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HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE FOR RAJASTHAN AT
JODHPUR

S.B. Writ Contempt No. 218/2025

Gram  Panchayat  Newa,  through  Sarpanch  Smt.  Imi  Wife  Of

Hajari  Ram, Aged About  70  Years,  Resident  Of  Village  Newa,

Tehsil Baap, District Jodhpur (Rajasthan).

----Petitioner

Versus

1. Sunil Panwar, Sub-Division Officer, Baap, District Jodhpur

(Rajasthan).

2. State  Of  Rajasthan,  Through  Tehsildar  Baap,  District

Jodhpur (Raj.).

3. Anopa Ram, Tehsildar, Baap, District Jodhpur.

4. Ramniwas,  Pradhan  Adhyapak,  Government  Primary

School,  Gumananiyo  Ki  Dhani,  Tehsil  Baap,  District

Jodhpur.

5. Ganga Ram S/o Lumba Ram, Resident Of Village Newa,

Tehsil Baap, District Jodhpur (Rajasthan).

6. Anchi  Devi  W/o  Anda  Ram,  Resident  Of  Village  Newa,

Tehsil Baap, District Jodhpur (Rajasthan).

----Respondents

For Petitioner(s) : Mr. Moti Singh

HON'BLE MS. JUSTICE REKHA BORANA

Order

25/03/2026

1. The  present  contempt  petition  has  been  filed  alleging

disobedience of order dated 19.03.2024.

2. Admittedly, a contempt petition (S.B. Writ Contempt Petition

No.  896/2024)  was  earlier  filed  by  the  petitioner,  which  stood

dismissed vide order dated 03.12.2024 for want of prosecution.

However,  the  present  second  contempt  petition  was  filed  on

20.01.2025 and vide order dated 14.02.2025, the petitioner was
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called  upon  to  explain  as  to  how a  fresh  contempt  petition  is

maintainable without filing application for restoration.

3. On  19.03.2025,  time  was  prayed  for  by  Counsel  for  the

petitioner to satisfy the Court on the said aspect. 

4. On 25.03.2025, Counsel made a statement before this Court

that he would be filing an application for restoration of the earlier

contempt  petition.  On such submission been made,  the matter

was directed to be listed after four weeks.

5. On 19.01.2026, Counsel for the petitioner prayed for time to

complete his instructions. Today also, Counsel is not in a position

to  make  a  specific  statement  as  to  whether  a  restoration

application has been filed by him or not.

6. In view of the aforesaid facts, this Court is not inclined to

proceed further with the present contempt proceedings and the

same is hence, disposed of.

7. A restoration application, if any, filed by the petitioner qua

the earlier contempt petition, shall be considered on its own merit.

(REKHA BORANA),J
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