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1.  On the 10th of December, 2025, we passed the following order:

"In this case, through we would have normally issued an
NEC, since the learned counsel for the sole appellant has,
since long, been elevated to the Bench and retired, but
considering the report of the Joint Registrar (J)
(Inspection) dated 18.10.2016 and some reflection of it in
the order of the Court dated 05.07.2018, which shows that
the sole appellant has gone missing, we direct that a
bailable warrant be 1issued against the sole appellant,
Anand Prakash, through the learned Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Budaun. The bailable warrant will require the
sole appellant, Anand Prakash to surrender before the
learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Budaun, on or before

17.12.2025.

The learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Budaun, shall, upon
the appellant surrendering, release him on bail 1if he
furnishes a personal bond in the sum of Rs.20,000/- and
two sureties in the 1like amount to the learned Chief
Judicial Magistrate's satisfaction, together with an
undertaking that he will appear before this Court on

18.12.2025 at 2:00 p.m.

The bailable warrant shall be caused to be served upon the
sole appellant by the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate,
Budaun, through the Superintendent of Police, Budaun. The
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Superintendent of Police, Budaun, 1s ordered to ensure
that the appellant, Anand Prakash is served the warrant,
wherever he might be hiding, and the warrant shall not be
returned unexecuted unless the Police are in a position to
say on oath, with evidence annexed, that the appellant,
Anand Prakash, has died or left the country. The warrant
has to be served by the Superintendent of Police, Budaun,
in whichever part of the country the appellant, Amand

Prakash, may have relocated himself.
List this appeal on 18.12.2025 at 2:00 p.m.

Let this order Dbe communicated to the learned Chief
Judicial Magistrate, Budaun, and through him, to the
Superintendent of Police, Budaun by the Registrar

(Compliance) within 24 hours. "

2. In compliance with the said order, the learned Chief Judicial
Magistrate, Badaun has submitted a report dated 17th December, 2025,

the material part whereof reads:

"G IF RO, SARETE & IRl faHifdd 10.12.2025 & IrgUEH H
aRe gfel orefied @1 36 e & W UG R T Hefed  emeds/
TR FRiee GRT 9 SN IRl TR ol sdiaeff /iy oS Ut 4
THas AR HigeT WEHRT AT Aeel oM Piddlel el §8R] @ FeIad
T R dend B mr g Al & arl 9 IHeR bf TS ar g &
A< U TS Pl Tell oFT Heilal SUe /W § o™ ax | 8l Sh
W H IJUFKIGd 99 FRE & 1Y IS $HI el IF Tl oHue RICHS
AT FH TR (IHAfT) & HT A D el H dener fHar P TEbR!
e Sl FHed H oM & Sffoslo W &l

9 UF b T AN HI JRAT g Sitoslo TG IHRIS & deR
6 BRI AT ORI P 3faddiere U B S W@ g

3.  Enclosed with the report of the Chief Judicial Magistrate is a
memo dated 12th December, 2025 addressed to the Senior
Superintendent of Police, Badaun, which must be quoted for every word
of it:

"UNp, 3fd 3MaTs
9 g1ide gfoece,
TR

Jqr H,
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aRs gfer areflerd,
SFUS SER]|

fQy:- 9 SY IRe™,  SaEEiKE H dffed Bhiven! ol ST
1433/1984, JfFF=< TP 3N &M R oAd . o odianefl/sfigs
I U1 YA IHaS AR Aieel WEdRI gu AGell o diaaret e
S (o1 =B =0 R s R 240 2 O A s O e B o R S 2

I8,

SRIP v & < § oMuel @d axFl B 6 SWRIh BivieRt
i AR S99 R, SAEEE W dfied & AFHI S99 IR gRT
ok oMYl fRHifhd 10.12 2025 3 AT @B 3-HA & ARTH H 3H
e & He W gem

ardierelf/IfiRyh oTFe wae gF ITas AR digen AgeNt g
el oOFT Bidaret el 99r] & faog Frid Sl eiftry R RER @R
3 SRR & 998 e 16.12.2025 @ U R,

Ad: MUY 3T I Wt B f5 omu wEfdd uwr e/ ermrene
Pl PR & 5 98 Afigd SR & vg Fell SHMC arue &1 s
SRIAIIR &6 16.12.2025 TF AFARE S99 IQGI & QA $H U
g far 7 gAfaa axl

IS a1 (5 L M BRI o I e Ca e o IS LU

Hetdh- SHMd! 39y 01 U
fHid 12.12.2025
TISRT
sd/-(illegible)
e =aTide "foece,

o

TR

4. A copy of our order dated 10th December, 2025 was forwarded by
the Registrar (Compliance) to the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Badaun as well through the Chief Judicial Magistrate, Badaun.

5.  The Senior Superintendent of Police has not carried out our orders
but reported that the missing man cannot be found. He has not shown
courtesy of reporting to the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate himself, in
response to the Chief Judicial Magistrate's memo of 12th December,
2025. Instead, he has asked a sundry Sub-Inspector of Police, posted at

Kotwali, Badaun to address a letter to the Chief Judicial Magistrate of
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the district which has been forwarded by the Station House Officer,

Police Station- Kotwali, Badaun on 17.12.2025.

6. It is the Sub-Inspector who has reported to the learned Chief
Judicial Magistrate that the bailable warrants issued by this Court against
Anand Prakash son of Ram Chandra could not be executed because he is
not traceable, either in Badaun or his present address given to the Police

somewhere in the district of Moradabad.

7. It 1s downright impertinence prima facie on the Senior
Superintendent of Police's part to ask a Sub-Inspector serving in a police
station to write a letter to the Chief Judicial Magistrate of the district
when the Chief Judicial Magistrate had written a memo to the Senior
Superintendent of Police himself under our orders. Even if he had
written of his own with regard to a process of his Court, minimum
courtesy required that the Senior Superintendent of Police should have
personally responded by a memo, instead asked a sub-Inspector to write

back to the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate.

8. The other and substantial matter is that we had said in our order
dated 10th December, 2025 that the warrant shall not be returned
unexecuted, unless the Police are in a position to say on oath with
affidavit annexed that the appellant, Anand Prakash has died or left the
country. None of those contingencies have been reported. In the
circumstances, the Senior Superintendent of Police, Badaun is prima

facie in contempt of our order as well.
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9. In the circumstances, let the Senior Superintendent of Police,

Badaun file a personal affidavit by tomorrow showing cause

(1) why a separate civil contempt matter may not be directed to be
registered against him and directed to be placed before the learned Judge

holding roster in contempt matters;

(2) why he has failed to apprehend the appellant and produce him before
us when the two contingencies, wherein alone he could have reported

failure, were indicated in our order dated 10.12.2025; and,

(3) why he did not report back to the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate
by his own memo instead of asking a sub inspector to write to the

learned Chief Judicial Magistrate.

10. The said affidavit shall be filed tomorrow by 2.00 p.m., and, in
default, the Senior Superintendent of Police, Badaun shall appear in

person before this Court.

11.  List tomorrow at 2.00 p.m.

12. Let this order be communicated to the Senior Superintendent of
Police, Badaun through the learned Chief Judicial Magistrate, Badaun by

the Registrar (Compliance) forthwith.

(Sanjiv Kumar,J.) (J.J. Munir,J.)

December 18, 2025
Prashant D.
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