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TRAINING ACTIVITIES IN THE INSTITUTE 

I. Special Training Programme for Newly Appointed Deputy Collectors of U.P.

The institute organized a Special Training Programme for newly appointed 32 deputy 

collectors of Uttar Pradesh from 04.09.2023 to 06.09.2023. Important legal topics such as 

relationship between executive, police & judiciary, effective pairavi of cases by or against 

government in various courts, state administrative tribunals etc, executive magistrate under 

Cr.P.C., & other Special Acts, role/duties and functioning of magistrate under the Legal 

Services Authorities Act, 1987 etc. were included in the three days programme. 

II. 40 Hours MCPC Training of Advocate Mediators

In compliance of the directions of Hon'ble Court, the Member Secretary, U. P. State 

Legal Services Authority, made a request to this institute for arranging the 40hrs Mediation 

training for 90 Advocates of different district courts of U .P. In response of the request of 

Member Secretary, U. P. State Legal Services Authority, Lucknow, the Institute organized 03 

training programmes for 90 Advocates Mediators in the month of September. The details of the 

Proposed Programmes are as follows: 

S.No. Programme No. Target Group Duration 

1. 40 Hrs Med. Trg. - 1 Advocates 11.09.2023 to 15.09.2023 

2. 40 Hrs Med. Trg. - 2 Advocates 11.09.2023 to 15.09.2023 

3. 40 Hrs Med. Trg. - 3 Advocates 11.09.2023 to 15.09.2023 

No. of Participants 

30 

30 

30 

III. e-Court Programme for Court Staff of District Courts

Under the directions of Hon'ble e-Committee, Supreme Court of India, the training 

program was held on 23.09.2023 at District Court Muzaffamagar. All class III employees 

working in the District Court were divided into five groups for training. The third group attended 

the training program on 23.09.2023 at the Video Conferencing Hall of the Court. The training 

program was attended by 32 employees. The technical staff of the computer section provided 

concise and useful presentations and the participants found the presentations to be clear and easy 

to understand. 

IV. Refresher Training Programme for Civil Judges (J.D.)

A refresher training programme for Civil Judges (J.D.) was organized from 25.09.2023 to 

07.10.2023 in which about 64 officers participated. This refresher training programme was 

organized in the institute which was inaugurated by Sri Vinod Singh Rawat, Director of the 

institute. 









immediately by the members of the organization who scheduled the adoption of the declaration 

for the 8th conference in 2017. 5 

The declaration is divided into four parts addressing the different dimensions of judicial 

training. The first part comprises Article 1 and is dedicated to "Principles". Part I emphasizes the 

essential role of judicial training in the rule of law, judicial independence and the protection of 

fundamental rights. 

The second part addresses the "Institutional Framework" (Articles 2 to 5). These four 

articles refer to the governance of judicial training institutes, each from a different angle. The 

administrative organization and positioning of judicial training institutes are intimately linked to 

judicial system organization. They, therefore, vary considerably from one country to another and 

cannot be modelled or standardized to any great extent, unlike other areas of judicial training. 

The declaration accordingly seeks to set out the essential principles of the governance of an 

institute: independence in course design, content and delivery (Article 2), the support of the 

judicial authorities (Article 3) and the provision of sufficient human resources and funding 

(Article 4). Article 5 provides a reminder that these principles also apply to relations with any 

international funding agencies which may provide support to the institutes. 

The third part (Articles 6 and 7) address the place of training in the professional life of 

members of the judiciary. It stresses that training is not only a right, but also a responsibility for 

the latter, and that they must enjoy the benefit of both pre-service and in-service training. Finally, 

the fourth part (Articles 8 to 10) is dedicated to the "content" and "methodology" of training. It 

states that judicial training should not be limited to the law, but must also cover non-legal 

knowledge, skills, social context, values and ethics, which means that it should mainly be 

dispensed by peers using specific and modem techniques. 

The fact that these standards were adopted unanimously should not be taken as 

suggesting that they represent only the lowest common denominator between today's judicial 

training institutes. Few institutes around the world can claim to apply all the principles that have 

been adopted, demanding as these principles are. For instance, pre-service training is not always 

mandatory, in certain common law countries. The institutional rules are not applied in all the 

civil law countries. In-service training throughout the career of members of the judiciary 

does not exist in many countries. The adoption of these principles by IOJT members therefore 

represents a demand for strict compliance with their own principles and the wish to progress 

together. Despite their consensual nature, the adopted principles show the way forward and form 

"the common base and the horizon uniting judicial training institutions throughout the world". 

III. Upholding the Judicial Training Principles

The adoption of a declaration of judicial training principles is more than a mere 

expression of values by the institutes, no matter how solemn and important. In order to become 

genuine standards, the principles set out in this declaration must be recognized, accepted and 

5 
Ibid 









'' 

LEGAL JOTTING 

"If it was the case of the first defendant that there was no transfer of 
title under the said Sale Deed, there was no reason for him to 
unilaterally execute a document of cancellation of the sale deed. In 

any case, such a unilateral cancellation deed was not binding on the 
plaintiff as he was not a consenting party. The second defendant will 
not get any right by virtue of the gift deed as the first defendant had 
no transferable title. As the ownership of the plaintiff is proved, the 
decree for possession must follow." 

Hon'ble Mr. Justice Abbay S. Oka 

Judge, Supreme Court of India 

Yogendra Prasad Singh (Dead) throughs LRs. v. Ram Bachan 

Devi and others 

AIR 2023 SC 3637: AIR Online 2023 SC 577 

SUPREME COURT 

1. Jitendra Nath Mishra v. State of Uttar Pradesh and another, (2023) 7 SCC 344

'' 

S. 319- Summoning of Additional Accused - It was alleged that complainant and his wife

were assaulted and abused by accused persons. On the evidence adduced by complainant and his 

wife in course of recording of their depositions, trial court exercising power under S. 319 Cr PC, 

summoned appellant for trial along with D (appellant's brother already facing trial), which was 

upheld by High Court. It was held that for the purpose of passing order under S. 319 CrPC, 

it is sufficient to form satisfaction of nature indicated in para 106 of decision in Hardeep Singh, 

(2014) 3 SCC 9 2. It was held that in facts and circumstances of instant case, trial court 

formed requisite satisfaction prior to summoning appellant to face trial with D (appellant's 

brother). Hence the order of trial court (Special Court under the SC/ST Act, 1989) and impugned 

order of High Court upholding it, cannot be faulted. 



2. Mohd. Muslim v. State of Uttar Pradesh (now Uttarakhand), (2023) 7 SCC 350

Section 302, IPC: Deceased allegedly assaulted to death by two appellant-accused father and 

son, using "tabal" and "axe." Land dispute between appellants (Appellants 1 and 2) and deceased, 

alleged cause. The Hon'ble High Court upheld conviction of appellants under S. 302 IPC. 

It has been held that the facts and circumstances of instant case show that prosecution failed 

to prove to the hilt that appellants were persons involved in assault and death of deceased. In absence 

of any credible eyewitness to incident and fact that presence of appellants at place of incident is also 

not well established, both appellants are entitled to benefit of doubt. FIR is also found ante-timed, 

losing its evidentiary value. Even if certain other minor discrepancies in oral evidence are ignored, it 

is a case where prosecution has miserably failed to prove that appellants have committed offence, 

beyond any reasonable doubt. Hence, judgment and orders of courts below were set aside and 

appellant 1- accused was acquitted by giving him benefit of doubt. 

3. Pattali Makkal Katchi v. A. Mayilerumperumal and others, (2023) 7 SCC 481

Articles 14, 15 & 16 of the Constitution - Sub Classification of reservation 

The 105th Amendment Act being prospective in operation, it is the 102nd Amendment Act 

which held the field at the time of enactment of the 2021 Act. As the 2021 Act dealt with sub­

classification and apportionment of certain percentage of reservation for the purpose of determining 

the extent of reservation of communities within the MBCS and DNCs, it is a permissible exercise of 

power by the State Government under Article 342-A of the Constitution in terms of the judgment of 

Supreme Court in Jaishri Laxmanrao Patil. Prior to the 105th Amendment Act, what was prohibited 

for the State to carry out under Article 342-A is the identification of SEBCS, by inclusion or 

exclusion of communities in the Presidential List of SEBCs. It is clear that the exercise of 

identification ofMBCs and DNCs had been completed by the State pursuant to the 1994 Act. 

There is no bar to the sub-classification amongst backward classes, which has been expressly 

approved in Indra Sawhney. Even considering the judgment in E. V Chinnaiah, which dealt with the 

sub-classification of Scheduled Castes identified in the Presidential List under Article 341 and held 

that any sub-division of Scheduled Castes by the State would amount to tinkering with the 

Presidential List, the State's competence in the present case to enact the 2021 Act is not taken away 

on this ground as, admittedly, the Presidential List of SEBCS is yet to be published, making the 

question of tinkering with such list redundant. 

It has been held that placing of the 1994 Act under the Ninth Schedule cannot operate as a 

hurdle for the State to enact legislations on matters ancillary to the 1994 Act. Legislative competence 

of the State Legislature can only be circumscribed by express prohibition contained in the 

Constitution itself and Article 31-B does not stipulate any such express prohibition on the legislative 

powers of the State. Detailing the extent of reservation for communities already identified as MBCs 

and DNCs, which is the thrust of the 2021 Act, cannot be said to be in conflict with the 1994 Act, as 

determination of extent of reservation for various communities was not the subject-matter of the 

1994 Act. 

It was further held that the 1994 Act, having received the assent of the President under 

Article 31-C, does not prohibit the State Legislature from enacting a legislation with the approval of 
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