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Mr. Sarwar Jahan, learned counsel appears for 

the petitioner. 

Mr. Supriyo Chattopadhyay, learned Additional 

Government Pleader appears for the alleged 

contemnor. 

This is a contempt proceeding arising from the 

judgment and order dated March 21, 2024, 

annexure P-1 at page 16 to the writ petition.  

Paragraphs 26 to 28 of the judgment is crystal clear 

that there was a direction upon the respondent no. 3 

in the writ petition being the alleged contemnor herein 

for recommending the name of the petitioner for 

compassionate appointment in the manner and mode 

as directed in the said judgment. 

Mr. Sarwar Jahan, learned advocate for the 

petitioner in course of his submissions today has 

made over two documents dated April 28, 2025 

issued by the Block Development Officer, Nalhati – I, 
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Birbhum and the other one dated July 2, 2025 

issued by the alleged contemnor.  These documents 

are taken on record.  Copies are also made over to Mr. 

Chattopadhyay in Court today.  The said document 

dated July 2, 2025 shows that the prayer of the 

petitioner for appointment on compassionate ground 

has been rejected, despite specific direction of this 

Court to give this appointment.  This Court has been 

informed that no appeal was carried out from the said 

judgment dated March 21, 2024. 

The steps taken by the alleged contemnor 

shows that the order has been accepted and acted 

upon but not in compliance of the direction of this 

Court. 

This Court is of the prima facie view that, the 

direction of this Court has not been complied.  It is a 

fit case for issuance of rule. 

Accordingly, there shall be a Rule to be issued 

upon the alleged contemnor. 

The department is directed to draw up and 

serve the Rule as expeditiously as possible on the 

alleged contemnor. 

The Rule is made returnable on August 22, 

2025 when the matter shall appear under the heading 

“Contempt Application”. 

However, it is made clear that, pendency of 

this contempt proceeding or the issuance of Rule shall 

not preclude the alleged contemnor to carry out and 
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comply the direction of this Court dated March 21, 

2024 in all respect and file a compliance report by 

way of an affidavit on the returnable date. 

  

 (Aniruddha Roy, J.) 


