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Supreme Court Bar Association vs Union of 

India

In this case, the Judge held that procedural aspect for Contempt of

Court may still be prescribed by the Parliament so that it could be

applicable in the Supreme Court and the High Court. This means

that Section 12(1) of the Contempt of Court Act, 1971 which

prescribed a maximum fine of Rs. 5000 and imprisonment for a

term of six months shall be applicable in this case.
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Zahira Habibullah Sheikh & Anr vs State 

Of Gujarat & Ors

It was held in this case that the punishment that is given for

contempt in the Contempt of Court Act, 1971 shall only be

applicable to the High Court but for Supreme Court, it acts as a

guide.

The judgment that was given was not accompanied by rationality,

this was worrisome because the Supreme Court has been given

great powers that the drafters of the Indian Constitution has also

not given.
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Sudhakar Prasad vs. Govt. of A.P. and 

Ors.

This case is also similar to the Supreme Court Bar Association Case.

In this case also once again the Supreme Court declared that the

powers to punish for contempt are inherent in nature and the

provision of the Constitution only recognised the said pre-existing

situation.

The provision of the Contempt of Court cannot be used to limit the

exercise of jurisdiction given in Article 129 and Article 215 of the

Constitution.
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https://indiankanoon.org/doc/927019/
https://indiankanoon.org/doc/207538/


P.N. Duda vs V. P. Shiv Shankar & 

Others

In this case, the Supreme Court observed that the judges cannot use

the contempt jurisdiction for upholding their own dignity. Our

country is the free marketplace of ideas and no one could be

restricted to criticise the judicial system unless this criticism

hampers the ‘administration of justice’.
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R. Rajagopal vs State Of T.N

This case is also known as the Auto Shankar case; in this case,

Justice Jeevan Reddy invoked the very famous doctrine of John

Sullivan. This doctrine states that public must be open to strict

comments and accusations as long as made with bonafide

diligence, even if it is untrue.
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In Re: Arundhati Roy

In this case, the Supreme Court observed that the fair criticism on

the conduct of a Judge or the institution of Judiciary and its

function may not amount to contempt if it is made in good faith

and in the public interest.
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R. Rajagopal vs State Of T.N

This case is also known as the Auto Shankar case; in this case,

Justice Jeevan Reddy invoked the very famous doctrine of John

Sullivan. This doctrine states that public must be open to strict

comments and accusations as long as made with bonafide

diligence, even if it is untrue.
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Indirect Tax practitioners’ Association v. 

R.K. Jain

In this case, the Supreme court observed that the defence of truth

can be permitted to the person accused of contempt if the two

conditions are satisfied. These are: (i) if it is in the interest of public

and (ii) the request for invoking the said defence is bonafide. These

are given in Section 13 of the Contempt of Court Act, 1971.
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Justice Karnan’s case

He was the first sitting High Court Judge to be jailed for six months

on the accusation of Contempt of Court. In February 2017,

contempt of court proceeding was initiated against him after he

accused twenty Judges of the Higher Judiciary of Corruption. He

wrote a letter to PM Modi against this but he did not provide any

evidence against them.
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INSTRUCTIONS

 Please refer online class notes.

 Next Topic- Admission and Enrollment of

an Advocates


