
Content I:- 
 

 
Meaning and Nature of Contempt of court :- 

         It is very difficult to define 

the concept of „contempt of court‟. What would offend the dignity of the 

court and lower the court‟s prestige is a matter for the court to determine 

and it cannot be confined within the four walls of a definition. The 

Contempt of Court Act, 1971 defined contempt of court for the first time. 

There is no statutory definition of contempt of court. Whatever definition 

is provided under this act is not a definition but only classification of the 

term contempt of court. Contempt of court in general means, “To offend 

the dignity of the court and lower the prestige of the court”. 

Oswald defines, contempt to be constituted by any conduct that tends to 

bring the authority and administration of Law into disrespect or disregard 

or to interfere with or prejudice parties or their witnesses during litigation. 

In Halsbury laws of England, it is defined as follow “Any act done or 

writing published which is calculated to bring a court or judge into 

contempt or lower his authority or to interfere with the due course of 

justice or the lawful process of the court is contempt of court”. 

As per Corpus Juris Secondum, Contempt of court is disobedience to court 

by acting in opposition to the authority, justice and dignity thereof. It 

signifies a willful disregard or disobedience of courts order. It also 

signifies such conduct as tends to bring the authority of the court and the 

administration of law into disrespect. 

I. CLASSIFICATION: 

 
According to Section 2(a) of the Contempt of Court Act, 1971, contempt 

of court means civil contempt or criminal contempt. Section 2(b) of the 

Act, defines “Civil Contempt” as willful disobedience to any judgment, 

decree, direction, order, writ or other process of a court or willful breach 



of an undertaking given to a court. Section 2(c) of the Act, defines “Criminal Contempt” 

as the publication (whether by words spoken or written or by signs or by visible 

representations or otherwise) of any matter or the doing of any act whatsoever which – 

(i) Scandalizes or tends to scandalize or lower or tends to lower, the authority of any 

court, or 

(ii) Prejudices or interferes or tends to interfere with, the due course of any judicial 

proceeding; or 

(iii) Interferes or tends to interfere with or obstructs or tends to obstruct, the 

administration of justice in any other manner. 

The above definition contained in the Contempt of Court Act, 1971, is not exhaustive. It 

merely indicates that the contempt may be civil contempt or criminal contempt. It is 

thus better to leave it to the court to deal with each case as it comes and a right of 

appeal under Section 19 of Section the Contempt of Court Act, 1971, in all cases of 

contempt will cure whatever defect there may be in the application of the law. 

There are several instances of the misconduct such as using insulting language against 

the judge, suppressing the facts to obtain favorable order, imputation of partiality and 

unfairness against the judge. A council who advices his client to disobey the order of 

court is also held liable for contempt of court. Attacking the judiciary in the bar council 

election is taken as contempt of court. If the council refuses to answer the question of 

the court is also liable for contempt of court. In Re Ajay Kumar Pandey case the 

Supreme Court held that advocate using intemperate language against various judicial 

officers and attributing motives to them while discharging there judicial function would 

be held guilty of contempt of court. In this case such advocate was sentenced or 

punished to 4 months simple imprisonment and fine of rupees 1000/-. 

 


