ entries of the Court of  Munsif  Kairana to the Court  of  Civil

Judge  Jr.  Division  Shamli,  which  have  been  duly  recorded  in  the  annual

inspection note of Munsif Kairana / Civil Judge Jr. Div. Kairana and a copy of

relevant pages of annual inspection note is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE

A-25.

(F.) Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Judicial Magistrate, failed to follow CL No.

39/2002 dated 26.11.2002, which has been annexed herewith as ANNEXURE

A-26, whereby, all judicial officers are directed to ensure strict compliance of

the directions of the Hon’ble Supreme Court passed in Sunder Bhai Ambalal

Desai Vs. State of Gujrat, AIR 2003, SC 639, which was circulated amongst

all judicial officers of the State of UP. The undersigned issued a demi official

letter dated 23.02.2021 to Ms Mukta Tyagi and copy of the same has been
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annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-27. 

(i)  Again,  it  is  submitted  that  in  the present  complaint,  Ms Mukta

Tyagi has twisted the facts illegally. In fact, she had overlooked the

law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the matter of Sunder

Bhai  Ambalal  Desai  (supra)  while  disposing  of  an  application  of

release of vehicle in case crime no. 146/2020 under sections 307, 323,

504, 506 and 34 IPC, P.S. Garhi Pukhta. In the present complaint, she

falsely stated that she had disposed the said application in view of law

laid  down  by  the  Hon’ble  Supreme  Court  in  the  matter  of  Ram

Parkash  Vs.  State  of  Haryana,  AIR  1978  Supreme  Court  1282.

However, in the same breath, she admitted that she has not mentioned

the said ruling in her order as this was a well-known law.  

(ii)  Again, it is humbly submitted that the complainant officer is again

referring to a wrong judicial practice. Whenever, any judicial officer is

relying  upon  any  judgment  passed  by  any  Higher  Court  and  also

decides the factual controversy in the light of the said judgment, she is

bound to mention the citation as well  as the ratio of  the judgment

passed  by  the  said  Higher  Court.  Secondly,  reference  of  the  said

judgment  in  her  complaint,  even without  referring the same in her

judicial  order,  is  again  most  misleading  and  the  allegations  are

motivated.

(iii) Criminal Revision No. 10/2021 was filed in the Sessions Court

against  the rejection of  the vehicle  release order  in case crime no.

146/2020 P.S. Garipukhta under section 307, 323, 504, 506, 34 I.PC.,

whereby  the  fact  of  not  following  C.L.  No.  39/2002  Dated:  26th
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November 2002 came to the knowledge of the undersigned, whereby

all the judicial officers are directed to ensure strict compliance of the

directions of Hon’ble Supreme Court passed in Sunder Bhai Ambalal

Desai Vs. State of Gujrat A.I.R. 2003 S.C. 638. If an officer is not

following  the  circular  letter  of  the  Hon'ble  high  Court  and  the

directions issued by the Hon'ble Supreme Court on judicial side, it is

at-least  expected  from such  officer  to  give  reasons  for  this,  while

passing the said order.  Non mentioning of  the reasons in the order

while not following the C.L. as well as directions of Supreme Court,

clearly shows that officer on the date of passing such order was not

aware of any other law, otherwise he or she could have mentioned the

same in the order. It is the administrative duty of the District Judge to

ensure  the  compliance  of  the Circular  Letters  of  the  Hon'ble  High

Court  and  directions  of  the  Hon'ble  Supreme  Court.  ‘General

Instructions’ issued by the  Hon’ble  High Court  vide  C.L.  No.  105

dated 20th September, 1972 casts specific duty on the District Judge to

keep a watch on the judicial conduct of other judicial officers in the

district and to advise the officers under him to go through the earlier

Circulars issued by the High Court and to act in accordance with them

and the performance of administrative duty of the District Judge of

bringing to the knowledge of Judicial Officers the C.L.s of Hon’ble

High Court has been  misleadingly termed as interference in judicial

work  by  the  present  motivated  complaint,  which  is  a  serious

misconduct on the part of the complainant officer. The complainant

officer was fully aware that a criminal revision was pending against
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the said impugned order on the date of moving the present complaint

and  the  present  complaint  was  in-fact  moved  to  terrorize  the

administrative head so that the said Criminal Revision No. 10/2021 be

dismissed and impugned illegal order be upheld. Actually the present

complaint  was  a  calculated  attempt  in  consultation  with  Sh.  Rajat

Verma Ld. ADJ  to interfere in the judicial work of Sessions Judge in

pending Criminal Revision No. 10/2021. The said Criminal Revision

No. 10/2021 has been allowed vide order dated 17.03.2021 by setting

aside the impugned order and the copy of same is annexed herewith as

ANNEXURE A-28.

(G.) Ms Mukta Tyagi Ld. Judicial Magistrate released 850 boxes of illicit

liquor, whereas only 700 boxes were recovered by the police. Still further,

one FIR No. 733 dated 12.10.2018 under sections 60, 63, 72 of the UP Excise

Act was registered in Police Station Jinjhana (Shamli) against certain persons

and a truck along with 700 boxes of illicit liquor were taken into possession by

the police. Copy of the said FIR has been annexed herewith as ANNEXURE

A-29.  On a  superdari  application by the accused in  the said case  for  the

release of 850 boxes of liquor , the Court of Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Judicial

Magistrate, vide order dated 31.10.2018 released 850 boxes of illicit liquor.

Still further, even the superdari application was allowed by ignoring the fact

that  the  confiscation  proceedings  with  regard  to  illicit  liquor  were  still

pending. It also requires mention that later-on some additions were made in

this order. The truck was also released later-on vide another separate order.

Copy of the said order dated 31.10.2018 of releasing liquor boxes is annexed

-Sd-



21

herewith  as  ANNEXURE A-30. The  aforesaid  two instances  came  to  the

notice  of  the  undersigned,  while  hearing  criminal  revision  petition  against

order passed by Ms Mukta Tyagi, the then Ld. Judicial Magistrate. Releasing

vehicle  and liquor  even when confiscation  proceedings  were  pending in  a

criminal case and not releasing vehicle in another criminal case, where even

there was no pending confiscation proceeding, clearly shows the contradictory

approach of the complainant officer, which is against all established judicial

norms.

(H.) Ms  Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge  committed  breach  of

confidentiality of DO letters. 

It is humbly submitted that DO letters are issued by the undersigned in

discharge of  administrative duties  to  various judicial  officers  posted in  the

District, only with a view to guide and educate them with regard to the law

laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court, Hon’ble High Court and to draw

their attention towards various C.Ls issued by the Hon’ble High Court and to

ensure that the entire judicial machinery at district level functions as per law.

Demi official letters addressed by one one officer by name to another officer

by name are written in official confidence and are used in cases of extreme

secrecy, where it is considered necessary in cases of importance for inviting

the personnel attention of the officer concerned.  These DO letters are most

confidential  and  no  judicial  officer  is  supposed  to  share  it  with  anyone.

Sometimes  DO letters  are  also  issued  for  appreciation  also.  However,  the

contents  of  the  complaint  filed  by  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  and  the  annexures

appended to the complaint clearly established that all the four judicial officers
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were in the knowledge of DO letters issued to each other and had shared the

information  with  each  other.  Consequently,  the  complainant  officer  has

committed the breach of confidentiality of the DO letters. 

(I.) Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge, is not punctual of sitting on dias.

The undersigned conducted surprise inspection in compliance of various

CLs of the Hon’ble High Court on 24.02.2021 and the complainant judicial

officer was not found sitting on the dias. The surprise inspection notes have

been  circulated  amongst  all  the  judicial  officers.  It  appears  that  annual

assessment year was closing and therefore,  the present  complaint has been

moved  with  some  ulterior  motive.  The  copy  of  inspection  note  dated

24.02.2021 is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-31. 

(J.) Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge is in the habit of illegally using

unauthorized copies of Court record, which is a serious misconduct. 

Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge, is a judicial officer with fairly long

experience of four years. Along with the present complaint, Ms Mukta Tyagi

had submitted unauthorized copies of Court record in the shape of annexures

to the complaint. It is humbly submitted that no judicial officer is empowered

to use unauthorised copies anywhere and there is a due procedure established

by law for obtaining the certified copies which can never be bypassed. It is

also humbly submitted that Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge is in the habit of

getting unauthorized copies of  Court  record and illegally uses the same in

official communication, which can be verified from records and this fact is

also  evident  from  the  present  complaint  also,  wherein  several  illegal  and
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unauthorized copies of Court record are being used by the complainant officer.

(K.) Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge, has falsely stated that the DO

letters have been issued by the undersigned without any basis. 

In the complaint, Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge has falsely stated

that the DO letters have been issued by the undersigned without any basis and

it has let to “suffocating environment for the complainant judicial officer and

three other judicial officers” It is reiterated that DO Letters were issued by the

undersigned not only to the aforesaid four judicial officers, but also to almost

every judicial officer in Sessions Division, Shamli. In compliance of the said

DO  Letters,  most  of  the  judicial  officers  have  reported  improvements  of

judicial and administrative functions and their performance. It is bounden duty

of the undersigned to guide the Junior Judicial Officers by issuing DO letters

as well as making oral suggestions to them from time to time. Brief account of

DO letters  issued  to  Ms Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge  as  narrated  above,

would clearly establish that DO letters were issued by the undersigned to her,

either  in  those  cases  where  there  was  serious  breach  of  law and  she  had

deviated  from the correct  judicial  path or  in  the complaint  of  Smt.  Lalita.

Demi Officials Letters are being issued by District Judges or other officers in

performance of administrative duties for various reasons and the complainant

officer has challenged the administrative duties of the District Judge, which is

a misconduct on her part.

(L.) Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  has  levelled  serious,  baseless  and  unfounded

allegations against Sh. Raj Mangal Yadav, Ld. CJM, and the undersigned
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without mentioning any specific instances and this constitutes a serious

misconduct on her part.

She went  on saying that  the  Ld.  CJM was seeking favour  from her

illegally  in  judicial  orders,  without  even  referring  to  any  specific

case/instance. This was never brought to the notice of the undersigned or any

previous District Judge, who was heading the Sessions Division at Shamli.

Leveling of such allegations without any basis is wrong. It has been alleged

that the Ld. CJM released the vehicle to a dead man without even referring to

the  name  of  the  dead  person  or  the  case  number.  She  clearly  stated  that

undersigned had interfered in her judicial work in case crime no. 146/2020,

police station Garhi Puktha. In fact, the illegalities committed by Ms Mukta

Tyagi came to the notice of the undersigned, while hearing ‘Criminal Revision

No. 10/2021’ in the said case and the undersigned had set  aside the order

passed by Ms Mukta Tyagi by passing a detailed and reasoned judgment as a

Revisional  Court.   Setting aside of  an order  passed by a  Civil  Judge cum

Judicial Magistrate by the Court of District and Sessions Judge as Revisional

Court can never be termed as interference in judicial work. Still further, when

the undersigned came to know about the illegality committed by Ms Mukta

Tyagi  while  hearing  criminal  revision,  the  DO  letter  was  issued  to  her

(ANNEXURE A-27), as she had overlooked circular letter of Hon’ble High

Court  as well as judgment passed by the Hon’ble Supreme Court.  Making

serious,  baseless  and  unfounded  allegations  even  without  confirming  the

records against revisional court and senior officers is a serious misconduct on

the part of the complainant officer.
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(M.) Ms Mukta Tyagi in her complaint has levelled a false and baseless

allegation  that  Sh.  Raj  Mangal  Singh  Yadav,  Ld.  CJM persuades  the

undersigned to give demi official letters to four judicial officer and also to

insult them publicly.

The undersigned has issued various DO letters to Ms Mukta Tyagi and

almost every judicial officer in Sessions Division, Shamli. A brief account of

DO letters issued to Ms Mukta Tyagi is already given above, which clearly

shows that the same were issued while discharging the administrative duties of

District  Judge  as  assigned  by  Hon’ble  High  Court,  as  per  law.  The

complainant officer has leveled false and baseless allegation in this respect

that  Sh. Raj Mangal Singh Yadav, Ld. CJM persuades the undersigned to give

demi official letters to four judicial officer and also to insult them publicly,

which  prima  facie  seems  that  the  complainant  officer  has  some  type  of

personnel grudge against the then C.J.M. Sh. Raj Mangal Yadav, who was her

senior officer.

(N.) Ms  Mukta  Tyagi,  Ms  Ruchi  Tiwari  and  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  have

involved in serious judicial indiscipline as well as harassment of a junior-

most trainee officer on caste lines. 

Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  made  a  complaint  against  Sh.  Arun  Singh  newly

recruited junior most judicial officer (the then under trainee) on 29.06.2020

after  herself  making viral  the alleged chat  on Whattsapp.  Sh.  Rajat  Verma

Incharge,  District  Judge on 01.07.2020 called  for  the  comments  of  officer

concerned i.e. Sh. Arun Singh on the complaint of the complainant officer. A

discrete  inquiry  was  ordered by the  undersigned  and during the  course  of

-Sd-



26

inquiry,  Sh. Arun Singh made a statement in writing that he was being

harassed by Ms Mukta Tyagi and Ms Ruchi Tiwari, on the instructions of

Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ. Even certain uncomfortable questions were

put to him relating to his caste by Sh. Rajat Verma, Ms Mukta Tyagi and

Ms Ruchi Tiwari. The undersigned got prepared a report and has submitted

the  same  to  the  Hon’ble  High  Court  vide  letter  no.  93/AO-2021  dated

09.03.2021.  Copy of  the  said report  is  annexed herewith as  ANNEXURE

A-32. Ms Mukta Tyagi being senior officer to Sh. Arun Singh Trainee Officer,

was, therefore, at-least expected to guide him, but instead choose to make a

formal  complaint  against  the  junior-most  trainee  officer,  who  was  getting

training even under her. During the course of enquiry, it was revealed that Ms

Mukta Tyagi has herself made viral the alleged chat on Whattsapp before

making the formal complaint.  The complainant officer has made complaint

against a class III employ, a junior-most trainee officer and now even against

her Chief Judicial Magistrate.

(O.) Formation  of  an  illegal  informal  group/coterie against  judicial

discipline. 

Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  has  herself  repeatedly  referred  to  the  holding  of

meetings in the chamber of Sh. Rajat Verma, where, even Ms Anu Tomar, Ld.

APO  was  illegally  summoned  and  was  reprimanded.  In  case,  Ms  Sudha

Sharma wanted to talk to Ms Anu Tomar, Ld. APO, she could have discussed

the said matter in her Court itself. However, Sh. Rajat Verma and three other

judicial officers, who are all staying in official accommodations within Court

campus,  have formed an informal group for  the obvious reasons,  which is
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against the judicial discipline. 

  

(2.)  SH. RAJAT VERMA  LD. ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE :-

(A.) Gross misuse of power by illegally and unauthorisedly calling for

the comments even when Sh. Rajat Verma was on summer recess on the

complaint of the complainant officer. 

(i) On 30.06.2020, Sh. Subodh Singh was the In-charge District Judge. On the

said day, Sh. Rajat Verma was on summer recess. On 30.06.2020 itself, Ms

Mukta  Tyagi  was  working  as  Incharge,  CJM,  Shamli.  It  appears  that  on

01.07.2020,  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  made  a  complaint  against  Dinesh  Kumar

stenographer to the Ld. District Judge, Shamli, however, on 01.07.2020, Sh.

Raj Mangal Yadav had joined as CJM, Shamli.

(ii) At this stage, it is submitted that Ms Mukta Tyagi had made alterations in

the  date  of  the  complaint  and  it  was  changed  into  a  complaint  dated

30.06.2020,  inspite  of  it  being  dated  01.07.2020.  The  said  complaint  was

allegedly entertained by Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, as Incharge District Judge

and made his observations dated 30.06.2010, whereas, Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld.

ADJ, had joined as Incharge District Judge on 01.07.2020. Consequently, he

illegally has shown the receipt of the complaint as Incharge District Judge on

30.06.2020, whereas,  he assumed the charge of  Incharge District  Judge on

01.07.2020 and Sh. Subodh Singh was Incharge District Judge on 30.06.2020.

(iii) Apparently, the dates were manipulated and tempering of official record is

a  serious  offence  that  too  by  two  senior  judicial  officers.  Ultimately,  the

enquiry was disposed off on 21.07.2020 by the undersigned while acting as
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District  Judge.  The  copy  of  the  complaint  of  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  dated

30.06.2020/01.07.2020 (she can disclose the actual date) has been annexed

herewith as  ANNEXURE A-33, whereas, the order dated 21.07.2020 passed

by the undersigned is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-34.

(iv)  Since  there  was  gross  misuse  of  powers  by  Sh.Rajat  Verma,  the

undersigned issued a DO letter dated 24.08.2020 to Sh. Rajat Verma and copy

of the same is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-35. It is apparent that the

entire  exercise  was aimed at  harassing a  class-III  employee  by Ms Mukta

Tyagi Ld. Civil Judge and Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ.

(B.) Serious Gross Judicial Misconduct By Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ

i. Sh.  Rajat  Verma  has  not  followed  CL No.  23/ALLD.  Dated  17.09.1999,

whereby, all Sessions Judges/Additional Sessions Judges have been directed

that  once  the  Hon’ble  High  Court  has  rejected  the  bail,  the  subordinate

judiciary cannot grant bail. In case, any judicial officer still grants bail, it shall

be treated as serious misconduct.  Similar  observations have been made by

Hon’ble High Court in the matter of  Ram Chander Shukla Vs. State of UP

1999 (11), AWC, 2998, wherein, the Hon’ble High Court has held in para 3

and 6 as under:-

“3.  In  our  opinion,  once  the  High  Court  rejects  bail,  the

subordinate  Court  has  no  business  to  grant  bail.  It  is  gross

indiscipline and the entire judicial system will be subverted if this

is  done.  All  the  judicial  officers  of  the  subordinate  judiciary

should realize that the High Court is superior to the subordinate

judiciary.  Once the High Court has rejected bail, no District and
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Sessions Judge or Addl.  District and Sessions Judge can grant

bail.  Thus, the petitioner as Addl.  District and Sessions Judge

has committed gross insubordination by granting bail once the

bail had been rejected by the High Court.

6. Let a copy of this judgment be circulated by the Registrar of

this  Court  to  the  All  District  and  Sessions  Judges  and  Addl.

District and Sessions Judge of the State so that they may know

the law on this point that once the High Court rejects  bail, the

subordinate judiciary cannot grant bail and it will be treated as a

serious misconduct if they do so."

ii. During the annual inspection of the Court of Ld. Special Judge (POCSO), it

surfaced  on  record  that  Sh.  Rajat  Verma,  the  earlier  Ld.  Special  Judge

(POCSO)  had  entertained  the  second  bail  application  no.  499  of  2020  of

accused Shadab, as per the records of P.S.T. No. 20/2019 titled as State Vs.

Shadab and Another, case crime no. 201/2018 under sections 363, 366, 376-D

of IPC and section 5/6 POCSO Act, police station Kairana and allowed the

same  on  10.06.2020.  The  accused/applicant  in  his  bail  application  no.

499/2020 had clearly mentioned in para no. 1 and 2 of the bail application that

his first bail application was already rejected by the Hon’ble High Court. Even

the website of the Hon’ble High Court clearly reveals that first bail application

of accused Mohd. Shadab  bearing CRM-M No. 25509 of 2018 in the same

crime  was  already  rejected  by  the  Hon’ble  High  Court  on  merit  on

23.08.2018. Copy of order of the Hon’ble High Court dated 23.08.2018, is

annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-36. In annual inspection of the Court of

Adiitional Sessions Judge (POCSO), the matter relating to entertainment and
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grant of 2nd bail after rejection of first  bail by Hon’ble High Court, by the

presiding  officer  in  P.S.T.  No.  20/2019  came  to  the  knowledge  of  the

undersigned, which is duly recorded in the annual inspection note of the said

Court and copy of relevant extract is annexed herewith for kind perusal of

Hon’ble  Court as ANNEXURE A-37. The matter required kind notice of the

then Presiding Officer that is why D.O. letter was sent to him, wherein it is

clearly mentioned in the last line as “ The above legal postion and C.L. No. 23

are brought to your kind notice, please note”. 

(iii) In the aforesaid crime, the second bail application of co-accused Jaan

Mohd. bearing no. 1018/2020 in the same pending P.S.T. was also entertained

and was allowed on 23.07.2020. The copies of  the bail  orders  of  both the

accused  have  been  annexed  herewith  as  ANNEXURE  A-38  and

ANNEXURE  A-39.  The  undersigned  also  issued  a  DO  letter  dated

25.02.2021 to Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, in this regard and copy of the same

is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-40. It is a serious judicial misconduct

and gross violation of CL and the law laid down by this Hon’ble Court. It is

after issuance of this D.O. letter that the said illegal informal group under

active guidance of Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ, conspired to move this false

complaint, wherein the said D.O. letter is also annexed.

(C.) Formation  of  an  informal  illegal  group/coterie  against  judicial

discipline.

Ms Mukta Tyagi has herself repeatedly referred to the name of Sh. Rajat

Verma, Ld. Additional District Judge, Shamli as ‘Sh. Rajat Verma Sir’. In all

four judicial officers, Sh. Rajat Verma is the senior most judicial officer and he
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was expected to guide his junior officers about the judicial practices, settled

law and ethics. But it is apparent from the complaint itself that all four judicial

officers were holding meetings in the chamber of Sh. Rajat Verma, where,

even Ms Anu Tomar, Ld. APO posted in the Court of Ms Sudha Sharma was

illegally summoned and was reprimanded. In case, Ms Sudha Sharma wanted

to talk to Ms Anu Tomar, Ld. APO, she could have discussed the said matter in

her Court itself. However, Sh. Rajat Verma and three other judicial officers,

who are all  staying in official  accommodations within Court  campus,  have

now formed an informal group which is against the judicial discipline. 

(D.) Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. Additional District Judge, has scant regard

for the directions passed by this Hon’ble Court.

(i) In a petition under section 482 Cr.PC bearing no. 4733/2018 titled as

Dilshad and Others Vs. State of UP and Others, the Hon’ble High Court

passed the following orders:-

“In the facts and circumstances of the case, in this case

also  it  is  directed that  if  any compromise is  being filed

supported with an affidavit before the Trial Court, that will

be verified by the Trial Court as per the Rules  and the

Trial Court will submit its report within 6 weeks.”  

As per this, the report was to be submitted before the Hon’ble High

Court upto 20.08.2018. However, Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, did not

comply with the directions passed by the Hon’ble High Court  on

judicial  side,  inspite  of  verification  of  the  compromise  on

16.03.2018 and being posted in the said Court up to February, 2020.
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Now, his  successor  Sh.  Surender  Kumar,  Ld.  Additional  Sessions

Judge,  has  submitted  the  compliance  report  to  the  Hon’ble  High

Court on 16.03.2021. A copy of the compliance report in this regard

is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-41.              

  (ii) Similarly,  in  another  petition under  section  482 Cr.PC bearing

No. 5003/2018 titled as Inam etc. Vs. State of UP, the Hon’ble High

Court passed the following order on 16.02.2018:-

“In the facts and circumstances of the case, in case, any

such compromise application supported with an affidavit is

filed, the Trial Court, after due verification of signatures

and  photographs  of  both  sides  shall  submit  its  report

within 6 weeks”. 

It is humbly submitted that the said compromise was verified by the

Court  of  Sh.  Rajat  Verma,  Ld.  Additional  Sessions  Judge,  on

16.03.2018 itself, but the compliance report was not submitted to the

Hon’ble High Court. Now the compliance report has been submitted

on 16.03.2021 by his successor Sh. Surender Kumar, Ld. Additional

Sessions Judge, Shamli and copy of the same is annexed herewith as

ANNEXURE A-42. 

(E.)  Sh.  Rajat  Verma,  Ld.  Additional  District  Judge  has  illegally

supported his own staff, who is responsible for the loss of judicial records.

Sh. Rajat  Verma, Ld. ADJ, intentionally delayed the disposal  of  two

preliminary enquiries against a class-III employee Sh. Kailash Chand who was

due to retire on 31.01.2021. Vide his letter dated 01.01.2021, Sh. Rajat Verma,
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Ld. ADJ, sought extension of one month time more to conclude those pending

preliminary enquiries. It requires mention that Sh. Kailash Chand prior to his

transfer to Muzafarnagar judgeship, was working with Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld.

Additional District Judge, Kairana. Consequently, Sh. Rajat Verma was well

aware of the date of retirement of Sh. Kailash Chand. It was written by Sh.

Rajat Verma to get one month extension for completion of pending enquiries,

so that Sh. Kailash Chand may retire without service of charge-sheet on him

till 31.01.2021. In fact, by granting one month extension for completion of

preliminary enquiries,  it  would have been very difficult  for conducting the

regular departmental inquiry, as per Article 351A of Civil Services Regulation.

The undersigned was vigilant and the preliminary inquiry pertained to loss of

judicial  records,  therefore,  the  said  preliminary  inquiry  was  transferred  to

some other  judicial  officer,  who completed the inquiry within 1 week and

submitted the preliminary inquiry reports in both the matters of loss of record.

Aforesaid Sh. Kailash Chand is now facing regular departmental inquiries for

the loss of judicial record, as the charge-sheet could be served by the timely

action against him. The administrative orders in this regard dated 02.01.2021

have been annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-43 and ANNEXURE A-44,

respectively.

(F.) Sh. Rajat Verma, Ms Mukta Tyagi & Ms Ruchi Tiwari have formed

an informal group and have involved in serious judicial indiscipline as

well as harassment of a junior trainee officer on caste lines.

Ms Mukta Tyagi made a complaint against Sh. Arun Singh newly recruited

judicial  officer  (under  trainee)  on  29.06.2020.  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Incharge,
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District Judge on 01.07.2020 called for the comments of officer concerned i.e.

Sh. Arun Singh. A discrete inquiry was ordered by the undersigned and during

the course of inquiry, Sh. Arun Singh made a statement in writing that he was

being harassed by Ms Mukta Tyagi and Ms Ruchi Tiwari, on the instructions

of Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ. Even certain uncomfortable questions were put

to him relating to his caste  by Sh. Rajat  Verma, Ms Mukta Tyagi and Ms

Ruchi Tiwari. The undersigned prepared a report and has submitted the same

to the Hon’ble High Court vide letter no. 93/AO-2021 dated 09.03.2021. Copy

of the report along with annexures is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-32.

(G.) Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. Additional District Judge, made all efforts to

influence the undersigned to shelter the accused charged with the offences

under POCSO Act.

Sh. Rajat Verma personally visited the undersigned in the matter of a class IV

employee Sh. Vishal Kesarvani, who was arrested in crime no. 02/2020 under

section 354B IPC and section 7/8 POCSO Act and requested to take a lenient

view in the matter,  by stating that the accused Vishal  Kesarvani and other

employee Sh. Ashwani Kumar were very cooperative to him and also tried to

put  pressure  in  the  name  of  higher  authorities.  The  undersigned  politely

informed him that action will be taken in accordance with law against accused

persons. S/Shri Vishal Kesarvani and Ashwani Kumar were discharged from

service vide administrative order 327/AO-2020 dated 11.12.2020 and order

no.  328/AO-2021 dated 11.12.2020 and copy of the same have been annexed

herewith as  ANNEXURE A-45 AND ANNEXURE A-46.  Sh. Rajat Verma,

Additional District Judge was annoyed due to this and later-on he also could

not help Sh. Kailash Chand in the pending preliminary inquiries. Ultimately,
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at his instigation, Ms Mukta Tyagi has made the present false complaint

by levelling unfounded false allegations against undersigned as well. 

(H.) Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Ld.  ADJ  grossly  misused  his  position  so  that

Distrct Judge may not reside in Court Campus and unduly benefitted Ms

Mukta Tyagi in house allotment in a planned manner.

(i)  On 11.07.2019, Sh.  Anoop Kumar Goel was the district  judge at

Shamli and no government accommodation was available for the Ld.

District  Judge.  Sh.  Raj  Mangal  Yadav,  Ld.  CJM, offered his  official

accommodation  for  the  residence  of  the  Ld.  District  Judge  and

submitted that he will shift to a smaller accommodation near water tank,

which was below his entitlement.  Copy of the said letter is  annexed

herewith  as ANNEXURE A-47. Similarly,  on  31.07.2019,  Sh.  Rajat

Verma,  Ld.  Additional  District  Judge,  offered  to  vacate  his  official

accommodation J-1 for the residence of the Ld. District Judge and copy

of the same is annexed herewith as  ANNEXURE A-48. Ultimately, a

proposal  was  put  up  by  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  O/c  Nazarat  and  it  was

proposed  that  Sh.  Raj  Mangal  Yadav,  LD.  CJM,  will  shift  to  an

accommodation near water  tank,  Shamli,  Sh.  Rajat  Verma,  Ld. ADJ,

will shift to  accommodation CJM’s house no. J-3 in Court campus and

Ld.  District  Judge,  Shamli  will  shift  in  house  no.  J-1,  Civil  Court,

Kairana.  Copy  of  proposal  put  up  by  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Ld.  ADJ  is

annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-49, which was duly approved by

the then District Judge.

(ii)  However,  in  the  interregnum  on  03.08.2019,  Sh.  Anoop  Kumar
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Goel,  Ld. District Judge was transferred to Rai Bareli and relinquished

his charge. Even otherwise, house no. J-1 was not vacated by Sh. Rajat

Verma, Ld. ADJ whereas Sh. Raj Mangal Yadav was staying in house

no. J-3. At the instance of Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, Ms Mukta Tyagi,

Ld.  Civil  Judge moved an application dated 03.08.2019 for  allotting

house  no.  J-3  to  her,  which  is  going  to  be  vacant  as  per  proposal

ANNEXURE A-49 and copy of said application is annexed herewith as

ANNEXURE  A-50.  Ultimately,  Sh.  Raj  Mangal  Yadav,  Ld.  CJM,

without  the  knowledge  of  ANNEXURE  A-50,  shifted  in  an

accommodation near water tank, Shamli, so that the new LD. District

Judge may get official accommodation in the Court campus at Shamli,

however,  Sh.  Rajat  Verma,  Ld.  Additional  District  Judge  cum  O/c

Nazarat  put  up  a  fresh  proposal  and  got  the  said  fresh  proposal  of

allotment of house no. J-3 to Ms Mukta Tyagi as well as to retain house

no.  J-1  by  himself  approved.  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Ld.  ADJ  thereby

frustrated  the  already  approved  proposal  ANNEXURE  A-49  and

succeeded  in  keeping  District  Judge  and  C.J.M   out  of  residential

premises situated at Court Campus as well as obliging Ms Mukta Tyagi

Ld. Civil Judge. At this stage, it requires mention that Sh. Raj Mangal

Yadav, Ld. CJM was much-much senior to Ms Mukta Tyagi and was

entitled  to  house  no.  J-3,  where  he  was  already  staying  and  in  this

manner Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge was unduly benefitted with

regard to  allotment of house in the Court campus itself. Copy of the

fresh proposal put up by Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ is annexed herewith

as ANNEXURE A-51.
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(I.) Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ grossly violated C.L. No. 2602/ Admin.

(B-1), dated 30th  May, 1994 for Ms Sudha Sharma and thereby unduly

favored her for securing government accommodation to the detriment of

much-much senior officers on station. 

That  even Sh.  Rajat  Verma,  being officer  incharge of  Nazarat  gave  undue

benefit to Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld. Civil Judge. Sh. Raj Mohan Verma, the then

Ld. Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.), Shamli was transferred to JTRI Lucknow and the

official accommodation i.e. house no. J-2 was to be vacated by him. At that

time,  two  senior  Additional  District  Judges  namely  Sh.  Gyanender  Singh

Yadav and Sh. Subodh Singh were on the stations with their families and were

not having any official accommodation. They were not only higher in rank to

Ms Sudha Sharma but were also having longer stay at the station. But Sh.

Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, being O/c Nazarat moved a proposal to allot house no.

J-2 in Court campus, Kairana to Sushri Sudha Sharma in complete disregard

to the above C.L. No. 2602, even though two senior judicial officers were

posted in the judgeship were without official accommodation and were staying

at Shamli in rented accommodation with their families. Copies of application

of Ms Sudha Sharma and fresh proposal in this regard are annexed herewith as

ANNEXURE A-52 & 53. It is important to mention here that a formal order

was also issued by Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ as officer in-charge Nazarat in

this regard, which was not required at all, just to show that he at his own has

allotted  the  house  in  question  to  Ms Sudha Sharma,  so  that  she  may feel

greatly favored by him alone.  Copy of the formal order is annexed herewith

as ANNEXURE A-54.        
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(J.) Apart from that, Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, misused his powers as

In-charge District Judge and wrongly disposed off two complaints, which

were  against  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  and  Ms  Ruchi  Tiwari  both  Ld.  Civil

Judges,  when a  regular District  Judge  was  posted in  Shamli  and was

merely on official visit to Hon’ble High Court.

Two complaints D.O. no. C.V. 528/2019 dated 25.04.2019 and D.O. no. C.V.

291/2019 dated 23.02.2019 were received in the Shamli judgeship along with

complaints  of  one  Sh.  Mehboob  against  both  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil

Judge-cum-Judicial Magistrate, Shamli as well as Ms Ruchi Tiwari, the then

Ld.  Civil  Judge (Jr.  Divn.)  and one  complaint  of  Asma against  Ms Ruchi

Tiwari, the then Ld. Civil Judge (Jr. Divn.) cum Judicial Magistrate. It also

requires mention that Sh. Anoop Kumar Goel was the regular District Judge at

the relevant time on 10.05.2019 and he was on official visit to Hon’ble High

Court  on 10.05.2019, who has just  joined on 07.05.2019. Surprisingly,  Sh.

Rajat Verma, Ld. Additional District Judge took illegal benefit of the official

visit of regular District Judge to Hon’ble High Court and in his capacity as

merely Incharge, District Judge on 10.05.2019 illegally and in an unauthorised

manner disposed off the said complaints on 10.05.2019 in a undue haste, so

that the then Ld. District Judge may not come to know about these complaints

and two officers of his illegal informal group be favored by him. Even the

complainants were not called at the time of the disposal of the said complaints

on 10.05.2019 and the comments of the second judicial officer i.e. Ms Ruchi

Tiwari,  Ld.  Civil  Judge were not even called for on first  complaint  of Sh.

Mehboob and it was done in a undue haste, so that the then Ld. District Judge

may not come to know about it, who has just recently joined. The copy of
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letters dated 10.05.2019 submitted by Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, completely

exonerating Ms Mukta Tyagi and Ms Ruchi Tiwari has been annexed herewith

as ANNEXURE A-12 and ANNEXURE A-55.  The copy of complaint along-

with  copy  of  D.O.  no.  C.V.  528/2019  has  been  annexed  herewith  as

ANNEXURE A-13 and  copy of reply of Ms Mukta Tyagi has been annexed

herewith  as  ANNEXURE A-14.  Copy  of  D.O.  No.  C.V.  291/2019 dated

23.02.2019 & reply of Ms Ruchi Tiwari Ld. Civil Judge have been annexed

herewith as ANNEXURE A-56 & 57.   

(K.) Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ is not punctual of sitting on dias. 

Sh. Rajat Verma was found absent from dias in surprise inspection conducted

by undersigned on 25.02.2021. Copy of the inspection note in this regard is

annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-58. 

(L.) Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ committed breach of confidentiality of

DO Letter. 

It is humbly submitted that DO letters issued to guide and educate the judicial

officers  with regard to  the law laid down by the  Hon’ble  Supreme Court,

Hon’ble High Court and various C.Ls issued by the Hon’ble High Court are

most confidential and no judicial officer is supposed to share it with anyone.

However,  the contents  of  the complaint  filed by Ms Mukta  Tyagi  and the

annexures  appended  to  the  complaint  clearly  established  that  all  the  four

judicial officers were in the knowledge of DO letters issued to each other and

had shared the information with each other.  DO letter  issued to  Sh.  Rajat

Verma Ld. ADJ on 25.02.2021, found mention in the complaint and a copy is
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also  annexed  with  it,  consequently,  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Ld.  ADJ  has  also

committed  the  breach  of  confidentiality  of  the  DO letters  and  the  present

complaint is also filed at his instigation. 

(3.) RUCHI TIWARI LD. CIVIL JUDGE SR. DIV. KAIRANA :-

(A.)  Ms Ruchi Tiwari,  Ld.  Civil  Judge (Sr.  Divn.)  did not conduct the

proceedings  of  J.J.  Board  as  per  law  and  thereby  committed  serious

judicial misconduct. 

The undersigned is annexing the report of the Incharge Administrative Officer

of the Judgeship as ANNEXURE A-8, to show that  on Thursday and Friday,

which are the full  days fixed for  regular working of J.J.  Board,  Ms Ruchi

Tiwari  the then Principal Magistrate, J.J. Board was not only conducting the

Court proceedings of J.J. Board, but was also holding her regular Court and

performing judicial work. It also requires mention that neither proceedings of

J.J.  Board  can  be  conducted  from regular  Court  room nor  proceedings  of

regular Court can be conducted from the place designated for J.J. Board. Sh.

Mumtaz Ali the senior-most Additional District Judge has enquired in depth

the complaint of Smt. Lalita and submitted his report, copy of which is already

annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-9, being forming part of this report also.

Sh.  Mumtaz  Ali  Additional  Sessions  Judge/  Special  Judge  (POCSO)  has

found that the proceedings of J.J. Board have been illegally conducted up-to

December, 2020 from the regular Court rooms of Civil Judge Sr. Div. Kairana

and Civil Judge Jr. Div. Shamli. That it is clearly established on record that

Ms Ruchi Tiwari, the then Ld. Principal Magistrate, J.J. Board grossly

-Sd-



41

violated the mandatory provisions of the Juvenile Act and Rules and this

highlights the gross judicial misconduct on the part of Ms Ruchi Tiwari

also, as she failed to comply with the law.

(B.) Ms Ruchi Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.)/ A.C.J.M. miserably

failed to take cognizance on charge-sheets pending in Court and thereby

cognizance was time barred. 

Ms Ruchi  Tiwari,  Ld.  Civil  Judge  (Sr.  Divn.)  did  not  take  cognizance  of

charge-sheets filed in time and pending in her Court. Consequently, 17 charge

sheets in petty offences became time barred. During  the annual inspection, 17

time barred charge sheets have been found in the office of Ms Ruchi Tiwari,

Ld. Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) and a copy of the list of those 17 charge sheets

[which have become time barred due to the lapse on the part of Ms Ruchi

Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.)] alongwith copy of relevant page of annual

inspection note are jointly annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-59. 

(C.) Formation of an unlawful informal group/coterie against  judicial

discipline. 

It is apparent from the complaint itself that all four judicial officers referred in

the complaint were holding meetings in the chamber of Sh. Rajat Verma Ld.

ADJ, where, even Ms Anu Tomar, Ld. APO was illegally summoned and was

reprimanded in presence of 4 judicial officers. Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ has

already  illegally  favored  the  three  other  judicial  officers  referred  in  the

complaint either in house allotments or disposal of their complaints etc. and

who all are all staying in official accommodations within Court campus, have
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formed  an  informal  group  for  the  obvious  reasons,  which  is  against  the

judicial discipline. 

(D.) Ms Ruchi Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.) committed breach of

confidentiality  of  DO  Letters  i.e.  unauthorised  sharing  of  confidential

communications/D.O. letter.

 It is humbly submitted that DO letters issued to guide and educate the judicial

officers  with regard to  the law laid down by the  Hon’ble  Supreme Court,

Hon’ble High Court and various C.Ls issued by the Hon’ble High Court are

most confidential and no judicial officer is supposed to share it with anyone.

However,  the contents  of  the complaint  filed by Ms Mukta  Tyagi  and the

annexures  appended  to  the  complaint  clearly  established  that  all  the  four

judicial officers were in the knowledge of DO letters issued to each other and

had shared the information with each other.  DO letter  issued to Ms Ruchi

Tiwari Ld. Civil Judge have been annexed with the complaint, consequently,

she has also committed the breach of confidentiality of the DO letters. 

(E.) Ms Ruchi  Tiwari,  Ld.  Civil  Judge (Sr.  Divn.)  is  not  Punctual  of

sitting on dias. 

Ms Ruchi Tiwari Ld. Civil Judge was found absent in the surprise inspection

conducted  by  the  undersigned  on  24.02.2021.  copy  of  inspection  note  is

already annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-30.    

 

(F.) Ms Ruchi Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.)/ A.C.J.M. granted bail

without following s. 437 (3) Cr.P.C.  
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Ms Ruchi  Tiwari,  Ld.  Civil  Judge (Sr.  Divn.)/  ACJM  granted  bail  to  the

accused in the cases triable by the Court of Sessions Judge, without following

the mandatory provisions of section 437 (3) Cr.PC and copy of one said order

dated 05.08.2019 has been annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-60. 

(G.) Ms Ruchi Tiwari,  Ld. Civil  Judge (Sr. Divn.)/A.C.J.M committed

Serious Judicial Misconduct.

 It require mention here that the Court of Ld. ACJM being Court of Criminal

jurisdiction,  has  no powers  of  review.  In  FIR No.  210/2019 under  section

60/63/72 of UP Excise Act, P.S. Jinjhana, case titled as State Vs. Jai Bhagwan

etc.,  the  Court  of  Ms  Ruchi  Tiwari,  Ld.  ACJM,  Kairana  dismissed  the

superdari application moved by the accused and copy of the said order has

been  annexed  herewith  as  ANNEXURE  A-61. Thereafter,  there  was  no

powers of review and the accused should have preferred a petition before the

Higher Courts. However, vide order dated 27.02.2020, the Ld. Court of Ms

Ruchi  Tiwari,  Ld.  ACJM,  allowed  the  2nd superdari  application  and  thus

virtually reviewed its own earlier order (Annexure A-56). Copy of order dated

27.02.2020  is  annexed  herewith  as  ANNEXURE A-62. It  is  important  to

mention  here  that  confiscation  proceedings  were  pending  at  the  time  of

disposal of both the applications and there was no change of circumstance and

jurisdiction of the Court was also barred in the said matter and therefore, Ms

Ruchi  Tiwari  Ld.  ACJM has  committed  serious  judicial  misconduct  while

entertaining  and allowing  2nd Superdari  application  without  change  of  any

circumstances. There  were  serious  oral  complaints  against  Sh.  Sonu

Chaudhary Court Moharir of the Court of Sushri Ruchi Tiwari Ld. ACJM and
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there were repeated oral requests by the members of the BAR for transfer of

said Court Moharir on the grounds of corruption. On the oral complaints of

members of BAR Sh. Sonu Chaudhary was got transferred and oral enquiries

reveles the involvement of said Court Moharir Sh. Sonu Chaudhary in this

matter also.

(H.) Ms Ruchi Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge (Sr. Divn.)/ Principal Magistrate

J. J. Board suo moto entertained the application for declaring juvenile

when nothing was pending before J. J. Board. 

A D.O. letter no. 20/P.A. (S) District Judge/2020 dated 22.09.2020 was issued

to  Ms  Ruchi  Tiwari,  when  it  came  to  knowledge  while  hearing  a  bail

application that one Rachit was declared juvenile by J.J. Board in case crime

No. M850/2019 inspite of  there  being no proceeding of  whatsoever nature

pending before J.J. Board regarding Rachit and after receipt of reply of Ms

Ruchi Tiwari, the officer was advised vide another  D.O. letter no. 24/P.A. (S)

District Judge/2020 dated 03.11.2020 to ensure the jurisdiction of J.J. Board

while entertaining application for declaring juvenile under the provisions of

J.J. Act. Copies of said DO letters are annexed herewith as ANNEXURE 63

& 64.

(I.) Ms  Ruchi  Tiwari,  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  and  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi  have

formed  an  informal  group  and  have  involved  in  serious  judicial

indiscipline as well as harassment of a junior trainee officer on caste lines.

Ms Mukta Tyagi made a complaint against Sh. Arun Singh newly recruited

judicial  officer  (under  trainee)  on  29.06.2020.  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Incharge,

District Judge on 01.07.2020 called for the comments of officer concerned i.e.
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Sh. Arun Singh. A discrete inquiry was ordered by the undersigned and during

the course of inquiry, Sh. Arun Singh made a statement in writing that he was

being harassed by Ms Mukta Tyagi and Ms Ruchi Tiwari, on the instructions

of Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ. Even certain uncomfortable questions were put

to him relating to his caste  by Sh. Rajat  Verma, Ms Mukta Tyagi and Ms

Ruchi Tiwari. The undersigned prepared a report and has submitted the same

to the Hon’ble High Court vide letter no. 93/AO-2021 dated 09.03.2021. Copy

of  the  report  along  with  annexures  is  already  annexed  herewith  as

ANNEXURE A-32. 

(4.) MS SUDHA SHARMA LD. CIVIL JUDGE F.T.C. :-

(A.) Ms Sudha Sharma Ld.  Civil  Judge is  not  Punctual  of  sitting on

Dias. 

Ms Sudha Sharma, was found absent from the dias in two consecutive surprise

inspections conducted by the undersigned on dated  24.02.2021 & 25.02.2021.

copies  of  inspection  notes  are  already  annexed  herewith  as  ANNEXURE

A- 30  & 58. 

(B.) Ms Sudha Sharma Ld. Civil Judge committed judicial misconduct. 

(i) Three accused namely Vakil, Shakil and Vazid surrendered in the Court

of Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld. Civil Judge-cum- Judicial Magistrate, Kairana in

case  FIR  No.  344/2019  under  sections  498A,  323,  504,  506  IPC,  Police

Station  Kandhala.  Accused  requested  that  they  may  be  taken  in  judicial

custody by moving an application dated 25.11.2020. On 25.11.2020, the Court
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of Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld. Judicial Magistrate ordered that the accused Vakil,

Shakil and Vazid be taken into custody. Even there is a report by the APO that

accused Vakil, Vazid and Shakil are charge sheeted under sections 498A, 323,

504,  506 IPC.  Even the three accused moved bail  application in  the same

Court on 25.11.2020 which was strongly opposed by the Ld. APO. 

(ii) Surprisingly, on 25.11.2020 itself, when the accused had already been

formally taken into custody, the Ld. Counsel for the accused made a statement

in writing that he did not press the surrender application, which had already

became infructuous after taking accused in custody. The Court of Ms Sudha

Sharma,  Ld.  Judicial  Magistrate  allowed  the  said  prayer  and  released  the

accused  illegally.  A copy  of  the  relevant  record  in  this  regard  is  annexed

herewith  as ANNEXURE  A-65. The  Ld.  Judicial  Magistrate,  completely

overlooked the fact that the accused had already surrendered and had been

taken into custody.

(iii) The undersigned issued a DO Letter to Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld. Judicial

Magistrate  in  this  regard  and  copy  of  the  same  is  annexed  herewith  as

ANNEXURE A-66. Ms Sudha Sharma submitted a reply and assured that she

will not committ such mistake in future. Copy of the said reply by Ms Sudha

Sharma, Ld. Judicial Magistrate is annexed herewith as  ANNEXURE A-67.

The matter was serious and the officer was the newest officer, therefore, a D.O

letter was issued and the officer was given full opportunity to explain why this

happen the explanation of the officer was tentatively accepted and she was

orally advised to be careful in future. If there was any ill-will or malice then

there was enough time and occasion to put up the matter in front of higher

officers.  The officer being a lady officer and a new entrant  in the service,
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therefore, although her reply was not justifiable but the same was tentatively

accepted with the hope that such mistake will not be repeated in future. It is

completely wrong to state that any oral complaint was made by any APO in

this regard.

(C.) Formation of an informal group against judicial discipline. 

Ms Mukta Tyagi has herself repeatedly referred to the holding of meetings in

the chamber of Sh. Rajat Verma, where, even Ms Anu Tomar, Ld. APO of the

Court of Ms Sudha Sharma was illegally summoned and was reprimanded. In

case, Ms Sudha Sharma wanted to talk to Ms Anu Tomar, Ld. APO, she could

have discussed the said matter in her Court itself. However, Ms Sudha Sharma

and  three  other  judicial  officers,  who  are  all  staying  in  official

accommodations  within  Court  campus,  have  actually  formed  an  informal

group for the obvious reasons, which is against the judicial discipline.

(D.) Ms  Sudha  Sharma  Ld.  Civil  Judge  Committed  breach  of

confidentiality by sharing of confidential D.O. letter. 

It is humbly submitted that DO letters issued to guide and educate the judicial

officers  with regard to  the law laid down by the  Hon’ble  Supreme Court,

Hon’ble High Court and various C.Ls issued by the Hon’ble High Court are

most confidential and no judicial officer is supposed to share it with anyone.

However,  the contents  of  the complaint  filed by Ms Mukta  Tyagi  and the

annexures  appended  to  the  complaint  clearly  established  that  all  the  four

judicial officers were in the knowledge of DO letters issued to each other and

had shared the information with each other. Copy of DO Letter issued to Ms
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Sudha  Sharma  is  annexed  with  the  complaint,  consequently,  she  has  also

committed the breach of confidentiality of the DO letters. 

PARAWISE  REPLY  TO  THE  ALLEGATIONS  LEVELED  IN  THE

COMPLAINT : 

1) None of the facts stated in the para no. 1 of the complaint were ever

brought to the knowledge of the undersigned in any monthly meeting

except  the  issue  of  recording  of  statements  of  male  victims  under

section 164 Cr.PC. This issue relating to the recording of the statements

of male persons under section 164 Cr.PC by the female judicial officers,

especially in the offences relatig to section 377 IPC, was brought to the

notice of the undersigned in the monthly meeting of the officers held in

Feburary,2021, by Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld. Civil Judge. The issue was

resolved and all the officers were directed that such statements should

be recorded by male officers. It is also important to mention here that

Sh. Raj Mangal Singh Yadav, Ld. CJM, Ms Ruchi Tiwari and Ms Mukta

Tyagi,  all  three Ld.  Judicial  Officers  were  posted in  Shamli  District

Courts for the last three years and official records reveals that there was

no complaint from the side of any of the female officers regarding the

remand duties. During the tenure of the undersigned as a District Judge,

no such complaint was ever made to the undersigned personally or in

any of  the  monthly meeting  of  the  officers.  Minutes  of  all  monthly

meetings since July, 2020 to February, 2021 clearly establishes this fact,

which can be verfied from the records. There were oral complaints of

remand duties not being performed timely as the accused were to be
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sent to District Jail, Muzaffarnagar and their admission to said jail was

delayed,  therefore,  officers  were  orally  advised  accordingly  after

verifying the same on 2nd October, 2020. It is important to mention here

that the Annexure-1 of the complaint pertains to 06.07.2019, whereas

the undersigned joined as  District  Judge on 04.07.2020.  A separate

report of Sh. Rajmangal Yadav the then C.J.M. dated 12.04.2021 is

annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A-68 being forming and integral

part of this report. The Annexure-1 of the complaint is an illegal and

unauthorized  copy  of  Court  record.  The  application  is  addressed  to

Civil  Judge  Senior  Division  Kairana  and  an  order  has  been  passed

thereon by Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ instead of by Civil Judge Senior

Division  Kairana.  Applications  for  recording statement  under  s.  164

Cr.P.C. are kept in sealed envelope along-with statement so recorded

and an illegal copy of same has been obtained and filed before Hon’ble

High Court by the complainant officer herself. It goes on to show that

she  has  no respect  for  the  due  procedure.  The records  of  judgeship

reveals that the said matter was also not brought in to the knowledge of

the  then District  Judge.  Sh.  Rajmangal  Yadav has  filed  the  copy of

minutes  of  monthly  meeting  dated  11.07.2019  along-with  his

reply/report and no such issue was discussed in the said meeting held

just after 5 days of said application dated 06.07.2019 and only the issue

regarding recording of statement under section 164 Cr.P.C. of deaf and

dumb victim was discussed in the said meeting. Making complaint now

after a delay of about 20 months that too after change of two District

Judges goes on to show a well hatched conspiracy by the said illegal
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informal group. Sh. Rajmangal Yadav has alleged his harassment by

the complainant officer as well by Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ, by

quoting a  number of  instances  supported with documents  in  his

reply / report dated 12.04.2021 i.e. ANNEXURE A-68, which also

need a separate in-depth investigation.

2) In this paragraph of the complaint, it has been falsely stated that

there is any “interference in the judicial work” by the undersigned in

any manner.  The  undersigned  has  given a  detailed  account  of  demi

official  letters  issued  by  him  to  these  four  judicial  officers  in

compliance of various C.Ls issued by this Hon’ble Court. It is humbly

submitted that issuance of demi official letters by the District Judge to

the  Judicial  Officers  for  valid  reasons,  can  never  be  termed  as

interference  in  judicial  work.  Even  it  is  highly  unfortunate  that  Ms

Mukta Tyagi  has raised the issue of giving demi official letters to Sh.

Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ, Ms Ruchi Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge, Ms Sudha

Sharma, Ld. Civil Judge. Firstly, it is humbly submitted that Ms Mukta

Tyagi  is not entitled to raise the alleged grievance, on the part of other

judicial officers. In case, any judicial officer has any grievance, they

can  bring it  to  the  notice  of  the  undersigned  or  this  Hon’ble  Court

independently.  Secondly,  demi  official  letters  are  issued  to  judicial

officers  to  improve  their  conducts  and  it  is  a  confidential

communication between the District Judge and the concerned judicial

officers.  It  is  humbly submitted that  the averments  in  the complaint

clearly show that all four judicial officers were sharing their respective

demi official letters with each other which is a gross misconduct. DO
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letters  are  issued  by  the  undersigned  in  discharge  of  administrative

duties entrusted by CL. No. C.L. No. 105 dated 20th September, 1972.

      It has been stated that Sh. Raj Mangal Singh Yadav, Ld. CJM, has

released  many  vehicles  in  favour  of  dead  persons.  However,  it  is

submitted that no such instance has been mentioned in the complaint

and the allegation is false. 

Still  further,  it  has  been alleged in  the complaint  that  Sh.  Raj

Mangal  Singh  Yadav,  Ld.  CJM,  has  given  remand  in  police  station

Kandhla in case crime no.  146/2020 under section 60, 63, 72 of  the

Excise Act, whereas, the remand was sought by the I.O. under sections

60, 63, 72 of the Excise Act and section 420, 467, 468, 471 IPC. It has

been alleged that the Ld. CJM had omitted the serious sections 420,

467,  468,  471  IPC.  The  matter  of  interim  bail  in  case  crime  no.

146/2020 by Sh. Rajmangal Yadav was brought in to the knowledge of

the undersigned by the complainant officer  vide her  reply dated 19th

February, 2021 to the complaint of Smt. Lalita and on the very same

day,  the  said  reply  was  received,  the  D.O.  Letter  was  issued  to  the

C.J.M. and his reply was received.  It is humbly submitted that in fact,

from the record, it has been found that Sh. Raj Mangal Singh Yadav, Ld.

CJM,  had  given  the  remand  correctly  under  sections  60,  63,  72  of

Excise Act and sections 420, 467, 468, 471 IPC, but the fault was on the

part of Court Moharir.  A prima facie investigation in to the allegations

leveled in first part of para 2 by recording the statements of concerned

A.P.O. and Court Moharir as well as by going through the reply of CJM

Shamli it reveals that:-
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a) On 17th march 2020 the jurisdiction of P.S.  Kandhla was with Ms

Mukta Tyagi, the then Ld. Civil Judge Junior Division Shamli and in

compliance of the order of Hon'ble High Court, it was the first day with

the start of Covid 19 pandemic that all the remands of whole district

were done by the CJM Shamli.

b) The  remand  request  of  the  I.O.  of  crime  No.  146/2020  u/s

60/63/72 Excise Act and s. 420/467/468/471 I.P.C.,  P. S. Kandhla was

allowed by the CJM in all the aforesaid sections. A certified copy of the

remand request allowed by the CJM being In-charge of Civil Judge Jr.

Division, Shamli is annexed herewith as ANNEXURE A- 69.   

c) Whenever  any  remand  request  is  made  by  any  Investigating

Officer before any Court the remand sheet and custody warrants both

are always prepared by the Court Moharirs of the Court concerned. On

17th  March, 2020 the Court Moharirs of the Court of Civil Judge Jr.

Division Shamli  Sh.  Ashwani Kumar prepared the remand sheet  and

custody warrants for the signatures of CJM Shamli, in performance of

his duties to do so . It was this Court Moharirs who made a mistake in

preparing custody warrant and remand sheet, who skipped to mention

section  420/467/468/471  I.P.C.  on  the  remand  sheet  and  custody

warrant.  The  Court  Moharir  got  signature  of  CJM Shamli  on  those

custody warrant and remand sheet being in-charge of Civil  Judge Jr.

Division Shamli. The certified copies of the remand sheet is annexed

herewith as ANNEXURE  A-70.

d) The said Court Moharir Sh. Ashwani Kumar on very next day i.e.

on  18th  March,  2020 brought  this  fact  into  the  knowledge  of  Sushri
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Mukta Tyagi being the Presiding Officer of the Court of Civil Judge Jr.

Division  Shamli,  which  was  the  original  Court  exercising  the

jurisdication of P. S. Kandhla on those days, but his request was simply

turned down by her. There-after Sh. Aanand Bhaskar A.P.O. conducting

cases for state for P.S. Kandhla also requested Sushri Mukta Tyagi to

kindly correct / amend the sections as the same have been inadvertently

left  by  the Court  Moharir,  but  Sushri  Mukta  Tyagi  again  refused to

correct / amend the remand sheet and custody warrant. The statements

of Sh. Aanand Bhaskar A.P.O. and Court Moharirs are annexed here

with as ANNEXURE A-71 , A-72  & A-73. Sh. Aanand Bhaskar A.P.O.

and Sh. Aswani Kumar have also submitted applications in their own

handwriting detailing the above facts which are also annexed herewith

as ANNEXURE A- 74 &  A-75.

e) It is clear that on 18th March 2020 , Sushri Mukta Tyagi being

Presiding Officer of the Court of Civil Judge Jr. Division, Shamli came

to  know from the  A.P.O.  as  well  as  the  Court  Moharir  that  by  the

mistake of Court Moharir the sections 420/467/468/471 IPC have been

inadvertently  left  in  remand  sheet  and  custody  warrant  of  aforesaid

crime no. 146/2020 .

f) On 27th  March, 2020 all the subordinates Court of U.P. received

instruction for releasing the accussed on interim bails, who have been

charged of the offences where in a maximum punishment of 7 years is

prescribed.  

g) On the order of the then District  Judge C.J.M Shamli went to

District Jail Mujaffarnagar, where the matter of case crime no. 146/2020
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was put up before the jail authorities for interim bail in compliance of

the directions of Hon'ble Supreme Court, the C.J.M Shamli, being the

duty magistrate allowed the interim bail of the accussed persons as there

was  no  mention  of  section  420/467/468/471  I.P.C.  on  the  custody

warrant of those accused .

h) Both  the  accused  Gurpage  and  Subhash  Chand  have  now

surrendered in the concerned Court on 9th March, 2021 and they have

been  taken  in  to  the  custody  and  certified  copies  of  their  surrender

application  and  surrender/  remand  sheet   are   annexed  herewith  as

ANNEXURE A- 76 & A- 77. 

It  is  very  astonishing  to  know  that  when  the  mistake

committed by the  Court  Moharir of  the Court  of  Sushri  Mukta

Tyagi, Civil Judge Jr. Division, Shamli was brought into her specific

knowledge on 18th march 2020 by both the Court Moharir of her

own Court as well as by A.P.O concerned, then why the matter was

not corrected or reported to either the C.J.M. or to the then District

Judge and kept hidden up to a particular stage and only after the

complaint of Smt. Lalita and after a gap of about 8 months, this

complaint is being moved firstly in reply to the allegations leveled

by Smt. Lalita against Sushri Mukta Tyagi and now through this

formal  complaint.  If  Sushri  Mukta Tyagi  would have performed

her judicious  duty  on  18th March,  2020  by  either correcting  the

remand sheet and custody warrant or reported the matter to C.J.M.

and / or the District Judge, the situation of accused of crime no.

146/2020  being  released  on  interim  bail  could  have  been  timely
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avoided but the appropriate steps were not taken and the matter

was kept hidden for a long time for the reason best known to the

complainant  officer.  All  above  facts  have  been  intentionally

concealed  by  the complainant  officer  and  by  concealing  such

important  facts,  which  were  in  her knowledge  from 18th March,

2020 moved such a false complaint against her senior officer shows

that she has acted in a manner which is unbecoming of a judicial

officer.  Above  conclusions  of  the  undersigned  also  find  support

from the  report  of  Sh.  Mumtaz  Ali  the  senior-most  Additional

District Judge of Shamli, who has also enquired in depth this issue

and copy of his report is already annexed herewith as ANNEXURE

A-9.

It has been falsely alleged in the complaint that the complainant

officer and three other Ld. Judicial Officers are being given DO letters

suo moto by the undersigned just to interfere in their judicial work. In

fact, the undersigned has given a detailed account of issuance of DO

letters to all four judicial officers, which clearly show that DO letters

were issued for valid reasons and in compliance of C.Ls issued by this

Hon’ble Court. An instance of release of vehicle in crime no. 146/2020

has been mentioned in the complaint. In fact, the detailed statements

have been made in earlier part of this report with regard to the said

allegations. The said fact came to the notice of the undersigned while

hearing Criminal Revision No. 10/2021 against the order passed by Ms

Mukta Tyagi. Criminal Revision No. 10/2021 was filed in the Sessions

Court against the rejection of the vehicle release order in case crime no.
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146/2020 P.S. Garipukhta under section 307, 323, 504, 506, 34 I.PC.,

whereby  the  fact  of  not  following  C.L.  No.  39/2002  Dated:  26th

November 2002 came to the knowledge of the undersigned, whereby all

the  judicial  officers  are  directed  to  ensure  strict  compliance  of  the

directions  of  Hon’ble  Supreme Court  passed  in  Sunderbhai  Ambalal

Desai Vs. State of Gujrat A.I.R. 2003 S.C. 638. Ms Mukta Tyagi had

overlooked the law laid down by the Hon’ble Apex Court in the matter

of Sunder Bhai Amba Lal Desai Vs. State of Gujrat AIR 2003 SC 638

as  well  as  the  C.L.  issued  by  the  Hon’ble  High  Court.  General

Instructions issued by the Hon’ble High Court vide C.L. No. 105 dated

20th September, 1972 also casts several  duties on the District Judges

including to keep a watch on the judicial and administrative conduct of

other judicial officers in the district and to advise the officers under him

to go through the earlier Circulars issued by the High Court and to act

in accordance with them. She has wrongly stated that she had relied

upon the law laid down by the Hon’ble Supreme Court in the matter of

Ram Parkash Vs. State of Haryana AIR 1978 SC 1282. In fact, the said

judgment was admittedly not referred in the order and which is a false

defence raised by the complaint officer. It is vehemently denied that in

the monthly meeting on 25.02.2021, any judicial officer was humiliated,

still further, the DO letter has been issued in disharge of administrative

duties with regard to release of vehicle, in view of C.Ls issued by this

Hon’ble Court.  The District Judges have been entrusted to ensure the

strict  compliance  of  C.Ls  of  Hon’ble  High  Court  and  how can  the

administrative  duty  of  the  District  Judge  of  bringing  in  to  the
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knowledge  of  Judicial  Officers  the  C.Ls  of  Hon’ble  High  Court  be

termed  as  interference  in  judicial  work  is  in-fact  an  act  of  clever

drafting to save oneself from mischieves committed while not following

the C.L.s of Hon’ble High Court and is a misconduct on the part of the

complainant officer. The said order has been set aside in the Criminal

Revision  No.10/2021  and  a  copy  of   said  order  is  already  annexed

herewith as ANNEXURE   A-28.  

It has been wrongly alleged in the complaint that Sh. Raj Mangal

Singh Yadav, Ld. CJM, used to grant bail in heinous offences like 457,

380 IPC etc. and he also released Animals under Cow Slaughter Act and

committed  many  other  alleged  judicial  blunders.  It  has  been  further

alleged that Sh. Raj Mangal Singh Yadav, Ld. CJM, has intentionally

passed routine orders which are misuse of post and power by him. In

fact,  no  such complaints  were  ever  made to  the  undersigned by Ms

Mukta Tyagi, nor such complaints are available on record, which goes

on to show that no such complaint was ever made to any of the previous

District  Judge  also.  Even,  no  specific  instances/case  numbers  are

mentioned  regarding  these  allegations.  Still  further,  it  is  humbly

submitted that Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge, is not empowered to

assess the conduct of any judicial officer especially Ld. CJM who is

higher  in  rank  to  her.  Making baseless  and unfounded comments

/allegations against  higher judicial  officer is  a misconduct on the

part of Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge.

It is wrongly alleged that the undersigned has vested interests in

Sh. Raj Mangal Singh Yadav, Ld. CJM, and that is why, he has been
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appointed as O/C Nazarat,  inspite of  other  senior  Additional  District

Judges available  in  the district.  It  is  humbly submitted that  the said

allegation is highly objectionable, baseless, false and equally painful.

The  undersigned  has  treated  all  judicial  officers  equally  and

respectfully.  Still  further,  appointment  of  O/C  Nazarat  is  simply  an

Administrative act / power of District Judge. It is submitted that various

other ADJs were already having different heavy charges with them and

next senior officers was Ld. CJM. Consequently, he was appointed as

O/C Nazarat.  Sh. Mumtaz Ali,  Ld. Special Judge, was Incharge O/C

Administration, Chairman, Infrastructure Committee & DDO. Sh. Rajat

Verma Ld. ADJ was already O/C Copying, Photostat, O/C telephone, O/

C  Court  Campus  Security,  Nodal  Officer  of  Lok  Adalat  and  Nodal

Officer  of  Child  Care  Institutions.  Sh.  Rajat  Verma,  Ld.  ADJ,  was

chairman of  about  five  committees  of  the judgeship.  Similarly,  IIIrd

senior  judicial  officer  i.e.  Sh.  Subodh  Singh  Ld.  ADJ  was  also

overloaded with lot of administrative duties at that time, consequently,

the charge was given to next senior judicial officer i.e. Sh. Raj Mangal

Singh Yadav, Ld. CJM. On the date of moving the present complaint Sh.

Surender Kumar Ld. ADJ Kairana was O/C Nazarat and this fact has

been  intentionally  concealed  by  the  complainant  officer.  The

complainant  officer  along-with  the  said  illegal  and  informal  group

wanted  that  Shri  Rajat  Verma  Ld.  A.D.J.  who  was  in  the  habit  of

misusing his  position  of  being O/C Nazarat  and/or  Incharge  District

Judge should have been made the O/C Nazarat for the obvious reasons. 

It has been falsely alleged that the aforesaid four officers were
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targeted in almost every meeting of judicial officers and humiliated. The

undersigned  always  talk  to  every  judicial  officer  respectfully  and

wherever necessary they were advised to act as per law and the C.Ls

issued by this Hon’ble Court. it is false to state that any judicial officer

including  the  aforesaid  four  judicial  officers  were  ever  humiliated

publicly or in the presence of any other person. It is completely wrong

to state that in any of the monthly meeting any discussion is made by

referring the name of any particular  judicial  officer.  It  is  completely

false  that  the  complainant  officer  was  publicly  humiliated  in  the

meeting dated 25.2.2021. No discussion with respect to any particular

officer took place in said meeting. The allegation of targeting only four

officers in every meeting of judicial officers and humiliating them in

front  of  other  officers  is  completely  false,  baseless  ans  specifically

denied as a alleged in this para. Since all officers are present in monthly

meetings or other meetings, therefore complete discipline is maintained

and none of the other officers other than these four officers laugh’s or

interrupt's or acts in any unto-word manner as alleged in this para. It is

completely  wrong to say that any of the four officers’s has ever been

humiliated either publicly or in front of group C or group D staff.  It is

important to mention here that in one of the meeting one officer out of

these four officers took straight name of one of previous District Judge,

while  narrating  a  particular  incident.  The  said  officer  repeatedly

refereed  Anoop  Goel  without  using  Shri  or  Sir  and  all  other  three

officers of this group starting laughing. On this other officers present in

the meeting got stunned that how a judicial officer is addressing their
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Ex District Judge in a derogatory manner and only at the intervention of

the undersigned proper address was made there- after. It appears that Ms

Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge,  has  leveled  all  false  and  baseless

allegations  in  her  complaint  in  connivance  with  other  members  of

illegal  informal  group  at  the  instigation  and  guidance  of  Sh.  Rajat

Verma Ld. ADJ.                        

3) It  has been falsely alleged that on 21.12.2020, Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld.

Civil Judge, was asked to sign the minutes of meeting of infrastructure

sub-committee which took place on 19th and when she allegedly refused

to sign, she was humiliated by undersigned. In fact, again the facts have

been  twisted  and  wrong  facts  have  been  submitted  to  this  Hon’ble

Court.  The  complainant  officer,  Ms  Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge,

joined on 21st December, 2020 as per her own admission. In fact, it is

humbly submitted that  it  is  the duty of  the Chairman,  Infrastructure

Sub-Committee to convene the meetings of the sub-committee and to

prepare the minutes of the meeting of the sub-committee. It is entirely

the duty of the Chairman, Infrastructure Sub-Committee. The District

Judge i.e. the undersigned has nothing to do with either calling of the

meeting  or  to  get  the  signatures  of  Chairman  and  members  on  the

minutes of the Infrastructure Sub-Committee. It is a matter between the

Chairman  and  the  members  of  Infrastructure  Sub-Committee

exclusively. Secondly, no matter of infrastructure sub committee was

pending on 21.12.2020, when she joined her duties. Thus, there is no

question  of  alleged  humiliation  of  the  judicial  officer  by  the

undersigned. 
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        It is humbly submitted that a false story has been mentioned with

regard to holding of the proceedings of the J.J. Board. In the earlier part

of the report, the facts have been submitted in detail and they may be

read  as  part  of  this  paragraph  also.  It  is  humbly  submitted  that  Ms

Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Principal  Magistrate,  J.J.  Board,  violated  the

mandatory provisions of the Juvenile Justice (Care and Protection of

Children)  Act,  2015  and  Juvenile  Justice  (Care  and  Projection  of

Children) Model Rules, 2016 in holding the proceedings under the Act

and the rules.  Even, false averments are made in this paragraph. Ms

Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge,   did not  hold the proceedings  of  J.J.

Board as per law, as explained above and now a false story of protest

has been projected by her.  There was no occasion for  protest  as the

proceedings of J. J. Board were being conducted illegaly from her Court

room  as  is  evident  from  ANNEXURES  A-7,  A-8  &  A-9.  The

complainant  officer  has  annexed  ANNEXURE  A-9  (reply  of  the

complainant officer to the complaint of Smt. Lalita) with the complaint,

wherein there is no mention of alleged protest in the quarterly meeting

conducted on 21.12.2020. The false  story has been coined at  a later

stage  under  consultation  with  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Ld.  ADJ  and  other

members  of  illegal  informal  group. The detailed  submissions  in  this

regard have already been made in this report which may kindly be read

as part of reply to this para also. Even the demi official letters were

issued by the undersigned as per the C.Ls of this Hon’ble Court that too

in discharge of administrative duties.              

4) Ms  Mukta  Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge,  has  leveled  false  and  imaginary
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allegations in this paragraph of her complaint. Recitals of para no. 4 at

page  no.  7  although  denied,  but  reveals  that  the  three  lady  judicial

officers used to sit  in the chamber of Sh. Rajat  Verma Ld. ADJ and

sought his guidance from time to time. It is interesting that for obvious

reasons that the three lady judicial officers are in group with Sh. Rajat

Verma Ld. ADJ, all  of  whom reside in government accommodations

within Court premises Kairana and all the three lady judicial officers

have been favored by Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ. Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld.

Civil  Judge,  is  also  a  judicial  officer  and  is  empowered  to  make

complaints either to the undersigned or this Hon’ble Court, in case she

has  any  grouse.  Secondly,  the  averments  in  the  complaint  clearly

established that Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ms Sudha Sharma, Ms Ruchi Tiwari,

all three Ld. Civil Judges and Sh. Rajat Verma, Ld. ADJ,  have formed

an informal group in the Court campus, which is illegal. Even it appears

that present complaint has been drafted by all four judicial officers, in

consultation with each other. Still further, it appears that the allegations

have been leveled by Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge,  at the instance

of three other judicial officers which is again a unhealthy practice and is

unacceptable  in  any judicial  institution.  In  fact,  the undersigned has

already made detailed submissions in the earlier part of this report with

regard to release of the accused in a criminal case illegally. Firstly, the

accused in a crime surrendered and were taken in custody. Thereafter,

their  surrender  application  was not  pressed by the  counsel  and they

were  ordered to  be  released by Ms Sudha  Sharma,  Ld.  Civil  Judge

illegally. Such a procedure is alien to criminal justice system. The false
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story  of  negative  test  report  of  Covid-19  has  been  narrated  in  this

context,  where the accused was illegally released.  None of  the APO

gave  information  to  the  undersigned  as  falsely  alleged  in  this  para,

rather the members of BAR in utmost confidence disclosed these facts

to the undersigned.

           It is submitted that Ms Mukta Tyagi, Ld. Civil Judge, has herself

admitted that they were holding meetings in the chamber of Sh. Rajat

Verma, Ld. ADJ. Still  further,  if  at  all,  Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld. Civil

Judge had any problem with Ms Anu Tomar, Ld. APO, she could have

called the Ld. APO in her Court or chamber, but it appears that Ld. APO

was called by four judicial officers in the chamber of Sh. Rajat Verma,

Ld. ADJ,  and was humiliated. Still further, the undersigned has always

issued DO letters to almost every judicial officer with a view to improve

the functioning of the judicial institutions.     

5) The allegations leveled in paragraph 5 of the complaint are wrong and

baseless.  Ms Mukta Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge,  is  a  very junior  judicial

officer  and  she  has  no  power  to  comment  on  the  conduct  of  the

undersigned or  Ld.  CJM, who are  much higher  in  rank to  her.  Still

further,  it  is  humbly  submitted  that  from  2nd January,  2021  regular

working of the Courts started and there has been increase in judicial

work. There are two stenographers in the office of District Judge and

both of them are working first time in Sessions Court. One stenographer

Sh.  Kaushal  Kumar  is  a  new  entrant  in  the  service  and  the  other

stenographer  was  earlier  working  with  Ld.  CJM.  None  of  the

stenographers  is  an  experienced  one  in  Sessions  Court  matters.  The
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undersigned has to check every line of the orders dictated by him and

there are lots of mistakes by the stenographers. Still further, the time

available to correct the orders is usually after 04:30 PM. Still further,

the  undersigned  is  residing  in  a  village  in  a  rented  accommodation

which  has  only  three  rooms,  consisting  of  two  bedrooms  and  one

drawing  room  only,  there  is  no  formal  camp  office  in  the  rented

accommodation for the undersigned and prior to this, the undersigned

was residing at PWD guest house which was 17 KMs away from the

Court  campus.  Consequently,  the  undersigned  is  constrained  to

complete  all  his  judicial  and  administrative  work  from  the  Court

campus  duties  by  sitting  late  in  the  evening.  Still  further,  it  is

vehemently denied that the undersigned was sitting late to find faults in

the judicial work of any judicial officer or was persuaded by Ld. CJM

in any manner, moreover ‘General Instructions’ issued by the Hon’ble

High Court vide C.L. No. 105 dated 20th September, 1972 casts duties

on the District Judges to keep a watch on the judicial and administrative

conduct of other judicial officers in the district. There is no occasion to

inspect  the faults  of  officers  as  the staffs  of  these officers  generally

leave at  about 05:30 PM and all  offices are locked thereafter.  When

offices of mostly all officers are locked, there was no occasion to call

for the records of these Courts. However, it is submitted that the District

Judge can call for the records of any Courts at any time, as per the C.L.

No.  55/VIIIh-37/Admn.(G),  dated  2nd  November,  1988.  It  is

vehemently denied that Sh. Raj Mangal Singh Yadav, Ld. CJM, ever

persuaded the undersigned to issue demi official letters to four judicial
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officers and to insult them publically. As explained above, demi official

letters were issued for valid reasons and in compliance of various CLs

issued by this Hon’ble Court.       

6) In reply to para 6 of the complaint, it is humbly submitted that in the

morning of 4th March of 2021, the complainant officer was called to

convene  the  quarterly  meeting  of  J.J.  Board  latest  by  15th March

because the financial year was closing and a lot of work was to be done

in the month of March. The said meeting was required to be called by

the  complainant  officer  latest  by  15th February  and  because  of  her

failure  to  do  so,  she  was  called  to  immediately  convene  the  said

meeting and not later by 15th March, but even she failed to comply the

said instruction and the meeting was called by her for 31st March that

too on 31st March . On 5th March 2021 the complainant officer sought

permission to meet the undersigned in the lunch time of 5 th March of

2021 , but she was permitted to visit after completing the Court work as

the  undersigned  had  received  direction  in  the  morning  to  seek

telephonic instructions from the Hon’ble Administrative Judge in lunch

time.  The  undersigned  had  telephonic  conversation  with  the  then

Hon’ble Administrative Judge in the lunch time on 5 th March, 2021 and

had submitted detailed facts to the Hon’ble Lordship and also received

a  number  of  instructions  from  the  Hon’ble  Lordship  regarding  the

Judgeship.  In  the  evening,  when  the  complainant  officer  met  the

undersigned that too on her own request, she narrated the incident of

man-handling of A.P.O. in the J.J .Board by a practicing Advocate of

Bar Association, Kairana. A written information in this regard was also
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provided  by  her  to  the  undersigned.  During  the   conversation,  the

undersigned  had  explained  everything  to  her  regarding  instructions

received  from  the  Hon’ble  Administrative  Judge  that  too  only  in

compliance to the direction received from the Hon’ble Administrative

Judge. It is falsely alleged that the undersigned had put pressure on the

complainant  officer.  The  complainant  officer  admitted  that  the  J.  J.

Board proceedings were actually done from the Court Rooms of the

Principal Magistrates up-to December 2020, but now the proceeding are

being  conducted  from  the  accommodation  made  available  by  the

District Magistrate. The complainant officer stated that Smt. Lalita also

used to participate in the J.J. Board proceedings from the Court Rooms

and why Smt. Lalita is making it a issue now.  The complainant officer

claimed that no one can prove that the J.J. Board proceedings were ever

conducted  from  the  regular  Court  rooms  and  asked  to  dismiss  the

complaint. It was advised that the proceeding of J. J. Board are already

being vitiated because of non compliance of the mandatory provision of

J.  J.  Act.  On  this  the  complainant  officer  threatened  to  see  the

undersigned  and  stated  that  she  does  not  need  any  advise.   It  is

completely wrong to state that any undated and unsigned letter head of

Bar Association Kairana was shown to her as alleged in this para.  It

also  casts  serious  aspersions  on  the  integrity  of  Bar  Association,

Kairana that a blank letter head that too undated and unsigned was ever

handed over to the undersigned. It seems that somehow the complainant

officer got information of representation dated 03.03.2021 of the Bar

Association Kairana and in  consultation with other  members of  said
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illegal  informal  group,  the  present  false  complaint  was  drafted  and

moved so that either the undersigned be prevented from conducting the

investigation in to the complaint of Smt. Lalita as it touched the judicial

functioning  of  two  officers  of  this  group  or  the  undersigned  be

pressurised in the garb of  this false complaint  to submit  a favorable

report in the complaint of Smt. Lalita. The officer has wrongly declared

in this para that  there was no complaint  against  her  rather  a written

complaint against her was earlier received from Hon’ble High Court as

already narrated above.  In the evening when the complainant officer

visited the undersigned, the instructions with respect to her as received

from the then Hon’ble Administrative Judge were simply conveyed to

her without addition and or subtraction. It is highly objectionable that

she has unnecessarily dragged the Hon’ble Administrative Judge in this

para because there was no occasion for the undersigned to have any

information  regarding  what  she  had  talked  to  the  Hon’ble

Administrative  Judge.  It  is  completely  wrong  to  state  that  indirect

pressure was put  upon her  to  not  to  communicate  with the Hon’ble

Administrative Judge as falsely alleged in this para.  The instructions,

which the undersigned received from the Hon’ble Administrative Judge

were politely communicated to her as instructed by the then Hon’ble

Administrative Judge. 

7) That the averments in paragraph 7 are vague and it is apparent that the

four  judicial  officers  namely  Sh.  Rajat  Verma,  Ld.  ADJ,  Ms  Ruchi

Tiwari, Ld. Civil Judge, Ms Sudha Sharma, Ld. Civil Judge, Ms Mukta

Tyagi,  Ld.  Civil  Judge,  have  hold  detailed  consultations  and  have
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exchanged  confidential  information  with  each  other  and  made

complaint by leveling false and imaginary allegations. 

8) That the undersigned is submitting some additional points before the

Hon’ble Court. The undersigned took charge as District Judge during

Covid-19  pandemic  times  on  4th July,  2020  and  ensured  smooth

functioning  of  the  Shamli  judgeship  during  this  period.  All  the

grievance of the BAR were resolved at the undersigned level except the

complaint  of  Smt.  Lalita.  The undersigned  with  the  help  of  District

Administration  got  installed  CCTV  Cameras  in  the  judgeship,  got

constructed  two  new  toilets  for  women  along-with  one  new  male

urinals for litigants and also got brick work done on whole parking area

along-with some other infrastructure works in the judgeship. Regular

testing for Covid-19 was ensured on the Court premises resulting in to

no causality among officers and employees of the judgeship till date.

9) It is important to mention here that prior to the complaint of Smt. Lalita

against Ms Mukta Tyagi Principal Magistrate, J. J. Board (complainant

officer), there was no complaint or grievance from any corner of the

Judgeship including from the said illegal informal group/coterie.  But

soon  thereafter,  an  attempt  was  made  to  force  and/or  terrorise  the

undersigned  not  to  investigate  the  said  complaint  by  making  false

allegations/accusations using uncalled/improper language in  reply to

said complaint showing great disrespect and discourtesy to the superior

officers  with  the  false  narration  of  concocted  facts,  in  violation  of

relevant C.L.s.  The members of the said illegal informal group were

found  not  sitting  on  dias  in  surprise  inspections  conducted  by  the
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undersigned.   When the senior  most  member of  this illegal  informal

group/coterie  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Ld.  ASJ  was  informed  that  he  has

allowed a 2nd bail application of an accused whose first bail application

was already rejected by Hon’ble High Court in violation of C.L. as well

as  binding  judgment  of  Hon’ble  High Court,  by  the  undersigned  in

performance  of  administrative  duties  assigned  by  the  Hon’ble  High

Court  vide  C.L.  No.  105  dated  20th September,  1972  &  C.L.  No.

23/ALLD. Dated17th September, 1999, a conspiracy under his guidance

was hatched and the present complaint was drafted by all the members

of this group/coterie under leading consultation with their said senior

most member Sh. Rajat Verma Ld. ADJ. 

10) The present false complaint is an attempt that the District Judge be

not only prevented from conducting further investigation in to the

complaint  of  Smt.  Lalita  and thereafter reporting  the  matter  to

Hon’ble High Court but also be prevented from submitting true

report/reports  regarding  their  judicial  as  well  as  administrative

conduct in their annual assessments.

11) The present false complaint is also an attempt that the present or future

District Judges be prevented forever from conducting investigation(s) in

any complaint pending or to be received later-on against any member of

said  illegal  and  informal  group/coterie  wherever  they  are  posted  in

whole of the state of Uttar Pradesh by creating an atmosphere of terror

that  they  can  directly  make  false  complaint(s)  against  their  District

Judge and/or C.J.M. in violation of C.L.s of Hon’ble High Court. The

true intention behind the present complaint is that an environment of
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terror be created in whole of the State of Uttar Pradesh, wherever the

members  of  said  illegal  informal  group  are  posted  in  future,  their

respective District Judges shall always keep their eyes and ears closed

regarding their judicial and administrative conduct and they should not

be asked to follow settled principles of Law or binding judgment of

Hon’ble Supreme Court / Hon’ble High Court or spirit and mandate of

law or judicial discipline or administrative discipline etc.

12) The  said  illegal  informal  group/coterie  is  in  the  habit  of  violating

various binding judgments of Hon’ble Supreme Court / Hon’ble High

Court, various Circular Letters issued by Hon’ble High Court, mandate

and  spirit  of  Law  etc.  while  performing  judicial  and  administrative

duties  as  per  their  whims  in  particular  manner,  several  instances  of

which have already been quoted in this report. The complainant officer

and other members of this informal group against all settled principles

of discipline keeps eyes on the judicial and administrative work of their

District  Judge and  C.J.M.  & also  illegally  secures  unauthorized and

illegal  photocopies  of  Court  records,  which  is  an  act  of  gross

misconduct on their part. Their above detailed acts are certainly of the

nature of unbecoming of a judicial officer as well as are unacceptable

from a judicial officer, are likely to spread an adverse and unauthorised

indiscipline  in  the  institution,  which  shall  certainly  affect  the

administration of justice in future, if not adverted to.

13) Ms Mukta Tyagi and Ruchi Tiwari both Ld. Civil Judges while illegally

conducting J.J.  Board proceedings as Principal Magistrate from their

own regular  Court  Rooms  have  not  only  thereby  conducted  serious
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judicial misconduct, but both these officers have also forced the other

lady member (who is a member of Scheduled Caste) of J. J. Board to sit

on  a  stool  at  their  back  and  not  allowed  her  to  share  dias  while

conducting J.J. Board proceeding from their respective Court rooms and

thereby harassed her in an inhuman way which can not be appreciated

in any civilized society. 

14) General Instructions issued by the Hon’ble High Court vide C.L. No.

105 dated 20th September, 1972 casts an important duty on the District

Judges to keep a watch on the judicial and administrative conduct of

other judicial officers in the district and to advise the officers under him

to go through the earlier Circulars issued by the High Court and to act

in  accordance  with  them.  The  said  illegal  and  informal  group  has

actually challenged the bonafide performance of administrative duties

by the District Judge in compliance to above C.L. No. 105. Challenging

the performance of administrative duties by the District Judge is in-fact

a challenge to the various Circular Letters of the Hon’ble High Court

including above Circular Letter, whereby the District Judges have been

asked to keep a strict vigil on the judicial officers and to ensure strict

compliance of Circular Letters by all judicial officers. 

15) The undersigned is  extremely pained to  inform that  the complainant

officer  is  an  in-disciplined  officer  and  has  misconducted  herself  on

several  occasions  and  has  violated  binding  judgment  of  Hon’ble

Supreme Court, various Circular Letters issued by Hon’ble High Court,

mandate and spirit  of Law etc.,  while performing judicial  duties and

administrative  duties  as  per  her  own  whims  in  particular  manner,
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several instances of which have already been quoted in this report. The

complainant officer has no hesitation in making false submissions even

before  Hon’ble  High  Court  as  she  has  willfully  submitted  in  the

complaint that there was no written complaint against her earlier, which

is against  the records and is  a false submission,  as  a complaint  was

received from Hon’ble High Court against her, which was illegally and

in an unauthorised manner disposed off by the senior-most member of

said  illegal  informal  group  i.e.  Sh.  Rajat  Verma  Ld.  ADJ.  The

complainant  officer  was  already  orally  advised  several  times,  but

instead of making improvement she has resorted to the filing of present

complaint. The present complaint is an attempt to browbeat the senior

and higher officers by the complainant officer, which is itself a serious

misconduct  on the part  of  complainant  officer  (which complaint  has

been  filed  directly  to  Hon’ble  Administrative  Judge  in  violation  of

various Circular Letters issued on this regard). The complainant officer

has  earlier  filed  a  false  complaint  against  a  class  III  employee,

thereafter  a complaint  against  the junior-most  trainee judicial  officer

after herself making viral the alleged chat on social media and harassing

the said junior-most judicial officer on caste lines, thereafter against her

own C.J.M. and now against her own District Judge is a reflection of

her own conduct and discipline. Ms Mukta Tyagi Ld. Civil Judge / the

complainant  officer  committed  serious  judicial  misconduct  while

illegally  conducting  J.J.  Board  proceedings  as  Principal  Magistrate

from her own regular Court Room and also harassed  the other lady

member of  J.J.  Board (who is  a  member of  Scheduled Caste)  in  an
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inhuman way which can not be appreciated in any civilized society.

It is, therefore, most respectfully prayed that a strict disciplinary action

be initiated against the complainant officer for attempting to destroy a

disciplined institution. The report along-with the report of the then Ld.

C.J.M. Shamli as ANNEXURE A-68 is submitted for kind perusal of

Hon’ble Court.

With profound regards.

                                                                              Submitted by 

Enclosures : As Above.                                                            -Sd-

                                                                             (Dr. Ajay Kumar – II)

                                                                             District Judge , Shamli



ANNEXURE A-1

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS
C.L. No. 105 dated 20th September, 1972
The following directions are issued for strict observance:
1. It is the duty of the District Judges to keep a watch
on the Judicial and administrative work and conduct of
other ofcers in the districtt The Administrative Judge
expects  District  Judges  to  control  the  ofcers  who
depart from the standards and to inform the Court if
necessaryt
2. The Administrative Judge will make regular inspection of
the  courts  of  District  Judges.  It  is  the  responsibility  of  the
District Judge to inspect the courts of the other ofcers. The
Administrative  Judge  shall  inspect  some  selected  courts  of
other ofcers. If the working of any subordinate court is found
to  be  not  satisfactory  or  proper,  it  will  be  taken  that  the
District Judge lacks control and administrative ability.
3. No  ofcer  other  than  District  Judges  may  call  on  the
Administrative Judge.
4. No  ofcer  may  see  the  Administrative  Judge  in
connection  with  his  representation  or  grievance  or  request
except by previous appointment made through the Registrar. 
5. If any ofcer wishes to make a representation or
to ventilate a grievance or to make a request, he must
do  so  only  through  the  proper  channel  to  the
Administrative  Judget  Approaches  through  other
channels will not be appreciatedt
6. The District Judges and all other ofcers will sit in court
punctually  at  the  times  fxed  for  the  sitting  of  the  courts.
Unpunctuality will be taken serious note of.
7. All ofcers must wear the prescribed dress in court.
8. Ofcers  will  avoid  drinking  in  public  places  in  public
functions  and  in  parties  in  which  any  member  of  public  is
present.
9. Ofcers will avoid coming into intimate contacts with any
member  of  the  general  public  particularly  members  of  the
business community who usually  fgure in  litigations before
the courts.
10. The District Judges will  advise the ofcers under
them to go through the earlier Circulars issued by the
High Court and to act in accordance with themt



ANNEXURE A-2

COMPLAINTS AGAINST OFFICERS

G.L. No. 4/Xf-21 dated 4th March, 1952
All complaints against Judicial Ofcics should bi cificcid to
thi Couct foc dicictions.

C.L. No. 83/Xf-21 dated 31st May, 1971
Whili focwacding complaints  against  Judicial  Ofcics  to  thi
Couct,  Distcict  Judgis should givi thiic  commints also and
inquici into thi complaints and taki suitabli action in thi
mattic.
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ANNEXURE A-3

COMMUNICATIONS BY JUDICIAL OFFICERS
Communications with the High Court

C.L. NO. C-2/DR (S) 95, Dated January 2, 1995
All officl fommunicifcLionics Lo Lhe high fourL by judificl

offers or oLhers musL be cddressed onicly Lo Lhe regisLrcr ofri
Lhe high fourL cnicd Lo niconice else cnicd nico cdvcnicfe fopy Lhereofri
is Lo be senicL Lo Lhe Honic‘ble Chiefri JusLife.

This mcy kinicdly be broughL Lo Lhe nicoLife ofri cll Lhe judificl
offers posLed inic your
Sessionics Divisionic.

C.L.  No.  40/J.R.  (S)/2007;  Dated:  Alld.  September 17,
2007

Inic  fonicLinicucLionic  Lo  C.L.  No.  C-2/D.R.(S)/95  dcLed:
Allchcbcd:  Jcnicucry  2,  1995,  inic  Lhe  cbove  refrierenicfe  I  cm
direfLed Lo scy LhcL nico forresponicdenicfe shcll be mcde direfLly
Lo Lhe Honic‘ble Lhe Chiefri JusLife/Honic‘ble AdminicisLrcLive Judge
by Lhe Judificl Offers. All Lhe officl fommunicifcLionic musL be
rouLed  ouL  Lhrough  Lhe  RegisLrcr  Genicercl/RegisLrcr  ofri  Lhe
Allchcbcd High CourL or Lufknicow Benicfh cs Lhe fcse mcy be.

I  cm,  Lherefriore,  Lo  requesL  you  kinicdly  Lo  firfulcLe  iL
cmonicgsL  Lhe  Judificl  Offers  ofri  Lhe  Judgeship  frior  sLrifL
fomplicnicfe.

EXPLANATION BY MAGISTRATES
G.L. No. 12/VII-a-82 dated 2nd May, 1950

The provisionic inic rule 100 : ChcpLer X ofri Lhe Genicercl Rules
(Criminiccl), 1957 * , LhcL whenic c Sessionics Judge onic excminicinicg
Lhe reford ofri cnicy profeedinicg, Lhinicks fL Lo reporL Lhe resulL ofri
excminiccLionic  frior  Lhe  orders  ofri  Lhe  High  CourL,  he  should,
exfepL inic c fcse inic whifh delcy should be cvoided, fcll frior cnicd
submiL wiLh Lhe reporL Lhe explcniccLionic ofri Lhe offer whose
profeedinicgs hcve beenic excminiced by him, wcs mcde wiLh Lhe
objefL ofri geLLinicg Lhe views ofri Lhe offer whose profeedinicgs
hcve beenic excminiced  by  Lhe  Sessionics  Judge cs  well.  It  is,
however, impressed upon all District Magistrates and
all Magistrates in their districts that whenever they are
called  upon  to  give  explanations  as  required by  the
rules  or  by  order  of  the  High Court  or  the Sessions
Judge, they have to carry out the orders and whatever
explanation  they  submit  should  be  properly  worded
and should not show either disrespect or discourtesy
to any superior ofcer or court.
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