
Content V:- 
 

Punishment for Contempt of Court:- 

 

 
According to Section 12 of the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, a contempt 

of court may be punished with simple imprisonment for a term which may 

extend to six months, or with fine which may extend to two thousand 

rupees, or with both. Provided that the accused may be discharged or the 

punishment awarded may be remitted on apology being made to the 

satisfaction of the court. 

Explanation - An apology shall not be rejected merely on the ground that 

it is qualified or conditional if the accused makes it bona fide. 

 

Sub-Section (2) provides that notwithstanding anything contained in any 

law for the time being in force, no court shall impose a sentence in excess 

of that specified in sub section for any contempt either in respect of itself 

or of a court subordinate to it. 

 

Sub-Section (3) provides that notwithstanding anything contained in this 

section, where a person is found guilty of a civil contempt, the court, if it 

considers that a fine will not meet the ends of justice and that a sentence 

of imprisonment is necessary shall, instead of sentencing him to simple 

imprisonment, direct that the he be detained in a civil prison for such 

period not exceeding six months as it may think fit. 

 

Sub-Section (4) provides that, where the person found guilty of contempt 

of court in respect of any undertaking given to a court is a company, 

every person who, at the time the contempt was committed, was in 

charge of, and was responsible to, the company for the conduct of 

business of the company, as well as the company, shall be deemed to be 

guilty of the contempt and the punishment may be enforced, with the 

leave of the court, by the detention in civil prison of each such person. 

 

 



Provided that nothing contained in this sub section shall render any such 

person liable to such punishment if he proves that the contempt was 

committed without his knowledge or that he exercised all due diligence to 

prevent its commission. 

 

Sub-Section (5) provides that, notwithstanding anything contained in sub 

section (4) where the contempt of court referred to therein has been 

committed by a company and it is provided that the contempt has been 

committed with the consent or connivance of, or is attributable to any 

neglect on the part of, any director, manger, secretary or other officer of 

the company, such director, manager , secretary or other officer shall also 

be deemed to be guilty of the be contempt and the punishment may be 

enforced, with the leave of the court, by the detention in civil prison of 

such director, manager, secretary or other officer. 

 

Explanation - For the purpose of sub sections (4) and (5)- 

 
(a) "Company" means anybody corporate and includes a firm or other 

association of individuals, and 

 

(b) "Director" in relation to a firm, means a partner in the firm. 

 
Limitation: 

 
The Limitation period for actions of contempt has been discussed under 

Section 20 of the Contempt of Courts Act of 1971 and the Limitation 

period for actions of contempt is a period of one year from the date on 

which the contempt is alleged to have been committed. 

Appeals: 

 
Section 19 (1) of the Act provides that an appeal shall lie as of right from 

any order to decision of High Court in the exercise of its jurisdiction to 

punish for contempt - 

(a) Where the order or decision is that of a single judge, to a bench of not 

less than two judges of the Court. 

 

(b) Where the order or decision is that of a bench, to the Supreme Court. 



 
Provided that where the order or decision is that of the Court of the 

judicial commissioner in any union territory, such appeal shall lie to the 

Supreme Court. 

Section 19 (2) of the Act provides for Pending of any appeal. The 

appellate Court may order that - 

(a) The execution of the punishment or order appealed against be 

suspended; 

(b) If the appellant is in confinement, he be released on bail; and 

 
(c) The appeal be heard notwithstanding that the appellant has not 

purged his contempt. 

Section 19 (3) of the Act provides that where any person aggrieved by 

any order against which an appeal may be filed satisfied the High Court 

that he intends to prefer an appeal, the High Court may also exercise all 

or any of the powers conferred by sub section(2). 

Section 19 (4) of the Act provides for limitation for Appeal. According to 

this sub-section, an appeal under sub-section (1) shall be filed - 

(a) in the case of an appeal to a Bench of the High Court, within thirty 

days ; 

(b) in the case of an appeal to the Supreme Court, within sixty days, 

from the date of the order appealed against. 

Section 19 of the Contempt of Courts Act, 1971, deals with appeals. Right 

to appeal to higher court against the decision of lower court has been 

specifically given in the present Act. Prior to this, the position was not 

clear. Appeals were heard by the Privy Council on the ground that the 

action in the contempt of court cases was made in the name and on 

behalf of the Sovereign hence the Privy Council could hear the appeal 

(Court on its Own Motion v. Kasturi Lal, AIR 1980 P&H 72, at p. 

73). 

 



The Apex Court in S. P. Wahi v. Surendra Singh, held that it is not each 

and every order passed during the contempt proceedings that is 

appealable. In Subhash Chandra v. B.R. Kakkar, it was held that when the 

High Court acquits the contemner, no appeal lies. If the order of 

committal for contempt of court is made - 

(a) By a single judge of the High Court, an appeal lies to a division bench 

thereof; or 

(b) By a division bench of the High Court, an appeal lies to the Supreme 

Court, as of a statutory right. 

Leading Case on contempt of court: 

 
In Re: 1. Shri Sanjiv Datta, Deputy Secretary, Ministry of 

Information & Broadcasting [1995 Scc (3) 619], a Suo moto 

contempt notice issued to a public servant and his advocates. Affidavit 

was filed in the Supreme Court containing allegations against the Court. 

Allegations made with intention of casting aspersions on the Court and 

attributing motives to it. Accusing the Court of making mockery of 

established policy of Government of India by permitting a foreign agency 

to undertake broadcasting from India, against national interest thereby 

undermining sovereignty of the nation. Unconditional apology of public 

servant not accepted. Allegations made by the contemnor were 

intentional. Made with full knowledge of its grave implications and 

therefore has potentiality of mischief. If not curbed firmly, may assume 

proportion grave enough to sabotage the rule of law. Unconditional 

apology of advocates, Accepted for want of knowledge of allegations. 

(Officers-let your mind and not the heart speak). 


