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DATE AND EVENTS
IN
Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024.
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)
(DISTRICT - GHAZIABAD)

Bar Association Ghaziabad @~ === 0o Petitioners
Versus

State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P. at
Lucknow and others ~ cmeeeeee Respondents

SYNOPSIS AND LIST OF EVENTS

The present writ petition is filed with the prirﬁary !prayer of protecting
the sanctity of judicial proceedings and conducting an impartial and
independent enquiry into the unprecedented and unfortunate
incident, that took place in the Court of District Judge Ghaziabad on
29/10/2024, wherein the respondent number 2 in gross abuse of the
powers vested upon him used brute and atrocious force upon the
unarmed and helpless lawyers inside the courtroom of district judge
Ghaziabad which is considered to be one of the safest place for the
lawyers and the respondent number 2 went to the extent of throwing
chairs upon the lawyers who were standing in the court under the
garb of protecting the district judge who was standing on the Dias
which was at the same distance and none of the lawyers were even
trying to even go to that site.

It is pertinent to mention here that the justification
which has been given by the police for using the brutal force was the
protection of the district judge, which is absolutely false ‘and frivolous
and for unearthing the truth and independent enquiry/investigation
is warranted under the Aegis of this Hon’ble Court so that the truth
can come out and the persons who were liable for maligning the image
of the judiciary are brought to book.

The petitioner at the outset submits it is not entering into the
arena of allegations and counter allegations and are more concerned
about the maintaining of the dignity of the Majesty of the Justice
which has suffered primarily due to the high handedness of the
respondent number 2 who considered himself above the law and went
to the extent of foisting unprovoked violence upon the lawyers due to

some ulterior objects or his personal grudges and therefore an
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impartial and independent enquiry under the Aegis of this Hon'ble
court is absolutely essential.

The petitioners herein also pray for this Hon’ble Court to
lay down guidelines providing for the conduct of the court proceedings
by the lower judiciary in absolutely transparent manner by making it
mandatory to record the proceedings as required, under the E-Court
regime to prevent the happening of any unforeseen incident in future
and also for identifying the wrongdoers instantly.

It is pertinent to mention here that advocates are
considered as officer of the court and this Hon'ble Court as well as
Hon'ble Supreme Court of India has repeatedly held that the judges
and advocates are integral part of the justice dispensation system and
the institution of Justice could not function without either of them,
however lately advocates are being considered by judicial officers as
an unwanted and lesser mortals and are repeatedly insulted and
threatened by the judicial officers by ﬂashing their powers and judicial
immunity and this fact has admittedly come in light across the
country and therefore the petitioner are praying for appropriate
guidelines from this Hon'ble Court to protect and preserve the dignity
of the advocates also in the interest of Justice, otherwise the entire

Justice dispensation system will be adversely impacted.

That certain land grabbers committed fraud and
cheating with  complainants and entered into
agreement to sell the land which was not owned by
them rather par of the land was government land
‘and thereby cheated the complainants for Rs 90
lakhs and as they were having connections with the
local Administration, the FIR was not registered
despite repeated requests, an application under 156
(3) Cr.p.C was filed by the complainants against 9
accused persons cheating of Rs. 90 Lac ‘and
encroachment of government property before the
Court of ‘learned Chief Judidial Magistrate,
Ghaziabad.

09.09.2023 | The learned Chief Judicial Magistrate directed the
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Ld. Additional District Magistrate (Finance),
Ghaziabad to file the report. The Additional District
Magistrate (Finance), Ghaziabad filed its report
stating that they government land was encroached

and same had been removed with the police.

02.10.2024

The Ld. Chief Judicial Magistrate after appreciating
the report of the ADM Finance and other facts of the
Case directed the registration of the FIR vide its
order dated 13.08.2024 in Application no.
1662/2024 and accordingly an FIR no. 0971 of
2024 was registered at Police Station Kavi Nagar the
directions of the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate.

That despite the registration of the FIR the police
did not took any action and subsequently the
accused persons filed anticipatory bail application

before the learned District Judge, Ghaziabad

23.10.2024

The aforesaid Anticipatory Bail Application was
listed before the Court of Ld. District and Sessions
Judge and the counsel for the complainant prayed
for addressing the Court, however the learned
District Judge granted interim relief to the accused
persons without hearing the Counsel for the
Complainant and fixed the next date while calling
for the police report.

28.10.2024

On the next date of hearing the icase was listed
before the Additional District Judge. The learned
Additional District Judge while continuing the
interim relief to the accused persons refused to hear

the complainant and fix the next date 29.10.2024
for hearing

29.10.2024

That the aforesaid anticipatory bail application was
listed before the learned District Judge. The counsel
for the complainant requested to hear the case
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which was bluntly refused by the District Judge and
thereafter counsel for the complainant further
requested that if the learned District Judge does not
wish to hear the case, the same may be transferred
to the Court of Additional Sessions Judge , however
unfortunately learned District Judge upon such
request got agitated and left his chair and came to
the Dias and started abusing the lawyers and
thereafter called the police and subsequently the
entire unfortunate incident took place. It is to
mention here that CRPF was deployed in the court

premises on the instance of District Judge.

29.10.2024

On the same day the advocate of the complainant
Bar Association Ghaziabad vide email informed the
entire incident to the Chief Justice Allahabad and
further requested for direction to the Registrar, High
Court to conduct the investigation of the entire
incident while securing the CCTV footage of the
District Judge Court room of the same day (i.e.
29.10.2024). It is to be mentioned that FIR had been

lodged against the advocates.

That as the dignity of the judicial system is at stake
and the members of the Bar Association Ghaziabad
have been brutally assaulted by the Respondent No
2 in utter disregard to the majesty of Court and

rights of Advocates, the prese writ petition is being
filed
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Criminal Misc. Stay Application No. of 2024
(Under Chapter XXII Rule 1 of rules of High Court r/w151 C.P.C))

On behalf of
Bar Association Ghaziabad - Applicant/Petitioner
IN

Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024,
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)

(DISTRICT - GHAZIABAD)
2. Bar Association Ghaziabad, through its President, District Court
Ghaziabad, Police Station: Kavi Nagar, District Ghaziabad.

------ Petitioner
Versus
1, State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) GovernmentofU.P.
at Lucknow,
2. District Magistrate, District Ghaziabad
3. Comumissioner of Police, District Ghaziabad.
4. Deputy Commissioner of Police, District Ghaziabad
5. District Judge, District Court Ghaziabad, District Ghaziabad.
------ Respondents
To,

The Hon’ble the Chief Justice and his other companion judges of the

aforesaid court.

The humble application on behalf of the above-named
applicants/petitioners most respectfully showeth as under.

1. That full facts and circumstances have been given in the
accompanying writ petition, which forms of part of this
application.

2.  That it is expedient and necessary in the interest of justice that
this Hon'ble Court may be pleased to direct the Respondent
Number 5 to secure the CCTV footages of the district judge’s

court and also complete Court premises and forward the same

to the special investigation team for effective investigation
and/or
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(i) That it is expedient and necessary in the interest of justice that
this Hon’ble Court may be pleased to direct the Respondent
Issue an order restraining the respondents from taking any
action under the FIR number 1085/2024 and 1086/2024
registered against the members of the Bar Association by
narrating therein false and frivolous facts in the time of the

report of special investigation team is submitted before this
Hon'ble Court

PRAYER

It is therefore Most Respectfully prayed that Honble Court may
kindly be pleased to direct the Respondent Number S to secure the
CCTV footages of the district judge’s court and also complete Court
premises and to direct the Respondent Issue an order restraining the
respondents from taking any action under the FIR number
1085/2024 and 1086/2024 registered against the members of the Bar
Association, Police Station Kavi Nagar Ghaziabad during the pendency

of this writ petition before this Hon’ble Court.

And/or pass such other and further order which this Hon’ble
Court may deem fit and proper in the circumstances of the case,
otherwise applicants/petitioners shall suffer irreparable loss and

injury.

Dated:;g{/_lj/2024 "w‘}d,/

(Jawahir Yadav)

Advocate Roll A/J 0128/2012
(Advocate)

Counsel for the Petitioners
Chamber No. 56

High Court, Allahabad.
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Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024.
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)

(DISTRICT - GHAZIABAD)
1. Bar Association Ghaziabad, through its President, District Court
Ghaziabad, Police Station: Kavi Nagar, District Ghaziabad.

—————— Petitioner
Versus
1. State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P.
at Lucknow.
District Magistrate, District Ghaziabad
Commissioner of Police, District Ghaziabad.
Deputy Commissioner of Police, District Ghaziabad
District Judge, District Court Ghaziabad, District Ghaziabad.

Ul

...... Respondents

The Hon’ble the Chief Justice and his other companion
judges of the aforesaid court.

The humble writ petition on behalf of the above-named

petitioners most respectfully showeth as under.

1. That this is the first writ petition filed by the petitioner before
this Hon’ble Court and no other writ petition filed or pending by
the petitioners before this Hon’ble court or court of law for same

cause of action.

2. That the petitioner has not received any notice through

registered post about the filing of the caveat application by any

of the respondents.

\«;NXAWM



3.

®

That certain land grabbers committed fraud and cheating with
complainants and entered into agreement toisell the land which
was not owned by them rather part of the land was government
land and thereby cheated the complainants for Rs 90 lakhs and
as they were having connections with the local Administration,
the FIR was not registered despite repeated requests, an
application under 156 (3) Cr.p.C was filed by the complainants
against 9 accused persons cheating of Rs. 90 Lac and
encroachment of government property before the Court of

learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Ghaziabad.

On 09.09.2024, the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate directed

the Ld. Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Ghaziabad to file the report.

The Ld. Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Ghaziabad filed its report

stating that they government land was encroached and same
had been removed with the police. Annexure P-1 is the copy of

the report of the Ld. Sub-Divisional Magistrate.

The Ld. Chief Judicial Magistrate after appreciating the report of
the ADM Financé and other facts of the Case directed the
registration of the FIR vide its order dated 13.08.2024 in
Application no. 1662/2024 and accordingly an FIR no. 971 of
2024 was registered at Police Station Kavi Nagar the directions
of the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate. Annexure P-2 is the

copy of the FIR No. 971 of 2024.

That despite the registration of the FIR the police did not took
any action' and subsequently the accused persons filed

anticipatory bail application before the learned District Judge,

Ghaziabad
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The aforesaid Anticipatory Bail Application was listed before the
Court of Ld. District and Sessions Judge and the counsel for the
complainant prayed for addressing the Court, however the
learned District Judge granted interim relief to the accused
persons without hearing the Counsel for the Complainant and
fixed the next date while calling for the police report. Annexure
P-3 is-the copy of the interim order ﬁassed by the Ld. District

Judge.

On 28.10.2024, the case was listed before the Additional District
Judge.. The learned Additional District Judge while continuing
the interim relief to the accused persons refused to hear the

complainant and fix the next date 29.10.2024 for hearing.

On 29.10.2024, the aforesaid anticipatory bail application was
listed before the learned District Judge. The counsel for the
complainant requested to hear the case which was bluntly
refused by the District Judge and thereafter counsel for the
complainant further requested that if the learned District Judge
does not wish to hear the case, the same may be transferred to
the Court of Additional Sessions Judge, however unfortunately
learned District Judge upon such request got agitated and left
his chair and came to the Dias and started abusing the lawyers
and thercafter called the police and subsequently the entire
unfortunate incident took place. It is to mention here that CRPF
was deployed in the court premises on the instance of District

Judge. Annexure P-4 are the photographs of the incident.

On the same day the advocates of the complainant Bar

Association Ghaziabad vide email informed the entire incident to
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the Chief Justice Allahabad and further requested for direction
to the Registrar, High Court to conduct the investigation of the
entire incident while securing the CCTV footage of the District
Judge Court room of the same day (i.e. 29.10.2024). Annexure
P-5 is the copy of the application to the Hon’ble Chief Justice,

Allahabad High Court.

That as the dignity of the judicial system is at stake and the
members of the Bar Association Ghaziabad have been brutally
assaulted by the Respondent No 2 in utter disregard to the
majesty of Court and rights of Advocates, the prese writ petition

is being filed.

That due to best efforts of the deponent the relevant papers
which has already been annexed to this afﬁdlavit of instant case,
except these papers the deponent could found any un
blur/fresh papers, therefore in the interest of justice may kindly

be pleased the accept the relevant papers without

hindrance/interference.

That the petitioners have got no other equally efficacious remedy
except to approach this Honble Court under Article 226 of the
Constitution of India and filing the present writ petition on the

following amongst other grounds: -
GROUNDS

Because the conducting of the impartial and independent
investigation under the supervision of the Hon’ble Court and by
independent agency is essential under the facts of the present
case where the prima facie evidence which is available in the

shape of photographs and video show that the Ld. District

S
"\“\,ﬁ/‘"\?&



®

Judge was acting in an absolutely aggressive and derogatory

mariner.

Because as per the statement of the members of the Bar who
were present inside the Court Ld. District Judge was using
abusive language against the advocates and was even directing
the Police to open Fire upon the advocates.

Because the Conduct of the Police Officials in throwing Chairs
upon the advocates and assaulting them without any
provocation and that too inside the Court Room warrants in

depth investigation by any other independent agency .

Because the allegations as substantiated by the photographs
and videos prima facie points towards the illegal and arbitrary
act of the Higher Police officials as well as Ld. District Judge and
therefore any investigation by the local police would be biased
and one sided.

Because the District Judge while using derogatory language and
abusive words against the lawyers completely failed to
appreciate the observations made by the Hon’ble Supreme to the
effect that, “The Judge's Bench is a seat of power. Not only do
judges have power to make binding decisions, their decisions
legitimate the use of power by other officials. The judges have
the absolute and unchallengeable control of the court domain.
But they cannot misuse their authority by intemperate
comments, undignified banter or scathing criticism of counsel,
parties or witnesses. We concede that the court has the inherent
power to act freely upon its own conviction on any matter
coming before it for adjudication, but it is a general principle of
the highest importance to the proper administration of justice
that derogatory remarks ought not to be made against persons
or authorities whose conduct comes into cor}sideration unless it

is absolutely necessary for the decision of the case to
animadvert on their conduct.

Because the District Judge while issuing directions to the police
officials for opening fire upon the lawyers completely exceeded

its jurisdiction and acted in a manner which is detrimental to

a&;h\'ﬁ‘w
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the status of District Judge, and also contrary to the law laid
down by the Hon'ble Supreme Court of India as well as this
Hon'ble Court in catena of judgements

Because the treatment meted out to the Advocates by the Ld.
District Judge is against the interest of administration of justice
and has the effect of shaking the public trust upon the institute.

Because the Hon'ble Apex Court in A.M. Mathur v. Pramod
Kumar Gupta and Others, (1990) 2 SCC 533, in para 13 said

as follows:

"13. Judicial restraint and discipline are as necessary to the
orderly administration of justice as they are to the effectiveness
of the army. The duty of restraint, this humility of function
should be constant theme of our judges. This quality in decision
making is as much necessary for judges to command respect as
to protect the independence of the judiciary. Judicial restraint in
this regard might better be called judicial respect, that is,
respect by the judiciary. Respect to those who come before the
court as well to other coordinate branches of the State, the
executive and the legislature. There -must be mutual respect.
When these qualities fail or when litigants and public believe
that the judge has failed ih these qualities, it will be neither
good for the judge nor for the judicial process.

. Because the Ld. District Judge ought to have appreciated that
the Supreme Court of India has emphasized the importance of
mutual respect in the courtroom. The judgment highlighted that
a judge should be courteous and dignified toward advocates,
asserting that any form of humiliation undermines the justice

system’s integrity.

. Because making sarcastic and disparaging remarks toward
lawyers violates the disciplinary tribunal concluded that such
behavior violated the judicial code of conduct, as it affects the

fair hearing of cases.

. Because the Supreme Court of India reinforced the principle

that judges must conduct themselves with courtesy toward

Rl
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advocates. The judgment pointed out that any kind of hostile or
humiliating behavior by a judge could lead to perceptions of
bias, damaging public confidence in the judiciary.

L. Because the Honble Supreme Court has repeatedly underscored
the importance of judicial humility. The court highlighted that
judge, as guardians of justice, must treat advocates with
respect, even when faced with aggressive advocacy. Humiliating
remarks toward advocates were seen as counterproductive to

the justice system’s dignity.

PRAYER

It is, therefore Most respectfully prayed that this Hon’ble

Court may graciously be pleased to:-

(i) Issue a writ order or direction in the nature of mandamus
directing Constitution of special investigation team under the
direct supervision and control of this Hon'ble Court for
investigating into the incident of 29/10/2024 in the interest of

Justice and equity.

(i) To direct the Respondent Number 3 to secure the CCTV footages
of the district judge’s court and also complete Court premises
and forward the same to the special investigation team for

effective investigation and/or

(iii) Issue a show cause notice to the Respondent Number 2 and
other officials by exercising powers under Article 215 of the

Constitution of India read with the provisions of Contempt of

Court Act

(iv)] Issue an order restraining the respondents from taking any
action under the FIR number 1085/2024 registered against the

members of the Bar Association by narrating therein false and
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frivolous facts in the time of the report of special investigation

team is submitted before this Hon'ble Court

(v) Issue any other suitable order or a suitable direction to ‘which,
this Hon’ble Court may deem fit and proper in the present facts

and circumstances of the case. ,

(vi) Award costs of this writ petition to the petitioners.

)
Dated:01 [t/ [2024 W/M’

(Jawahir Yadav)

(Advocate)

Counsel for the Petitioners
Chamber No. 56

High Court, Allahabad.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD

COURT FEE
IN
Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. - of 2024
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)
(DISTRICT-GHAZIABAD)
Bar Association Ghaziabad @ === 0z -———-- Petitioners

Versus

State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P. at

Lucknow and others ~ —-eeeee- Respondents
)
b
Dated: & H/ /2024 [Jawad—if;dav)
(Advocate)

Counsel for the Petitioner
Chamber No. 56
High Court, Allahabad.
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ANNEXURE NO. [/ ]

IN
Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of Indid)

(DISTRICT - GHAZIABAD)

Bar Association Ghaziabad @~ =00 —————- Petitioners
Versus
State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P. at
Lucknow and others T Respondents
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
ANNEXURE NO. [2 ]

IN
Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)

(DISTRICT - GHAZIABAD)

Bar Association Ghaziabad @ =00 —c-eeee- Petitioners

Versus
State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P. at
Lucknow and others - Respondents
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N.CR.B (e dL.am.d)

FIRST INFORMATION REPORT
(Under Section 173 B.N..S_.S)

(e 173 @ o v T ¥ 9%4)

L. Distriet/Unit (Rrenfged): SR P.S. (g/): FE 7R Year (a¥9): 2024
FIR No. (9.5, %) 0971  Dateand Time of FIR (K. # Reiew
it IA): 02/10/2024 02:24 ¢

2. S'N": Acts (31f0FRmET) Sections (4TRI(T))
CEANE o
1 migigeo 00 20
2 wrd g 1860 406
3 g W 1860 467
4 & ¥ 1860 468
5 sw& & 1860 ik i
6  smd ¥ 1860 1208 |

3. @ Oceurrence of offence (39T $r gea):
1 pay(Re1): s&a8iq Rs  Date from (Reit® @) Date To (RS

02/02/2024 a®): 22/02/2024
Time Period (¥ Time From (§519 q):  Time To (§FA
arafa): 00:00 s a®): 00:00 S5
M) Information received at P.S. (4TAT Date (ﬁ'ﬂlﬂi) Time (¥HA): .
gt e wod g8) 02/10/2024 02:24 &3
(c) General Diary Reference Entrv No. (yi3fz  Date and Time
Y iy ry No. { .
(R ). ) 008 (Rt 3R
wHYT).
02/10/2024
102:24 S
1
VA A
RS



N.C.R.B (v 9.3, <f)

Type of Information (WTem = YRR IICR)
> Place of Occurrence (FEATEYH):

L (a) Direction and distance from P.S, (9w ¥ LRl it Beat No. (diE
fan): 34, 1.5 . A i)

(b) Address (JaT): d==T /0 215, 216 Rfdw , AC ITSATETE,

(¢) In case, outside the limit of this Police Station, then Name of P.S. (37
e W ¥ AT § Oy uren H S

District (State) (11 (TST)):

6. Complainant / Informant (Rr=mrdsar / @Hlﬂw'a?):

(a)

(b)
(©)

(©
®

@

Name (#FF): o fHg wgase

Father's Name (Rraar am): € A w1 @ e

Date/Year of Birth (S+H i (d) Nationality (zrw;"m'al) qEa
ad): 1971

UID No. (38" H.):

Passport No. (e |.):

Date of Issue (S FwT $ ReAiw): - Place of Issue (S X HT FU=A):

1D Details (Ration Card, Voter 1D Card, Passport, UID No., Driving -
License, PAN) (T59151 Faaor (T30 H1S Fewamed FE TWAE, FITER

g, gERer andw, Y9 o)

(h)
@

S.No.  fp Type (FgaKT WX &0 1D Number (T&ww ")

‘Occeupation (EUTETA):

Address ()
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Mobile (RS H.): 91-98182XXXXX

* Details of known / suspected / unknown accused with full particulars (37 /

wiegw | s affgma & Q R wfyd avke:

Accused More Than (3#0d 3 o & it §f a dwar): 0

S. N?... Name(ﬂm) Alias
(ﬁlg.)

1 IO JEH

T e et b e,

(39ewT)

'Relative's
Name (Redgr
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Tar &1 &1 .
F A

e & a9
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Present Addms(‘cl’é‘mﬁ‘
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’. Details of known / suspected / unknown accused with full particulars {ant |/

Accused More Than (377 30 wa & 30 g @ d&am): 0

§.No.  Name(sImr)  Alias Relative's  present Address(SATT

(®4) (37eET)  Name (RRAER
T AH)

R o frar &1 =17 © 1. 5-26 ¥%03 wHAR
| A gEOA  TE Ho 5T AN
2 fEe I Rem 7 a1 : 1. U6 7 doRR HSA

HIR G THFECH, AT TR

1. A
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10.

1l.

12.

Reasons for delay in reporting by the complainant / informant (Rysraaswat /

Particulars of properties of interest (gafewa aFaRr &1 fayor):

S.No. Propertty Category  Property Type Description Value(in

(FEH) (g ¥y () Rs/-) (HEH
Sroft) THR) | % #)

Total value of property (In Rs/-) (S &1 B HFAE H)):

HE B

S.No.  yIDB Number (T.3940T H.)
(#.4.)

faftre ordien 93 § 1662/ T 2024 e Rig vsdihe 97 ¥ A 1A
MRS U AT A0 215, 216 R FE FFSS INAEE I T
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EFaTER St st arlf fes iy vedrhe OF T A T <o Rig
39 U 53 af Frwd - 175 A o SR R
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wmmﬁmézemmmmsammm
PRt feeel A 98915XXXXX 2. Retarer 3 g Fior @ A vF 7
Wmmmzmmmmmgw%ms
BUAEE T SAEA Taret ane Agdl aren Al afeuee 4. A
TR G TGeE fRarll SRS 5. ATEY 3 AueA I Haaae
frarh SRTT 6. AAG WA WA Il Favede forardr 3o 7.
FEEEEN T 3T Y A s 8. Apwh gRicd el Swvede
ey sora 9. gl 3RS 37l qF AWAT sroar fardt srEen Enr
HRETYE 7 WY % agd F due F RY wolf velidie sAER A @
& & ool ¥ 90 I FT & AAT AYT AN W FIN AqOH T FAAIC
AT THIEHR FOF0 2209 VHAN, TET FRAETTwH F0H0 2088

Action taken: Since the above information reveals comm]sswn of offence(s)
w/s as mentioned at Item No. 2.

(& T=f FriEE - aﬁrmm#wm%ﬁmm
7 aiF A% §. 2 # 3509 U 999 §)

@) Registered the case and took up the investigation (F5Ter o= B T
aily o % faw Baran): 1 oor (W)

() Directed (Name of LO.) (3iie 310w &1 Rank (9g): 39 e/

#TA): KAPTAN SINGH IR Afers
No. (€.): 972531074 ta take up the Investigation (! STH
9 iy A /W F fov TEr a9 or (A7)

3) Refused investigation due to (ST & fer): or (& 1T
FHR BT )

@) Transferred to P.S. (JTeW): District (fovem):

*vam\r«“""* R
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. R.Q. AaC.“(m.ﬁ.ﬂ.m;)

Signature of O_{ﬁcer in ﬁhar_ge,
Police Station (ITa T IHY &

FEARIT) -
14. Signature / Thumb impression Name (7). PS KAVINAGAR
of the complainant / informant :  rerNe 1 ¢ _
e . Rank (4&): 1 {(Inspector
(Rrrrrersal | gaarsal § fqa) ( ORI
TR /3 %1 forams) No. (#.): 9454403416

15, Date and time of dispatch to the court (3aTere 37 Ayor &Y Bt sl
|AQ): ‘ '

Attachment to item 7 of First Information Report (WUH HIT
R & o 7 desaw):

Physical features, deformities and other details of the
suspect/accused: (¥ known / seen )

(R | S & arbit Rrdvand, Regfoat stk
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.Yr.;‘
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. Sex Dhtef Build Hclg (,omplexlnn ldmtmcntien Mark(s)
J No. (f¥m) Year Of (w=rae)

(F.4. Birth (cms) (T‘T) ' e )
| o) (=g
T¥) D)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7
3 _
RN
3 qaq;q‘ =
4 I -
) T afl
5 g;q‘ -
6 mfEET - |
Duw: J80
7T g;-q " |
8w ' |
s A
9 -
gm .
Qures FE
11
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N.C.R.B (G AT
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eformities/  Tecth Halr (a7e1) Eye(wfd)  Habit(s) Dress Habit

/ Peculiarities (a"r‘a) .
8 9 10 e = -

12
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N.C.R.B (Ta.H),31R.)
Place of (¥ ¥U=T) Others (31+)

Burn  Leucoder Mole  Sear  Tastoo R

Mark ma _ P

fruE) w)
14 15 16 17 18 19 20

‘These fields will be entered only if complainant/informant gives any one or more
particulars about the suspect/accused.
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
ANNEXURE NO. [ 3]

IN
Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)

(DISTRICT - GHAZIABAD)

Bar Association Ghaziabad e Petitioners
Versus

State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P. at

Lucknow and others ~ —meme Respondents
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: €
TR A =gy, M|
TUR: AT FAR-X, TeR ~AMMAH J
J.0. Code ~ UP6522
31 ST e HET- 3324/2024
PR AFELYH Ho- 8706/ 2024
(CNR No: UPGZ010177112024)
1. TERG 3T JF HiE FHI
3. BSOS Fgea
4, AiEFIE HEH I3 STheearT
5. IR S THaaT U7 4 heeed
6. S wrfcEn REF Ul TRAeRH
7. TGS Tt o [Y, ITEIH
8. sfimcht geffas Tt ST
Prarefior SRR 1, 2 4, 7,8 $=~26 Mol FAR-5 | TR, ERICT e B,
ST T TR, 7S el 110025
HAAGEHION 3, 5, 6 T TAT, T TR, MOIEE

1
FoToTEIDHR
... faasht
Wmm -971/2024
GRT-420, 406, 467, 468, 471,120B {loZoHo
AFT-HfRFR, ReT-moaEE|
IRY
25.10.2024

SR SHEE eI 9 geM Siaee / JARgET & e st
IO | AT T
2. _ e / ATAGHTT ol e, Rt o, sEgEar, Hio BEm,
TR I Tuwedd, Al wifer wdlE, TEeed @ Aud g & fawg
qecHT AT TEH- 971/ 2024 URI-420, 406, 467, 468,471,1208 WToGoHo
qFT-BRER, RS- 3 siHaw defiga fen @ gl
3. Facs [ wfg o1 med § 5 ok /afigm Fel &, v e
TR T &1 e / ABYH TRei—1 T 2 P A F wer Sl e i R
& BT HET RAE 02.02.2024 B §alTl 65 ARE W ¥ & 25 KT TR AW
-1 9 2 B T A | e} A I8 FE T 2 5 9 GRI 25 T TR
fRAfes 22.02.2024 B Wb IR AR ANGH W& 1, 2, 3,4,5,7 B a1 R A
1 RGO Bt O S arar A foran e v HRon drn Fremida e 81 el
e / ATH GRT DS arargSl 7 gewaar @ 6 =i {1 ImEs /g
T TRAR & TR B e / AT F IR FRwaR Far aredt &1 3
AT / AR BT SR Ty F A T R S Y e by it B
4, mﬁ@mﬁm/mmmmmm
TR 1 AR 96 O A RIS B Qe T SR =R $ S
% Y S B W 97 S aifi s e B YRRl |

- Digitally siOTedoy f KUMAR
AN Date: 2024.19 4716 IST
w Reason: Doduafent Ojvner
,\pk- Location: DiffiqtadT Sessions
E-‘" Court
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5. Tfad o & e fra (e & g snga & IR wefg
IR 5 59 a7 T oft R fear IR 5 Fon amds /sifge @ B TRifas
SfAET & srerEn fomeft off wawor § 978 wieT I faaT T e Sk fIeg URT 82
SoNoHo H FeAedt S T AT TG wiefr fadies 28.10.2024 B A

& U &
6. ey i @ v Regm el auda sftaw, B & +f Sy
FE S
(T FPm-X)
T =amarefty
mfoamEE|
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
ANNEXURE NO. [4 ]

IN
Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)

(DISTRICT - GHAZIABAD)

Bar Association Ghaziabad @ =00 --e----- Petitioners
_ Versus

State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P. at

Lucknow and others oo Respondents
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
ANNEXURE NO. [5]

IN
Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)

(DISTRICT - GHAZIABAD)

Bar Association Ghaziabad @~ =00 —-em—- Petitioners
Versus
State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P. at
Luacknow and others ~ ameee Respondents
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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
AFFIDAVIT
IN

Criminal Misc. Writ Petition No. of 2024
(Under Article 226 of Constitution of India)

(DISTRICT-GHAZIABAD)

Bar Association Ghaziabad @ =00z - Petitioners
Versus .

State of U. P. through the Secretary (Home) Government of U.P. at
Lucknow and others .. Respondents

Affidavit. of Deepak Sharma, President Bar Association Ghaziabad
aged about 52 years S/o Ishwar Dyal Sharma, at office/Chamber No.
297, Ghaziabad District Court at Rajnagar, District Ghaziabad,
Religion Hindu, Occupation Advocate. . LA@M“‘*W

(Deponent)

e deponent above named do hereby solemnly affirm and state on

nerJand as such is acquainted with the facts and
rcumstances of the case and as such is competent to depose the
present affidavit.

I, the deponent above named do hereby declare that the
contents of paragraphs no.l of this affidavit and those contents of

paragraphs nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 11, 13, 14 and 15 of this writ petition

are true to my personal knowledge; those of paragraphs Nos. 7, 8, 9,
QIARY

‘k & 11 of this writ petition are based on perusal of records and those

SO HELP ME GOD.

3 Ao
s

(Deponent)

Dw\?“wq{m



I, Jawahir Yadav, Advocate, High Court, Allahabad do hereby
declare that the person making this affidavit and alleging himself to be

the deponent is know to me from the perusal of papers, photo and 1.D.

proof produced before me in this case.

Advocate
Advocate Roll A/J 0128/12

lemnly affirmed before me on this O [ day of MQ\/

about O am./p.m. by deponent who is identified by

the aforesaid advocate.

I have satisfied myself by examining the deponent that he

understands the contents of this affidavit, which have been read over

and explained to him.

OATH COMMISSIONER/NOTARY

S. No._o p Date ) 1{’, X hﬁm«‘

Certified that Document & Alffidavy

Identitv b» Sh 4 1

L]

SLCHITH « SINGH
NOTARY /ADVOCATE
GHAZIABAD (U.F) 3
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IRID TBRT # H/ew e AR & vy A wwefE &g
STarfex Jred
e A
Usiig= e gouio 5524/1998-99
Advocate Roll No. : A/ J-0128/2012
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