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Suo Motu W.P.No. 29197 of 2015

THE HON'BLE CHIEF JUSTICE
and
T.S.SIVAGNANAM, J.

Today, the 14th day of September, 2015, when the Court assembled 

as usual at 10.30 a.m., we were confronted with the spectacle of lawyers in 

their  robes  and  other  persons  /  children  accompanying  them,  holding 

placards inside the Court hall wanting Tamil as a Court Language.  There 

was perceived  possibility  of  such a situation on account of  confidential 

information received in the office of the Chief Justice and hence, the local 

police  authorities  had  been  duly  informed  to  prevent  such  a  situation. 

However, a number of lawyers and other people, as referred to aforesaid, 

had already occupied the First Court, a few minutes before the Court was 

to begin its sitting.  Some were lawyers in robes, but the police could not 

even prevent the entry of people not in robes and children.  One of the 

lawyers, Mr.V.Murugan, spoke in English and Tamil, and was threatening 

to continue squatting in the Court till  their  demand for Tamil  as Official 

language of the High Court was met.  It was explained to him by the Court 

that their grievance in this regard cannot be redressed here.  Even such 

counselling had no effect and they continued to hold the placards.
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2.This is not the first time that the functioning of the High Court or the 

First  Bench has sought to be distracted,  for  one reason or  the other – 

whether connected with this Court or otherwise.  There is also an unhealthy 

so-called practice of lawyers raising slogans and marching in the corridors. 

The  earlier  incidents  witnessed  by  this  Court  was  over  the  issue  of 

detention of fishermen in Srilanka and post recommendation of names for 

elevation to High Court, lawyers had even entered the Court and indulged 

in sloganeering.

3.This problem has far more aggravated in the Madurai Bench of this 

Court, where there have been such periodic incidents of advocates taking 

out processions, entering Court and disrupting proceedings, using hand-

held microphones and even occupying the Chamber of the Puisne Judges 

at the Madurai Bench.

4.It  is  time  that  such  unhealthy  practice  are  curtailed  and  there 

cannot be unauthorised ingress and egress to the Court.  The Judges must 

feel secure while administering justice and thus, proper security has to be 

arranged to prevent such incidents, which not only disrupt the functioning of 
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the Court, but can result in security breaches when Courts are concerned 

with sensitive matters, especially a Court like the present High Court and 

its Bench.

5.The police is often reluctant to take any action despite there being 

past  incidents  and assurances being held  out  that  corrective  measures 

would be taken.  Such a situation has possibly arisen from the past history 

of confrontation between the lawyers and the police.  The Courts and the 

Judges cannot be left unattended and unprotected.

6.We are informed that the Government of India, Ministry of Home 

Affairs, as far back as 31.05.2007 / 04.06.2007 had issued guidelines for 

security of High Courts and District and Subordinate Courts in the country 

to Chief Secretaries and Directors General / Inspectors General of Police 

of all  States and UTs.  Para (v) of the Guidelines provides that the High 

Court in the respective States / UTs should be declared as High Security 

Zone.  As informed to us, this guideline has not been implemented by the 

State Government.  We cannot wait any more and issue directions to the 

State Government to forthwith take action and initiate declaration of the 

High Court as a High Security Zone by the next date.
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7.The Security  Committee constituted by the Chief  Justice of  this 

Court  has  been  seeking  to  address  various  security  measures.   The 

Minutes of the last meeting held on 07.07.2015 placed before us shows 

that  representatives  of  different  recognised  associations  were  present 

when various aspects were dealt with.  One of the steps is relating to the 

requirement  of  CISF  cover.   The  relevant  portion  of  the  Minutes  is 

extracted as under:

CISF COVER :

During  the  course  of  deliberations,  the  office  bearers  of  the 

respective associations as also the police personnel expressed that  

in  view  of  the  continuing  police-advocates  altercation  and  the  

strained relationship between the two, the security cover for the 

High Court can be handed over to the Central Industrial Security  

Force (CISF).  In this regard it will be useful to refer to the report  

of the Assistant Commissioner of Police, High Court Range listing 

out the details of the various untoward incidents that happened 

between  the  police  and  the  Advocates  so  far  enclosed  as 

Annexure-I, the relevant portion is extracted hereinbelow :-

“The Police Personnel in the High Court Campus are trying their 

level best to maintain strict discipline in the High Court Campus.  

They face a number of problems, while facing advocates and 

atleast on 10 different occasions, for the past three or four years,  

the Advocates have beaten the Police Personnel and fearing a 

bigger altercation, these things have not been brought to the 
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notice of the Hon’ble Security Committee.  The Advocates forget  

that the High Court Campus belongs to the Government and they 

treat it as their own property.

In general many of the Advcotes do not listen to the requests of 

the police authorities :

1)   To show their Identity Cards.

2)   Not to park their vehicles in the main arterial roads.

3)   Bringing client/accused without entry pass, etc., in their own 

cars.

4)   Playing cricket especially during holidays in the High Court car 

parking area (back side of the Family Court).

5)   Passing unnecessary/lewd remarks against women police 

personnel, especially those who would be in their early 20’s.

6)   Giving false complaints against clients, if they do not give the 

heavy fees demanded.

7)   Accusing the police for no fault of their whenever they get an 

opportunity.

8)   Not to take liquor inside the campus

9)   Not to conduct “Katta Panchayat”.

10)       Not to take processions and agitations inside the campus.

11)       In June, 2015, despite permission granted by the Hon’ble 

Chief Justice to conduct Yoga classes for the staff members in 

which many advocates and police personnel also participated, a 

group of advocates headed by M/s.Rajinikanth, Milton, etc.,  

prevented the conduct of Yoga classes from the 4th day onwards.

12)       Some Advocates conducted “Beef Eating” programme in 

the campus recently.  “Beef Curry” was brought in a big vessel and 

distributed in use and throw paper plates to the Advocates.
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13)       In front of Dr.Ambedkar statue, packets containing 

“chicken, mutton & beef biryani” were distributed and many 

advocates sat and ate at that place itself.

14)       Some Advocates, including Notary Public park their 

vehicles in the High Court campus even during night hours, without 

caring for the strict circular issued by the Registry.”

 

Several other individual instances have been listed in the report  

submitted  by  the  Assistant  Commissioner  of  Police,  High  Court  

Range.  The  several  incidents  of  police-lawyers  altercation  that 

occurred in Madurai Bench is also a grave issue.  In this regard,  

the note prepared by Brother  K.K.Sasidharan,  J.,  is  enclosed as 

Annexure II.  Further, vide Circular No.VI23014/79/2005-VS issued 

by the Ministry of Home Affairs, Government of India, guidelines 

have  been  issued  for  the  security  of  High  Courts  and 

District/Subordinate Courts in the country, whereby the High Court  

in the respective States/UTs should be declared as High Security 

Zone, which is enclosed as Annexure III.  In view of the same the 

need to bring the High Court, Principal Seat as well as the Madurai  

Bench under the security cover of Central Industrial Security Force 

(CISF)  becomes  an  immediate  necessity.  Accordingly,  it  is 

resolved  that  the  High  Court,  Madras  as  well  as  the  Madurai  

Bench shall be brought under security cover of CISF.  

The  Central  Government  may  be  addressed  through  the  State  

Government for providing the above mentioned security cover to  

the High Court.

8.In view of the prevailing situation in the Court, we would take suo 

motu proceedings and issue notice to the Chief Secretary, Government of 
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Tamil  Nadu  and  the  Principal  Secretary,  Ministry  of  Home  Affairs, 

Government of India.

9.Notice is accepted by Mr.A.L.Somayaji, learned Advocate General 

and Mr.G.Rajagopal, learned Additional Solicitor General.

10.We call upon the concerned authorities to immediately take steps 

for handing over the security cover for the High Court to CISF or any other 

similar force.  This is necessary for a smooth functioning of the High Court, 

as continuance of such incidents, as we are witnessing today, are not only 

destructive and disrespectful towards the Court, but affects the very ability 

of  the Court  to  dispense justice.   It  sets  a  bad  example  for  the other 

litigants who attend in person and dilutes the authority of the Court.

11.List on 18.09.2015.
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(S.K.K., CJ.)     (T.S.S.,J.)
14.09.2015          

sra

The  advocates  and  other  persons  accompanying  them  have 

continued to squat throughout the day including the lunch recess till  the 

Court rose.

(S.K.K., CJ.)     (T.S.S.,J.)
14.09.2015          

sra

Note:  1) The aforesaid order, along with a
     copy of the report of the Security 
    Committee meeting held on 
    07.07.2015 with the Annexures thereto 
    (to be treated as confidential) be 
    issued to the respondents.

2) A copy of the order be issued to

(i) The Principal Secretary,
    Ministry of Home Affairs,
    Govt. of India, New Delhi.
(ii)The Chief Secretary,
    Government of Tamil Nadu,
    Chennai.
(iii)The Secretary-General
     Hon'ble Supreme Court of India. 

sra
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The Hon'ble Chief Justice
and                

T.S.Sivagnanam, J.   

(sra)

Suo Motu W.P.No.29197 of 2015

14.09.2015


