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IN THE HIGH COURT FOR THE STATE OF TELANGANA
AT HYDERABAO

FRIDAY, THE FOURTEENTH DAY OF FEBRUARY
TWO THOUSANQ AND TWENTY FIVE

PRESENT

THE HONOURABLE SRIJUSTICE C.V. BHASKAR REDDY

CONTEMPT CASE NO 1397 0F 2025

ContemDt Case under Section 10 to 12 of Contempt ol CqYlg Act' 1971 to

ouni.r.it"'He5o"ial.tr'ntiein to, *itttrtty violating the Honble High Court order

iiit o osloslzo24 passed in W.P.No.10155 of 2024'

Between:

AND

1. South Central Railway O.B.C Employees As^sociation (SCROBCEA)' Regilj

r.ro. 
-aaals3, 

Represbnied'uv G' ci;neral Secretary^Gfrasad' Aged 5't

vl:rr*, om"t it Pirlrrarpile, Seiunderabad. PIN Code -500025'

2. G. Prasad, S/o. Late G. Sreeramulu Aged^S1 years' Occupation:. General' *"r;A;y'ot-'Sbrtn-C"ntrai niipi, OIB.C Efrotovees Association, R/o.

H.No.84-87/4/r, uo"v,i"gr? c;]onv: Kirmanghat, Fiyderabad' PIN Code -

500 079.

...Petitioner/Petitioners

shri satish Kumar, Chairman and chief Executive officer, Railway Board,

Rail Bhavan, New Delhi - 1 10001 .

... Respondent /Contemnors

Counsel for the Petitioner : Sri V Ravindranath Reddy

Counsel for the ResPondent : - - -
The Court made the following: ORDER



HON'BLE SRI JUSTICE C.V.BHASI{AR REDDY

CONTEMPT CASE No.S97 of2or25

ORDER:

This Contempt Case is filed allegrng non-compliance

of the order, dated O3.O5.2O24 passed by this Court in

W.P.No.lOI55 of 2024.

2. This Court, uide order, dated 03.05.2Ot25, directed

both the parties to maintain srafus Eto in all respects. The

grievance of the petitioners is that after expiry of the term

of existing body, the respondents instead of conducting

elections have extended the term of the existing body.

3. In view of the above and since this Court has granted

interim order directing both the parties to maintain the

stafus qto in all respects over the elected body and as it is

stated that the term of the elected body has been over, it
gives a fresh cause of action to file the fresh ,,rrrit petition

and on the ground of stafus quo tine respondent authorities

have not prohibited to discharge their statutoqr' functions

for extension ol the term of existing body. There fore, pima
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facie this Court is of the view ttrat there is no willful or

deliberate action on the part of the respondents in

disobeying the order of this Court in W.p.No. 10155 of

2024, dated O3.O5.2O24. However, if the petitioners are

h4ving any grievaace with regard to the extension of the

existing body for fr.tther period, they are at liberty to assail

the same, in accordance with law.

4. Accordingly, this Contempt Case is dismissed. No

costs.

Miscellaneous petitions, if any, pending sha-ll stand

closed.

Sd/- M. RAMANA KRISHNA
DEPUW REGISTRAR

SECTION OFFICER
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1. One CC to Sri V Ravindranath Reddy, Advocate [OPUC]
2. Two CD Copies
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HIGH COURT

DATED:1410212025

ORDER

CC.No.397 ot 2025

DISMISSING THE CONTEMPT CASE
WITHOUT COSTS
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