From: Sandeep Gupta,
Additional District and Sessions Judge, Court No. 14,

Muzaffarnagar

To: Hon'ble Administrative judge,
High Court of Judicature at Allahabad

Through: District and Sessions Judge,
Muzaffarnagar

Subject: Representation against Remark in Annual Confidential Report of
Financial Year 01.04.2021 to 31.03.2022

Hon'ble Lordship,
It is most respectfully humbly submitted that:

1) It is respectfully submitted that | have completed 1601.71 Units out of
required 1200 Units i.e. 133.47%. Disposal of work is adequate i.e. 133.47%.
Four judgments have been attached with my application for self assessment.

2) It is most respectfully humbly submitted that | have joined the judicial
service on July 29, 2019 and this is my first posting. During the Financial Year
01.04.2021 to 31.03.2022, no transfer application was filed against me.
Disposal of work is also 133.47%. During the Financial Year 01.04.2021 to
31.03.2022, twd complaints were filed against me and regarding the first
complaint, the matter is pending before the Hen'ble High Court and
regarding the second complaint, the vigilance inquiry is pending. Learned
District Judge has also stated in Annual Confidential Report that two
complaints were filed against me and regarding the first complaint, the
matter is pending before the Hon’ble High Court and regarding the second
complaint, the vigilance inquiry is pending.

First written complaint was filed by Advocate Avirudh Kumar.

It is my respectful submission is that both the bail applications Waseem alias
Vivek Versus State and Armaan Malik alias Noor Mohammad Versus State
has been decided on merit after hearing at length the Counsel of Waseem
alias Vivek and the Counsel of Armaan Malik alias Noor Mohammad and the
investigating officer and the prosecution. There was no similarity in the
conduct of the accused Waseem alias Vivek and Armaan Malik alias Noor
Mohammad. There was no parity between the bail applications of Waseem
alias Vivek Versus State and Armaan Malik alias Noor Mohammad Versus
State which is as per the nature of the evidence available with the
investigating officer and the circumstances which were peculiar to the
accused and the concealment of criminal history by the accused Armaan

Malik alias Noor Mohammad which is point wise explained as follows:
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(a). Money transaction and Forged document preparation;

When | have asked the Investigating officer about the money transaction
details about accused Armaan Malik allas Noor Mohammad. Investigating
officer has told to me that accused Armaan Malik alias Noor Mohammad has
confessed that he has got Rs. 1 Lacs which One Lac Rupees is now with him.
The investigating officer has further told that the accused Armaan Malik alias
Noor Mohammad is the master mind of this case and has prepared the
forged documents of the co-accused

When | have asked the investigating officer about the conduct of the accused
Waseem alias Vivek, the investigating officer has told that all the forged
documents were made by accused Armaan Malik alias Noor Mohammad and

Rs. 150 has been recovered from accused Waseem alias Vivek.

(b). Recovery of Money:

As per recovery memo provided by the investigating officer, Rs. 30,000 has
been recovered from accused Armaan Malik alias Noor Mohammad.

As per recovery memo provided by the investigating officer, Rs. 150 has
been recovered from accused Waseem alias Vivek.

(c). Identity Card of accused:

As per Bail Application of accused Waseem alias Vivek, he has told the Court
that he is less educated person and was working as a peon in that Company.
In support of his version in the bail application he has annexed the identity
card of his working as peon in that Company. When | have asked the
investigating officer in an open court about the identity card annexed in
support of his version in the bail application, the investigating officer has not
disputed the identity card of the accused. When | have asked the Prosecution
about the identity card, the Prosecution has also not disputed the identity
card of the accused. When | have specially asked the investigating officer in
an open court about the Education details of accused Waseem alias Vivek,
the investigating officer has said that he has no record about the education
of accused Waseem alias Vivek. Counsel of accused Waseem alias Vivek
further argued that accused Waseem alias Vivek was a peon in the company
and he was made scape goat in this case.

When | have asked the Counsel of accused Armaan Malik alias Noor
Mohammad about the post and role in the company of accused Armaan Malik
alias Noor Mohammad, his Counsel Avirudh Kumar has not given any
answer.But the investigating officer and the prosecution has told that
accused Armaan Malik alias Noor Mohammad is the master mind in this case.
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It s most respectfully humbly submitted that regarding the first complaint,
the matter Is pending before the Hon'ble High Court

Second complaint was filed by Advocate Amit Kumar Jain.

(a). It Is my respectful submission that all the evidence and including
examination of accused under Section 313 Criminal Procedure Code in
session Trial No. 592 of 2004 State Versus Dharampal and others and
Session Trial No. 932 of 2004 State Versus Katar Singh has taken place
before Additional Sessions Judge Court No, 12 and not before me. Advocate
Amit Kumar Jain has earlier made a complaint against Additional Sessions
Judge Court No. 12 before Hon'ble High Court of Judicature at Allahabad.

(b). It is most respectfully humbly submitted that thereafter, Learned District
Judge has transferred the Session Trial No. 592 of 2004 State Versus
Dharampal and others and Session Trial No. 932 of 2004 State Versus Katar
Singh to Additional Sessions Judge Court No. 14 to hear the arguments and
to decide the aforementioned Session Trials. | have heard the arguments of
Ld. Advocates in the aforementioned Session Trials and reserved the
judgment which is to be proncunced in open court on March 15 2022.

(c). It is most respectfully humbly submitted that Advocate Amit Kumar Jain
was continuously harassing me in the Court and Advocate Amit Kumar |ain
was continuously harassing my wife on the phone that if all the accused
persons were not convicted to |ife imprisonment then Advocate Amit Kumar
Jain will kill all of us. Advocate Amit Kumar |ain has threatened that he will
firstly kidnap both my daughters from the school who were at that time
studying in 7'" class and 9" class and will kill them. Thereafter, he will kill me
and my wife if the judgment will not be proncunced in his favour. Advocate
Amit Kumar Jain was continuously threatening and terrorizing us,

(d). It is most respectfully humbly submitted that Gn March 14, 2022, | and
my wife met the Learned District Judge in his chamber at around 1 P.M. and
tell the whole circumstances how Advocate Amit Kumar Jain is continuously
harassing me in the Court and Advocate Amit Kumar Jain is continuously
harassing my wife on the phone that if all the accused PErsans were not

convicted to life imprisonment then Advocate Amit Kumar jain will kil all of
us.

(e). It is most respectfully humbly submitted that thereafter the complaint
against the Advocate Amit Kumar Jain was given by my wife to the police and
an First Information Report was lodged against him on March 14, 2022.
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