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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY
NAGPUR BENCH, NAGPUR.

CONTEMPT PETITION No.128 OF 2025
   

(Shri Rajesh @ Dhammesh Ghanshyamji chawhan  Vs. Shri Harsh Potdar, Superintendent of
Police (IPS), Nagpur Rural and others)

__________________________________________________________________________
Office Notes, Office Memoramda of Coram,
appearances, Court's orders of directions Court's or Judge's orders.
and Registrar's Orders.

                                                 
Mrs. Shubhda Phaltankar, Advocate for petitioner (Appointed).

   CORAM :    ANIL L. PANSARE, J.                                                    
   DATE     :    7  th   MAY, 2025.  

1. It appears that petitioner is alleging contempt not on the

ground of willful disobedience of the order but on the ground that

incorrect  information  has  been  furnished  in  reply  by  the

Investigating Agency before the High Court dealing with criminal

matter.

2. The  counsel  for  petitioner  submits  that  on  31st June,

2021 the proceeding filed against the applicant was stopped under

Section 258 of the Code of Criminal Procedure and all the accused

therein  including  the  petitioner  came  to  be  discharged.   This

proceeding  arose  out  of  Crime  No.6/2018  for  the  offence

punishable under Section 135 of the Bombay Police Act.

3. It appears that in Criminal Writ Petition No.915/2024

the Investigating Officer in reply referred to Crime No.6/2018.  This

reference according to the petitioner is contempt of Court.

4. I do not find substance in the aforesaid submission.  It is

a fact that Crime No.6/2018 was registered against the petitioner.

Its  a different  matter  that  the said proceeding was dropped and

petitioner  discharged.    That  by  itself  will  not  mean  that  Crime
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No.6/2018 was never registered against him.

5. In any case the aforesaid averment cannot be said to be

willful disobedience of order dated 31st July, 2021 passed by the

Court below.  That being so, there appears no merit in the petition.

6. The petition is dismissed.

7. The fees of the appointed counsel be paid as per rules.

                                         (ANIL L. PANSARE, J.)      
Wadode
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