
  21.03.2025        IN THE HIGH COURT AT CALCUTTA 
   Ct. No. 2            Special Civil Jurisdiction  
   Sl. No. 14                Appellate Side  
   Moumita 

                              
WPCRC 17 of 2025 

in  
WPA 16813 of 2024 

 
Manas Maity 

-Vs.- 
Smt. Saraswati Jana Dinda, The Pradhan,  

Bishnubar-II Gram Panchayat Tamluk, Purba 
Medinipur.   

 
Mr. Sk. Abu Abbus Uddin 
Mr. Asish Santra 
Mr. Nahid Rahman 
Mr. Amit Ganguly 
                              ….For the Petitioner  
 
Mr. Gautam Guria 

   ….for the Contemnor 
 

  Mr. Wasim Ahmed 
   ….for the State  
 

  This is a contempt application arising out 

from an order dated July 4, 2024.  

  Mr. Sk. Abu Abbus Uddin, learned Advocate 

appears for the petitioner.  

  Mr. Gautam Guria, learned Advocate 

appears for the alleged contemnor.  

  Mr. Wasim Ahmed, learned Advocate 

appears for the State.  

  Learned Advocate appears for the alleged 

contemnor submits a compliance report signed by 

the alleged contemnor. The same is taken on 

record. Copy has been served upon the learned 

advocate for the petitioner today in Court.   



 2

  The petitioner shall be at liberty to file an 

affidavit dealing with the said report as it is 

submitted on behalf of the petitioner that the order 

has not yet been complied with, since, no notice 

was served upon for conducting hearing, the 

petitioner has no knowledge whether any hearing 

has taken place in absence of the petitioner and no 

reason order has been served upon the petitioner.  

  Such allegations are denied on behalf of the 

alleged contemnor.  

  The exception shall be filed on or before 

April 7, 2025. 

  The matter shall appear under the heading 

‘Contempt Application’ on April 11, 2025.  

  This court is informed that a hearing has 

been fixed by the jurisdictional SDO on April 8, 

2025. Pendency of this court contempt proceeding 

shall not preclude the petitioner to attend the 

hearing without prejudice to its rights and 

contentions in their contempt proceeding. Such 

participation in the hearing by the petitioner shall 

not be construed that contempt proceeding shall 

not lie any further.  

           

                          (Aniruddha Roy, J.) 


