To

The Registrar General,

Hon’ble High Court of Judicature,
At Allahabad |

(With a request to kindly place it before the Hon’ble Administrative Judge, Kanpur Nagar)

Through,

The District Judge
Lakhimpur Kheri

Hon’ble Lordship ,

It is most humbly and respectfully submitted that the learned District Judge
Kanpur Nagar has given the following remarks; that the integrity of the officer is beyond
doubt, the relations with the members of the Bar is cordial and harmonious, fair and
impartial in dealing with public and bar, cool minded and doesn’t lose temper in court,
private character in public doesn’t adversely affect the discharge of her duties, cause list
has been properly fixed, sufficient number of cases has been fixed to keep engaged
during full court hours, unnecessary adjournments have been avoided, control over the
office and administrative tact is skillful, relations with members of the bar is congenial,
relations with brother/sister officers is harmonious, punctual and regular, and behavior

towards women is respectful.

The targetrequired units for the undersigned was 695.36 units and the
undersigned has achieved a total of 1255.62 units against the required target. The undersigned
was also entrusted with the responsibilities of the Nodal Officer for Post death benefits and
compassionate appointment and the District Judge has remarked that any deficit or
negligence in contribution of the officer towards her administrative responsibilities is

not reported.
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The undersigned has disposed 90 cases of criminal nature which were more than 5
years old and has disposed 174 cases of civil nature which were more than five years old, 54
Civil cases and 46 cases Of criminal nature which were more than 10 years old. The

undersigned has also disposed 166 cases of civil nature and 78 cases of criminal nature of
persons with more than 65 years of age.

The undersigned has disposed 5 civil cases and 8 criminal cases in the National Lok

Adalat and the undersigned has also disposed 741 crinimal cases in Lok Adalat organized for
Petty Offences.

It is most respectfully and humbly submitted that for the Assessment year 2023-24, the

learned District Judge, Kanpur Nagar has given remarks in Column No.4 Other Remarks.

In this regard it is humbly submitted that in the judgment of Case No. 1718 of 1987, it
is mentioned that whether the parties have adduced oral evidence or not. From the perusal of
the judgment, it transpires that evidence lead by parties has been mentioned. At para 2 of page
no. 9, it is written that the evidence lead in case No. 1360 of 1997 will be read over in this
judgment. Further the undersigned has mentioned that Shri Ashok Dutt is examined as PW1,
Shri Kishan Dutt is examined as DW3 and Shri Ajay Dutt is examined as DW4. The
judgment has been delivered by the undersigned in accordance with law after examining the

evidence with respect to the pleadings and applicability of law therein.

As far as mentioning of final conclusion at the end of issue no. 3, 4 and 5, from the
perusal of the judgment, issue No. 3 was already decided in case no. 1360/1997 vide order
dated 08.08.2007 and portion of defendant was separated which is mentioned by the
undersigned. Regarding issue No.4, the claim was surrendered by the parties and with respect
to issue no.5 which was framed regarding the probate of will, it is clearly mentioned that
testamentary suit No. 02/1986, was already decided vide order 01.09.2006 and will was
declared probate. Since the claim was already surrendered therefore no evidence was
mentioned with respect to issue No.4. Further in issue No.2 the claim of the parties has

already been discussed and concisely decided. Therefore no further discussion regarding

A
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evidence was done while deciding issue No.4. With regard to issue No.6 regarding misjoinder
of parties, all the unnecessary parties were already struck out and the remaining parties were
necessary and proper parties, therefore issue no.6 was decided in affirmative and no
misjoinder of parties were found. Regarding Issue No.7 it is been mentioned by respected
District Judge that relief, facts, evidence and conclusion is not mentioned. In this regard it is
humbly submitted that issue no. 7 was framed regarding relief. Already while deciding rest of
the issues related to fact, pleadings and evidence of the parties were elaborately discussed and
therefore only conclusion is mentioned that plaintiff is entitled to get the possession of 1/10
share of the property after partition. It is further submitted that facts of the case has already
mentioned in detail in pages 1 to 7 of the judgment and while deciding factual issues evidence
of the parties has been discussed which also included all the oral and documentary evidence
lead by the defendant.

As far as judgment of suit No. 148/2000 is concerned, the learned District Judge has
remarked that the oral evidence adduced by the parties have been mentioned. Three
issues are framed. The discussion and conclusion is made only for issues no. 1 and 2.
Issue number three is not dealt with separately. In this regard the undersigned most
humbly submits that the main relief i.e., the issue number one was decided in favor of the
plaintiff and the third issue being any other relief that the court deems fit, was an ancillary

relief and the undersigned did not find it necessary to discuss as to whether any ancillary

relief be granted to the plaintiff.

Regarding of judgment of suit No. 539/1999, as far as presence of defense is
concerned, at page No. 5 of the judgment it is mentioned that during argument neither the
defendants, nor the learned counsel of the defense was present. Ample opportunities for
argument was given to the defense however due to continuous non-presence and case being
critically old, opportunity for arguments was closed which was mentioned in the order sheet
of the case in question. As far as directly jumping to the evidence while deciding issue No. 1,
2, 3 and 4 is concerned, the facts were already mentioned in the beginning of the judgment.

Further the affidavit filed in examination-in-chief by the parties was verbatim with the

S
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pleading of the parties
an
d therefore tq avoid repetition of facts, pleadings were not

I'e i Cl

of pleadi
Pleadings of the defendant. Defendant did not adduce any evidence
ame .
. » Dor has pressed the issue but a general statement was made in the
Written statement in a i
Very routine way. The suit was filed for the relief of cancellation of sale

deed and perm TR
1 permanent injunction and as such suit was not barred by section 34 of the Specific
relief act.

framed on the basis

with regard to the s

With regard to the judgment in Criminal Case No. 150 of 2013, it is mentioned by the
respected District judge that Proper appreciation of facts and evidence is missing, however it
has been mentioned by the respected District judge only that the officer has applied law,
mentioned the facts and arguments up to paragraph 19, and from paragraph 23 to 28, the
officer has discussed the facts, evidence, law and drawn conclusion therein. To my
understanding, the undersigned has given clean, concise and categorical funding on each
offence leaving no ambiguity as such. The issues involved have been decided in totality and
the language of the judgment is of corﬁmon parlance leaving no ambiguity, regarding the final

decision and adjudication by the court.

Criminal Case No. 150 of 2013, was related to Domestic Violence Act and therefore
the pleadings of the parties and affidavit filed as examination-in chief was verbatim. Since
pleadings of the parties was already mentioned, to avoid repetition, the examination-in-chief
was not mentioned but cross-examination was evidence. Thereafter, appraisal of facts and
evidence was done at page 5 and 6 and in light of the statutory provisions and principle

propounded in various case laws, conclusion was drawn by the undersigned.

Regarding non-mentioning of the paragraph in the judgment, the undersigned most
humbly submits that the judgment relates to cases under domestic violence Act, it being a
complaint case the undersigned did not specifically write the observations paragraph wise.

The undersigned will bear in mind that such irregularities be not repeated in future.

e e S AU
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With regard to .
the want e Transfer Applications No. 568/2023, 406/2023 and 643/2023, all

. - 1 were rejected by the respected District Judge finding no merit in the
ons. Al the i 1 y to
transfer appllcatlon were filed on false and vexatious ground only t

create undue press i
‘ pressure on the court which was rejected. Hence I trust the good conscience and
judgment of the respected District Judge, Kanpur Nagar.

Regarding the complaint dated 25.01.2024 made by Sri Vithhal Gupta against the
Officer that she is favouring the land Mafia Rajendra Prasad Gupta in Case No. 1701 of 2023
(Rajendra Prasad Vs. Neelam Gupta). First of all it is most humbly submitted that no affidavit
was filed in support of the complaint. It is based on false and frivolous facts. Further the
complaint was made regarding order dated 20.10.2023 passed in case No. 1701 of 2023 and
no appeal or revision was preferred by the complainant or the parties which clearly implies
that the complainant was not aggrieved rather it was made with ulterior motive to create
undue pressure on the court. Order dated 20.10.2023 was not a final order and the aggrieved
has legal remedy available to him, however no legal remedy was persued, rather to harass, the
complaint was filed. The undersigned has already given her explanation on 15.04.2024 and
mentioned that the court has not intentionally done any act rather that was bonafide mistake
caused by clerical error for which the undersigned seeks unconditional apology. The
undersigned has submitted the following explaination “J=7defl # yd & fa-rd 08.11.
2023 GIAIEIET a7 7% 15.11.2023 @1 faf a1 fa=g favas 8q Faad o
R7# 05.10.2023 @1 Gad [Af uv act &l grfAT 93 67 serft @R
oy vauEy wg @ g1 TAT a7 67 & [ & ford gfyardror st gars
gq 7w Wl &¥d §Y [a7# 18.10.2023 @1 fafer fraa a1 1=t sa7 fafr
o & ardt @ avw @ ArAd @1 ol gard g4 arflar 8g faRly aw®
ﬁgﬁmﬁﬁﬁiﬂﬁ'mﬁyﬁﬁmww Rord ~Irgrerg giT
ngﬁmmﬁgaﬁﬁmmm}rmﬁwé&w
Sfeaer ReT# 06.11.2023 F R [T a16% arfier & araa fraa g T4 e,

w59 grfar g5 67 @ e 8q [Fa fAffr 18.10.2023 #Y ~rared gRT
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It has been helq by the Hon’ble
Garments And

It is respectfully submitteq that it was a bonafide mistake and there was
no ulterior motive of the undersigned. Respected District Judge has already mentioned that

the integrity of the undersigned is “Beyond Doubt”. Further it is also mentioned by the

respected District Judge, that nothing adverse has come to his knowledge during the
assessment year that lowers the private character of the undersigned in the estimation of the
public and adversely affects the discharge of her official duties. It is humbly submitted that
the undersigned always acts in accordance with law in light of settled laws and procedures.

For the above bonafide and clerical mistake, I shall be cautious and diligent in future.

Regarding D.O. No. CV 1288/2023 DATED 31 July, 2023, was received with the
direction of the Hon’ble the Administrative Judge, Kanpur Nagar for report and comments of
the Officer concerned upon the complaint of Kanpur Bar Association vide Letter No.
2035/KV/2021 a D.O. No. 46/2023 DATED 11.08.2023 was issued by the Respected District
Judge. In this regard it is humbly submitted that the undersigned is suffering from
Rheumatoid arthritis and is required to take medicine regularly. There was a momentary lapse
as the undersigned was off from the Dias for taking medicine, explanation regarding which
has already been submitted to the respected District Judge along with necessary medical
papers. Further the undersigned is attaching a copy of the medical papers for your kind
perusal. It is further humbly submitted that I regularly and punctually hold Dias as per the

timing of the Court, but on the aforesaid date mentioned it is quite possible that due to

discharge of some urgent work, there may be a momentary lapse in sitting on Dias.

)
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Attachment-

1. Letter regarding for the document.

Reminder- Letter regarding for the document

With profound regards,

"\ -
Zh T

hruti Verma

Addl.Civil Judge(SD)
Lakhimpur Kheri
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