
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.4577 of 2014 

IN 

 LPA 335 of 2014  

=========================================================== 

M/s Scope Sales Pvt. Ltd, a registered company incorporated under the provisions 

of the Company’s Act, 1956 having its registered office at 1st
 Floor, Mahalaxmi 

Complex, Rajendra Path, Patna-01 through its Director Ramashankar Prasad son of 

Shri Lal Babu Prasad, resident of Mohalla- Babuaganj, Patna City, P.S.- Alamganj, 

P.O. Gulzarbagh, District- Patna- 800 007.  

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar  

2. Shri Ravi Mittal, son of not known to the petitioner, Principal Secretary, 

Industries Development Department, Bihar, Patna.  

3. Sri Tripurari Saran, son of not known to the petitioner, Principal Secretary, 

Science & Technology Department, Bihar, Patna.  

4. Sri Rahul Singh, son of not known to the petitioner, Managing Director, The 

Bihar Industrial Area Development Authority, 1
st
 Floor, Udyog Bhawan, East 

Gandhi Maidan, Bihar, Patna.  

....   ....  Opposite Parties.  

=========================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner    :         Mr.  

For the Respondent :        Mr.  

=========================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V.N. SINHA 

and 

HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJENDRA KUMAR MISHRA 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

(Per: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE V.N. SINHA) 

Date: 29-01-2015 

 

  It appears against the order under 

contempt Bihar Industrial Area Development 

Authority has preferred Petition for Special Leave to 

Appeal (C) No. 36772 of 2014 which was placed 

before a Bench of Hon’ble Supreme Court on 

27.01.2015 when the Hon’ble Supreme Court 

having heard counsel for the authority and 

Respondent No. 1, contempt petitioner directed 
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that the matter be considered after three weeks, 

during the pendency of the Special Leave Petition 

no coercive steps shall be taken against the 

petitioner.  

2. In the circumstances, we are of the 

view that no useful purpose will be served by 

keeping this contempt matter pending, which is 

disposed of as it is expected that after disposal of 

the matter by the Apex Court parties will comply 

the order of the Apex Court.  

3. Before parting with this order we 

observe that in case even after disposal of the 

Special Leave Petition, lands-in-question is not 

handed over by the authority to the contempt 

petitioner, he will be well advised to file a short 

contempt petition annexing the order of the 

Supreme Court with liberty to mention.  

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

P.K.P. 

(V.N. Sinha, J) 

 

 

(Rajendra Kumar Mishra, J) 

 
U    

  


