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Rule drawn in a  
separate sheet 

Learned Government Pleader submits in defence of 

the alleged contemnors that at the juncture when the 

petitioner attempted to go to Netai village, another 

meeting was going on in the said village. 

 On the specific query of court, learned Government 

Pleader submits that the said meeting was at the behest 

of the ruling party of the State. 

Learned Government Pleader goes on to add that 

there was a mob accompanying the petitioner who also 

tried to enter through the cordon of the police and were 

raising slogans. 

It is submitted that, at the ground level, the police 

apprehended an impending dispute between two political 
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parties which was sought to be prevented at the bud by 

not permitting the petitioner to go through to Netai. 

Upon hearing learned counsel, perusing the 

pleadings and the video footages which were filed by the 

petitioner along with necessary affirmances, it is evident 

that although the petitioner appeared to be accompanied 

by other people, who were undoubtedly raising slogans in 

the background, such sloganeering and mob presence did 

not prevent the police authorities from resisting the 

petitioner and the alleged mob, if any, from going through 

the police cordon. 

As such, it defeats logic as to what prompted the 

police authorities not even to allow the petitioner, either 

alone and/or with a few security personnel, as specifically 

requested by the petitioner. 

In fact, it is evident from the nature of the 

pleadings and the video footage as referred to above, that 

the alleged contemnors deliberately prevented the 

petitioner and blocked him, at a distance from Netai 

village, from going on to the said village. 

The alleged contemnors, contrary to the assurance 

given by the learned Advocate General as recorded in the 

order dated January 5, 2022, did not permit the 

petitioner and/or even a few people accompanying him to 

go to the Netai village, although it was assured on the 

said date, when the order under contempt was passed, 

that there was no requirement for getting any permission 



 3

from the Superintendent of Police for visiting a particular 

area of the state and that the writ petition was submitted 

to be superfluous in the sense that no separate sanction 

need be given to any citizen of India to visit any part of 

the country, unless law is violated by the said person in 

any manner whatsoever. 

In fact, the order of the court recorded that the 

petitioner and his security personnel have the right, as 

citizens of India, to visit not only Netai village but any 

other place in India, subject to legal restrictions, without 

violating any provision of law. 

It was also recorded that, if the petitioner so visited, 

along with his security personnel, the Netai village on 

January 7, 2022, there would be no impediment for the 

petitioner and his men to do the same. 

No case of any “legal” restriction and/or violation of 

any law by the petitioner at the relevant juncture has 

been made out by the alleged contemnors. 

Rather, contrary to the assurance given by the 

learned Advocate General on behalf of the State, which 

was given a place of honour in view of the position of the 

learned Advocate General as a representative of the State, 

it was the law enforcement authorities who specifically 

prevented the petitioner from going into the said village. 

There is nothing on record to indicate that the 

police, at any point of time, asked the petitioner or 
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permitted the petitioner at least to go alone, let alone with 

his security personnel. 

The allegation that a mob would have entered was 

entirely in the realm of conjecture and surmise. 

Since the petitioner was visibly not armed and/or 

did not physically threaten the alleged contemnors, there 

was no occasion for the police authorities to specifically 

prevent the petitioner from going to Netai village. 

In such view of the matter, it is evident that the 

alleged contemnors/respondents deliberately and willfully 

violated the specific order of the court dated January 5, 

2022 passed in WPA 129 of 2022, both in letter and 

spirit. 

In view of the above findings, let a Rule be issued 

calling upon the contemnors to show cause in terms 

thereof.  

The Rule is made returnable on July 28, 2022 

when the contemnors shall be personally present in court 

at 10.30 a.m. 

 

          (Sabyasachi Bhattacharyya, J.) 


