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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT ALLAHABAD
LUCKNOW

TRANSFER APPLICATION (CIVIL) No. - 165 of 2026

Jyoti Vidya Mandir .....Applicant)s)
Anandpuri Chhawni Sarkar
Thru Manager Dayanand
Mishra
Versus
Nagar Palika Parishad ..... Opposite Party(s)

Gonda through its Its
President And others

Counsel for Applicant(s) : Anurag Tripathi, Amrendra Singh
Counsel for Respondent(s) : Vijay Dixit, C.S.C.

Court No. - 19

HON’BLE SYED QAMAR HASAN RIZV], J.

1. Shri A.M. Tripathi, learned Senior Advocate assisted by Shri Anurag
Tripathi, along with Shri Akhand Pratap Singh, learned counsel for the
applicant, Shri Pritish Kumar, learned Additional Advocate General
assisted by Shri Shailendra Kumar Singh, learned Chief Standing
Counsel for the State-opposite party no. 2; Shri Anil K. Tripathi, learned
counsel for the Nagar Palika Parishad, Gonda-opposite party no. 1 and,
Shri Vijay Dixit, learned counsel appearing for the High Court

Administration are present.

2. By means of the present Transfer Application preferred under Section
24 of the Code of Civil Procedure, the applicant has prayed for the

following relief:-

"to issue an order or direction to transfer the Suit No.
721 of 1997 pending before the learned Civil Judge
(Senior Division), Gonda/FTC Neveen/ACJM Gonda to
out of the division i.e., from Division of Devi Patan
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Mandal to Faizabad Division or Lucknow Division so
that the petitioner may get justice in the aforesaid
matter, in the interest of justice."

3. It is submitted by learned counsel for the applicant that a suit for
permanent injunction having Suit No. 721 of 1997 is pending before the
learned Civil Judge (Senior Division), FTC Neveen/ACJM, Gonda,
wherein Issues have already been framed on 12.02.2018 and the
proceeding is in the evidence stage. It has also been brought to the notice
of the Court that as an interim measure an order of status-quo was passed

by the Court in the case, which is still continuing.

4. Tt is alleged by learned counsel for the applicant that the opposite
parties are misusing their office not only by threatening the office
bearers of the applicant of dire consequences but are putting undue
pressure on the learned Court seized with the matter to regulate the
proceeding of the case in the manner they want. To substantiate the
allegation made by the applicant, the learned Senior Advocate has drawn
the attention of this court towards a letter dated 04.08.2026 written by
learned Civil Judge (Senior Division) Gonda to the learned District
Judge, Gonda. The contents of the letter dated 04.08.2026 are extracted

here-in-below for convenience:-
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fafda S=1 (Hof3o), MuzT
gar g,
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3Ych! AT gl g1 G- IdrT fob A 7t 3t efaete
Tt g1 fOhe gt fob SUehT AT T g1 3T I §W
fthe Ik 3 gBT | fhe g ST i BleT I8 Wi 8|
dt 394 gdrn T8l fR 39 gwt fh ey SrgAr AW
FdTsd dY afger dieht foh & sra=m a1 T8 FdrdTit | Smueh
A @ Fard

fit R d¢ 3 I de PR ATl While attending the

phone he was watching the video on Mobile Phone."

"G 2:32 e IR It TR @ e Tt g1 el Rl
Fh J geT foh 9d18d PH g 319 df AeH et b
HHISR ddt UTe AUS gf AfeRy ANTUTS &iet 81 g1 3
e dh el W 27 FY gt oy I 99 F yp 2
Il ST aTEd! 8 3R fiR 3814 el foh & g aR
HehaH o IR H ST AT ATgdl § Sif 3MTUeh i § Afea
g1 4 %I e xR foan got faear =8f ger foh g
FHHISR B9 ok R fhddt gargd Y a1d HIM SR
WHR ghIA dt GobeH hY Rt A & AT TWBR H
RE T B F 37d &1 g1 g3t gg +ft 781 udr o1 & I8
TR HHISR kT 8 AT Ueh Fake Call 81"

"R 3:21 PM W gl SNYAIN WAl HI B Ho
8173806305 & 3TdT g1 H &7l &l 5 A T a1 g8
dl I8 gar & e €t a1a &A1 9red g1 Ay
WA 4 arn fo wHisR It ured Avse g Qe
ATTAT o AT SIE | I & 3R MUhI Pl & aR 7 gp
Tg & T TR TR t /1T 38 1"

"R AT 3:32 PM WR A a1d HHISR #5A § gl o
3514 I 33T 81 ehel foh T g foh S Jrd a1d
R off 81 df # MUl fARRIT gEehlc e areft o
3Tl THIST el & fob HifFER amgovoudo Sifther &
hd I1d hd 8. H 27 Hiel &l Afdq # 1 SHifher 78]
3@l gt dt 31U SgagR § Q91 o fh Sy Judicial
Officer § T &7 &l | & SieT ch hITA el TG b AsH
3T Ugel A 91t A of ife ag dieit foh o gzt
Ugel g 31U g3t dier T Hiehl g A8l faar g et
MY I W1 B gt g1 Refia o @1 8 iR gzt df ag o
g1 foh 8 HERR § 3MMU<h| # 3MU<h! Subordinate & §|
GﬁﬁTNﬁﬂ?TU—ﬁ?DisconnectﬂRﬁﬂTlﬁﬁWﬁgﬂm
frprad heAT ARt 8 al SR R dAfchd & 3TUh Fal
T HHY 3R 3fafd g™ & fT Bound 781 §1 # oftad R
% SR e dep Igrt ag # g1 a1 Hebell # T @l STTeh!
ST § 7 31TYehl THR STt g1 H e ST ehdl g 1h
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319 hi &It gl 21 Fake Call‘lﬁai'l?ﬁ%l?fﬁ'ﬂldentity
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T T U1 fohar AT 1 39h gRT IR U&hRI O Uy
IS/ T g St foh sparit 3 781 g1 o st
I 3T8d &1 31 AF-IT Agied ¥ fAded & o Saa
UATael ot fhdl o I TR RIMTRA e hl
PT AR | i AT Heled Sfad 99|

greR!
feA7er-04.08.2026
G

g0/.
(STEHAT &)
f&faet Stet (o fBo), Muer

5. The contents of the above quoted letter/report dated 04.08.2025 shows
that the learned Civil Judge (Senior Division), Gonda feeling offended
by the phone call as referred in the aforesaid letter, reported the matter to
her superior authority/competent authority and requested him to transfer

the case to any other court.

6. Taking into notice the contents of the above quoted letter, this Court

vide order dated 19.08.2026 passed the following orders:-

"1. Sri A. M. Tripathi, learned Senior Advocate, assisted
by Sri Anurag Tripathi, learned counsel for the
applicant; Sri Anil K. Tripathi, learned counsel for the
Nagar Palika Parishad, Gonda; are present.
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2. Sri Shailendra Kumar Singh, learned Chief Standing
Counsel has accepted notice on behalf of the respondent
No.2.

3. Learned counsel for the Nagar Palika Parishad,
Gonda prays for a day's time to seek instructions in the
matter.

4. Learned Chief Standing Counsel appearing for the
respondent No.2 also prays for a day's time to seek
specific instructions from the concerned authority on
the allegations made in the instant petition.

5. On being asked as to what action has been taken by
the learned Disrict Judge, Gonda on the letter dated
04.08.2026 written by the learned Civil Judge, Senior
Division, Gonda, as contained in Annexure No. 8 to the
instant petition; Sri Vijay Dixit, Advocate who appears
for the High Court Administration, sought time to seek
instructions from the concerned District Judge,
regarding the action taken by him on the said letter.

7. Learned counsel for the applicant has furnished a
copy of the said application to Sri Dixit in the Court
today.

8. List this case on 21.08.2026 as fresh, in the list of
fresh cases.

9. Office is directed to print the name of Sri Vijay Dixit
as  the counsel for  the High  Court
Administration/respondent, in the cause list, when the
case is next listed."

7. Shri Vijay Dixit, learned counsel appearing for the High Court
Administration, on the basis of the instructions received by him from the
Registrar (J) (Listing) dated 20.08.2026 has informed the Court that the
learned District Judge, Gonda has already withdrawn the case titled
as ‘Jyoti Vidya Mandir Vs. Nagar Palika Parishad’ having Regular Suit
No. 721 of 1997 form the Court of learned Civil Judge (Senior
Division), Gonda and transferred the same to the Court of learned Civil
Judge (Senior Division)/F.T.C. Naveen/ACJM, Gonda and the next date
fixed in the said case is 24.08.2026. He also placed before this Court a
copy of the letter dated 09.08.2026 written by learned District &
Sessions Judge, Gonda to the Registrar General of this Court wherein it
is stated that taking note of the aforesaid letter dated 04.08.2026 written
by learned Civil Judge (Senior Division), Gonda wherein she made

request for the transfer of the case to some other Court; the case in
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question has been transferred to the Court of learned Civil Judge (Senior

Division)/F.T.C. Naveen/ACJM, Gonda.

8. Further, vide the said letter, learned District Judge, Gonda has
requested the learned Registrar General of this Court to place the matter

before the Court for perusal and for further orders, if any.

9. Shri Pritish Kumar, learned Senior Advocate/Additional Advocate
General assisted by Shri Shailendra Kumar Singh, learned Chief
Standing Counsel appearing for the State has submitted that since the
matter has already been transferred from the Court of learned Civil
Judge, (Senior Division), Gonda to another Court having equivalent
jurisdiction; as such, the instant Transfer Application has lost its efficacy

and prayed that the same may be dismissed as infructuous.

10. He further submitted that looking to the factual matrix of the case,
the anxiety of the State-opposite parties is that the matter which is
pending since long before the Court of learned Civil Judge (Senior

Division), Gonda be decided expeditiously.

11. On being asked to address the Court regarding the allegations made
by learned Civil Judge (Senior Division), Gonda vide her above quoted
letter dated 04.08.2026, against the Divisional Commissioner concerned,
who is arrayed as opposite party no. 3 herein; he could not deny the
making of the phone call by opposite party no. 3, rather submitted that
the purpose of the phone call in question was to know that how long the
learned Civil Judge (Senior Division), Gonda will be on leave and
whether she will be extending her leave or not. He further informed this
Court that the concerned Divisional Commissioner has reported the
matter to Hon'ble the Administrative Judge, Gonda vide letter dated
04.08.2026. The contents of the said letter dated 04.08.2026 signed by
Ms. Gurga Shakti Nagpal, Commissioner, Devi Patan Mandal, Gonda,
addressed to Hon'ble the Administrative Judge, Gonda; is extracted here-

in-below for convenience:-
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& 514, 515, 516, 517, 518, 519, 520, 521, 522, 523,
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AfeR 1 T 313 fFeTeT Wa= SHThe TheslT e IW@T T-IT
gl 3 gRT a¥ 1997 ¥ I dI¢ I&T 721/1997
ifSia e a1 a8 g e RAfda S (Hiofo),
MUST W 31d dab (ATHT 30 auf @) foarmefs g1 TR
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T ATl 1 FA off g et 81 IF e afgd Jers A8
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Jrefigearert gRT faHien:21-4-2026 &t gad diured
HUSH, MUST T USHR TEUT fohar 7| ST 829 & SRM
Y$ATd WRBRI Y@UE W 30 ¥ § Y heoll g= dl
39S Frad, [fdd =marey # arg faaka g+ & fawg &
STH&RT et o9 R gw=fad 30 [Siearfaert, sifaemd
JHfPPRI TRUfcidl uRk¥g, TG dgdicer, &3
TRIUTA TAT M 3ffeerr ! arg | sifiy [Aag faf
&l STFHR R AT § IUTRIT glahe TN Oet ehe
o1 fAder fear mam

4t o § I8 STH&RI 84 WR fob dtoatio @t sraepier oR
&, Sreigediert grr fAie: 15-7-2026 oY #iwd) gefim
@rd, Rfaa s (Hrofo), Must &t &wiF fovar T iy
Tl 3ch gRT 7 3T fohdlt 3R gRT IS/ T-TI AT
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Uah gUE d1g 3-16hT Wi ST 3R SId 398 Ig SR b
faq smug fohar mar fob "S1TU e Ak SIS TR T
T PEr TR a1 g {99 W I STULTeGT et TRt
T gU ohel foh 3T Y18 Ig 781 YD ehdll 8| Seoi@-i1g
¢ foh 379 R gRT yafeld e WR ol 9af gl Hl TS|
39 W9 ardf & IR T STgLIIeRt gRT Siue =aramefter
gied &l It 7 w9 I Sreava @ mar vd fRdea
foram man o 39 g @l <fte fAaTiRa =t 8 wafaa
CAREH R EGTY

f3A17ep:03-8-2026 T G Srefigdtertt gRT S ST &t
SR & 8 | [Aafea forar mar axifes erret fam are &t
fafe Rga off 39 W= S Sio1 gRy Srengeanert o fRdea
R ehd U aTe o e EIRUT e g Smeawd fohar
7| & A9 dgHieiaR U4 aiguTel gIRT Udd Ralé &
AR HehgHT T&AT 721/1997 Said! faem AfR a@m
FIRUTfeIeRT, TMUeT # 311eT fa-ieh:04-8-2026 i fafa fog
od e fafad 191 (Hiof3o), Must wR g ot 3u
fSenfaept #glea MusT gRT Hgt Hehad &l Rl 89
Jifea foear mar a1 s e H F o &Y dEure &
qIY IMgTed TR U 10.30 It T o7l 39 999 fAfda
SISl Agied dUT TRBRT AAfger gl &1 4R § gal
7 foh #8H hd ddh i TR IS df URMBR GRT SaTd
T T foh Asw 3t SToT 9rga & a8l 8 &1 89 ol
&hid # gl Wodfto ASH & 3 hT SSIR A ¥l | ITh
1€ Moaffo HSH T 11.00 T hIé W & TS| d61 &
SURT bR T8 TS| 39 SR Sald! faen Af<R &t v
q 31fdaedr Ud Tl ITerd R SUfAd &1 Tt sifdeer
& GRT 3 HheH & IR | JB WX Siol Aeledl & gRI
el T B 3eR I 18U & @ g1 o9 W At
SfferererTT = &gt fob fomT ggt g gU 3mewr &y & &1 8|
dosn0 #sH A wel fh R FWR 9F g1 39 W adl &
3ffdeedT = gl fob I a1 WR e T T |
et & SNfAaerdt 3 ag Y et foh 3o gepaR it fafdr 29-
8-2026 fAaa oft 3k arett fRafe ot unefaras oft feam mar
o7 3R T gt e fohd U 04-8-2026 &l 8¢ e ol
& M1 dlostio AzH 7 At & SfdgeT & TH HIT W
IR & gR # U2IhR ¥ BT 717 dt URAhR & gRT ST
T ok AEH oMY Pl W off 39 SR 8¢ Pl don faarg o
gafi I8 3¢ Qodflo SHouHo AEIGT & GRT o1 TS |
"% g1¢ Hoafo AT 7 gl & such! AR dsq &%
B & IR H B P TFBR o @t ot BAR A
Bid g {3l I hich AR ATHIT & IR H SIHRRI oA
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arelt| YA HAgleal & Ufd Got =Ty # smwaifed,
SN TAT TULTegT T WA T 3R Ig gt T foh
TTg S &7 g7 g8t R 6 ok =18 [Sia= & g gapen
T, 3TH 918 TRGR T 3 g1 a1 31fed 811 5 gehgh &l
gAaTS 31d H g1 Rt gH StoSto ATed i forg R ¢ 3
3% §1 78! a1d dosilo HEIeAT 7 H© THY G GIRT Ftell
S a7 PR et & SrfdgadnTor (Sieie, TStent,
TRUTfeterT & Sifaaa) 9o akgure oft Sufea &1”

39 YR At efiar @rgq, RAfde ser (FHiofo), muer
R ol IRTerd | Sefigearert & ufa e Igred
fohar St fob =il € Td simaroT MamTaett & o1&y Tal

gl
31 I Ruid Agiey &t ga-rd ud 3Rd srfarg! 8g
greR 9a1 § uftd g1
Teieh: gATIR
qediar
g0/.
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12. Pursuant to the order dated 09.08.2026, learned Chief Standing
Counsel has informed the Court that he has received instructions dated
20.08.2026 from the Divisional Commissioner, Gonda. Thus the said
instructions as has been placed by learned Chief Standing Counsel is

taken on record.

13. For convenience, the relevant portion of the said instructions duly
signed by the Divisional Commissioner, Devi Patan Mandal, Gonda

dated 20.08.2026 is extracted here-in-below:-
fere see
1-SegEATERt gRT faAieh: 21-4-2026 ohl SRIerT qeftre
HUSH, TMUST I UGHR TgUT T TT| SdT &3 o SR
SHGRI Uil g8 fh sged defiures Huse, el &
i Ha- AT 8 SRI&T S[el YA R 37y cheoll §

Srgeh Trery ° 30 99 & e oY & Mgt fAfdd =T
¥ grg dfead gl

2-fFId aTq & Y H SHGRT el WR FA1d ga ok a1g
e RAfde s (Hrof3o), Must R g« @1 & St
o= sifdar siadt efiaT @™ g1 dtosiio & & @
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AT g fob dosfio HeflHT @M o Sraemier R § a TF
Sarsd o= & fafd FAfeaa a8t g1 fAieh: 15-7-2026 @t
JeEEder) A dlosfto § RHUW & ATHH § ITch HehIeT
& fava # SR U o 1 T e g gt ok e
d Dl 8 A1 T Pgl TR | hacl S+t 81 §1d gs @ dTa
T hig Sovid gl gt U] Ulodio 3T~ shifdd g T8 @
gl foh 3T Jo1& Ig =8l g® Fehdl |

3-torf SifIhR) gRT Hhis Tdiuee I- 7 A M &
HRUT IeNfgLarert g1 34t i (Refies: 15-7-2026) @
fSieT Stet Agiey, MusT § a1g & AR sram & IR #
SRt fohaT M o R St 5ot Agied gRT arg &t sftw
fAEaTRa e 8q sneawd fhar |

4-Bg! @ aT0" 3 & 1€ f471eh:04-8-2026 bl 3o dTg ht
gIaTs & IR o™i SR sfiwdt seftr @ = gRr
ol AT # M- fewoft hr 781 396 gry fasiy
&Y ¥ g gl T foh HAIR P gidT § A Tal & IR A
e TR <kl fgd g1 AT 3Hfgd &l |

5-3TTELATeRt gRT 3o "eT umafes =amarefier, Aro 3=
I, SATGIEIG h I3 A @8 M5 9 R 3¢ gRI
FgfRfa & Rulé ofta o &t erden o ur gwgof
Ueheul ht Rt Ot &t 715 (ufd o) | ueor & IR |
ST <ararefler Agied O afdaid ®9 & fAdaw SR
ot g

6-HGETERY et ST STo1 Hgled o ATeH & SHHRI §5
o sfiwct el @ diorfi= sif¥erRt grT 39 a1 &t
IO IR & RIHFARA e bl SRty fobar mam 8
g = 387 g1g &) Thodtodio T TR AR &R
fear g1

7-3er@- g & foh Iaa f S & AW @ g9 § aun
IR qdidTes HUSH, TUsl hried wad AT &g
IRfAT T gof offHeiE g1 39 Y W SfdRl/AHart &
3TTATY T UATd M # faarre € 8fR A9 9rT oR g
2013 @ 3Rodo3fo HETT YT IR Talfeld gl arel
1 39 W &his Locus standi a1 gl

8-oTo =qgTerd & wredfAr € b ardt grr usrIa a6 &
RIFT=RUT 3g AfSa Re arfrest st fARed &= wd arg &t
fenfashteyr Foffa & 89 oraR <ame™m (TwHodlodto
Fd), Mgt ot AcfIa St i put e
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SRR
durest AUSA
musgr

14. Taking into consideration the fact that once the learned District
Judge, Gonda taking notice of the situation has already transferred the
case from the Court of learned Civil Judge, (Senior Division), Gonda to
the Court learned Civil Judge (Senior Judge)/F.T.C. Naveen/ACIM,
Gonda, this Court is of the opinion that the purpose of the present
transfer application has lost its efficacy and as such, no further
indulgence regarding the transfer of the case, at this stage, is warranted

accordingly, the same is consigned to record.

15. However, on the request of learned counsel for the applicant, liberty
is granted to the applicant to approach the learned District Judge, Gonda,
by moving an appropriate application and to urge therein all such pleas
and grounds as may be available to him in law. Needless to observe that
any such application, if preferred, shall be considered by the learned

District Judge, Gonda, strictly in accordance with law.

16. It is, however, made clear that in the event any application is
preferred by the applicant before the learned District Judge, Gonda, the
same shall be considered and decided strictly on its own merits and in
accordance with law, uninfluenced by any observation contained herein
and without being prejudiced by the dismissal of the present transfer

application.

17. Although the instant Transfer Application has been dismissed for the
reasons mentioned here-in-above but this Court cannot shut its eyes after
taking notice of the contents of the letter dated 04.08.2026 written by
learned Civil Judge (Senior Division), Gonda to the learned District
judge, Gonda. The contents of the said letter pricks the conscious of this
Court more particularly the following allegations:-

"G 2:32 fAFe IR St ARR @ FIeT Il 81 el Refta

Fech J4 g1 fob 9dsd a1 g oMy af dsH dleit fob &

HHISR et yreT AU gif Lrfert AATATC diet 81 §1 Y
&hd dch Yol W @M #7 YBT 39 98 99 & IB W@ 2
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HehaH ch IR H I1d AT Tedl § Sil 3Mdeh hic H dAfrd
gl #9 B e @R e ggt e w8l gan & i
FHIR B Feh ] fhdl ghed FHI a9 HAM 3R
BRI gehlel al GehgH hl IRl e & T TRBR h
IRG F i 7 3MTd 81 81 Gt ag ot =1gi uar o foh g 7%
HHIYR Pl § a1 U Fake Call §1"

Further,

"R E9g 3:32 PM WR A3} S1d ISR A5H 9 g4t dt
SEi1 I 33Td &t el foh et gen foh oo Jerd ard
PR it gt at H ofuchl BRI gIEehlE dhe arett ot
3geht Tt T8t & fob TR emgovouyo siffthar &
FY 919 o 8. F 27 Gt it afdg & I sitfher 8
3@l g3t ot 3MuA ¥agR ¥ Udr @ fdh 39 Judicial
Officer & ¥} a1 TgT | & Tt St PIfALT et BT b AzH
3T Ugat A 91 af G & AfhA ag et fh ey gzt
Ugat g omuat gt dier ot Hihr g gl faar € ereft
3T ot BR7 i gt Tt Refia o 3 & ofk g2t ot a8 o
g1 foh h8 TERR & 3MMU<h| # 3TUhT Subordinate & g
G}Wﬂﬂqﬁ?DisconnectWﬁmlﬁﬁmﬁgﬂm
frprad heAT ARl 8 Al SR R dAfchd & 3TUh Fal
T AT 3R 3fafd g™ & fT Bound 781 §1 # oftad R
g R &ha deh Gt I8 H 81 1 Fehell H 7t AT
ST § 7 3MTYehl THR ST g1 H e ST ehdl g 1h
3T i< it Tet &1 Fake Call‘lﬂaTFﬁglFfmTIdentity
I Misuse I &ed g1 GERI 91d I8 ¢ foh TRBR I g
fohelt gohgH & W@ & Al TPRY gehlet (ARIBR) 311d &
3R I8 TATW §Id &1 Yg Ud hed o qravie g8 dgd %
d% U1 i Uehe el @ foh & dfRR
SMEoToTHoS R § 3fR oMU ™1 B 7 IoME=
adHtstt &l 1"

"IRT gRT %y forar mar fob dew & fordt ama ar
Discussion WHIF TR & bl i :@fwtﬁéﬂl Govt.
Pleader 379+t ST &hid H g TUhd &1 AsH A HaT fh &
Case Transfer @xdl cfiftl 1 gl &b fdepa smu
Transfermﬁﬂﬁﬁlﬁigmagqﬂmw%ﬁ
HehaHT QRMT g df <RI & gRT Ueh 9T o HIdR <l
gl fafd g & st g1

U Hgied ol 9reR 3iaiTd e & foh iR fsH
ERI U= UG & YN hl GEUANT R A 3R A
T R 4 fARRIT 3= ! Ui 3o, 3RId gard
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T T YA R T/ 81 39k gRT AR IRl R U
ISR T & SN foh herfd SR 721 81 f9d srefgear)
I 3T8d &1 31 HF-IT Agied ¥ fAded & o Saa
UAdel ot fohdl o I TR RIMTRA R hl
PT AR | i AT Heled Sfad g9st |

(emphasis supplied by this Court)

18. The tone and language of the aforesaid alleged telephonic
conversation given a direct impression that the Presiding Officer of the

Court was tried to be influenced and that made her feel offended.

19. Despite opportunity given by this Court to the State/opposite parties,
nothing has come on record as denial of making the phone call by the
Divisional Commissioner/opposite party no. 3 to the learned Civil Judge
(Senior Division) Gonda. It is shocking that how a litigating party can
approach the Court by making such a phone call and that too in context

with a pending matter before the said Court.

20. This Court cannot shut its eyes after noticing the insulting language
used against the Judge on the alleged phone calls. This Court being the
High Court is under obligation to protect the lower courts from being
insulted or pressurized. All the courts function for the noble cause of
dispensing justice, as such, they have to have full freedom and
independence in settling the litgation. The Presiding Officers, who run
the Courts and conduct the proceedings therein have to act fearlessly.
Any action on the part of any person or litigant or lawyer which tends to
pressurize the Court amounts to obtrust the process of justice; have to be
depreciated so that the proceedings may be held in an ordinary fashion
and everyone who participates in those proceedings must have the

liberty to present their case for proper adjucation.

21. The Hon’ble Supreme Court in the case of IN RE: Ajay Kumar
Pandey reported in (1996) 6 Supreme Court Cases 510 has held that any
threat of filing a complaint against the Judge in respect of judicial
proceedings is a positive contempt to interfere with the due couse of
administation of justice. The relevant paragarphs of the said judgment is

quoted here-in-below for ready reference:-
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“41. In Dr. D. C. Saxena's case (supra), this Court has
already laid down that if a Judge, on Account of the
proceedings conducted by him in his court, is threatened
that he would be prosecuted in a court of law for the
judicial act done by him, it amounts to criminal contempt as
it lowers and tends to lower the dignity of the court.

42. We are also of the same opinion. We may observe that
any threat of filing a complaint against the Judge in respect
of the judicial proceedings conducted by him in his own
court is a positive attempt to interfere with the due course
of administration of justice. In order that the Judges may
fearlessly and independently act in the discharge of their
judicial functions, it is necessary that they should have full
liberty to act within the sphere of their activity. If, however,
litigants and their counsel start threatening the Judge or
launch prosecution against him for what he has honestly
and bona fide done in his court, the judicial independence
would vanish eroding the very edifice on which the
institution of justice stands. It would also be in violation of
the statutory protection available to the Judges and
Magistrates under the Judicial Officers (Protection) Act as
also the Judges (Protection) Act.”

22. In view of the above, this Court prima facie finds that the matter
requires indulgence by the Court dealing with criminal contempt

matters.

23. Let the matter be placed before the appropriate Court dealing with
the contempt matters after seeking directions from Hon'ble the Chief

Justice/Hon'ble the Senior Judge.

(Syed Qamar Hasan Rizvi, J.)

August 21, 2026

Virendra
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