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High Court at Calcutta
                                                  Appellate Side

(Writ Jurisdiction)

District. Malda.
                                        W. P. A. No. 11547 of 2006 (C.P.A.N. 119 of 2020)

In the matter of :      Sri Shankar Kumar Talukdar
                                                                                                                … petitioner/applicant
                                               Vs.
                                    Sri Abul Kalam Azad
                                                                                                                         …contemnor

                                                  

  For Petitioner : Mr. Srijan Nayek, Advocate
                            Mrs. Rituparna Moitra, Advocate

 Noting by Office or Advocate Serial
No.

 Date            Office notes, reports, orders or proceeding with signature

08.03.
2021.

     

            UPON READING a petition of  the

petitioner and the affidavit of verification

thereof, dated 5th February, 2020 and the

exhibits and/or annexures to the said petition

and upon hearing Mr. Srijan Nayek, the  learned

advocate for the petitioner;

            IT  IS  ORDERED  that  a Rule do

issue calling upon the alleged contemnor-

respondent:

1) Sri Abul Kalam Azad,
Chairman, Samsi Co-operative
Marketing Society Ltd.,

                Post Office–Samsi,
                District–Malda,
                Pin – 732139.

 to  show  cause  why he should  not be

committed to  prison  or  otherwise   penalized

or   dealt with for having willfully and

deliberately violated the order dated November

28, 2018 passed by this Court in WPA 11547



2
of 2006.

         The Rule is made returnable on March
26, 2021.
          On the returnable date, IT IS
ORDERED the alleged contemnor-respondent

as aforesaid, shall appear personally before

this Court at 10-30 a.m. and shall not leave

Court without permission.

          Let the Rule be served on the alleged

contemnor-respondent immediately.

                       ( Rajasekhar Mantha, J.)
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