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* IN  THE  HIGH  COURT  OF  DELHI  AT  NEW  DELHI 

+  W.P.(C) 10354/2024 

 SHRI MANGE RAM      .....Petitioner 

    Through: Mr. N.S. Dalal, Advocate. 

 

    versus 

 

 THE OFFICE OF LT. GOVERNOR & ORS. .....Respondents 

 

Through: Ms. Bani Dikshit, Mr. Dhruva Vig 

and Mr. Uddhav Khanna, Advs. for 

R-1 and 2. 

 

CORAM: 

HON’BLE MR. JUSTICE PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV 

    O R D E R 

%    09.04.2026 

1. The sole grievance of the petitioner pertains to seeking a direction to 

respondent no. 1
1
 and 2,

2
 to inquire into and take appropriate measures 

concerning the conduct of, inter alia, the Sub-Divisional Magistrate, Narela, 

(„SDM‟) who while passing an order dated 20.02.2024 (“said Order”), has 

allegedly exercised powers under Section 145 of the Code of Criminal 

Procedure („CrPC‟), 1973, on a complaint from a private person.  

2. It is contended by the petitioner that earlier a complaint was rejected, 

and later, under almost similar circumstances, powers were exercised by the 

SDM and the said Order came to be passed.  

3. This Court is of the opinion that if the petitioner is aggrieved by the 

                                           
1
 Office of the Lt. Governor, Govt. of NCT of Delhi. 

2
 Chief Secretary, Govt. of  NCT of Delhi.  

This is a digitally signed order.
The authenticity of the order can be re-verified from Delhi High Court Order Portal by scanning the QR code shown above.
The Order is downloaded from the DHC Server on 16/04/2026 at 13:36:44



said Order passed the SDM, the same may be challenged in accordance with 

law. Rendering an order qua a complaint, where the same was previously 

rejected, does not warrant a disciplinary inquiry being conducted by the Lt. 

Governor or the Chief Secretary, into the affairs of the SDM, particularly 

when there is no proven case of misconduct. There cannot be a direction for 

roving inquiry. 

4. The Court, however, leaves it open for the petitioner to take any 

recourse available in law. The petitioner may also pursue its complaint with 

the concerned authority. 

5. Accordingly, in light of the aforenoted finding being reached, and 

while granting the above-noted liberty to the petitioner, the instant petition 

stands disposed of. 

6. All rights and contentions of the parties are left open. 

 

 

PURUSHAINDRA KUMAR KAURAV, J 

APRIL 9, 2026/SH 
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