
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 

 
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.104 of 2017 

IN 

 Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 17870 of 2013  

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

Vishwajeet Kumar Son of Shardanand Yadav Resident of Mohalla - Aziz Ghat, 

P.O. + P.S. - Biharsharif, District - Nalanda. 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The Union of India through its Secretary, Mr. K. D. Tripathy, Ministry of 

Petroleum and Natural Gas, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi.   

2. Mr. B. Ashok, the Chairman and Managing Director, Indian Oil Corporation, G 

- 9, Ali Yavar Jung Marg, Bandra (East), Mumbai - 400059.   

3. Mr. Rajveer Singh Dahiya, the General Manager, Indian Oil Corporation, 

Bihar State Office, Lok Nayak Jai Prakash Bhawan, 5th Floor, Dak Bunglow 

Chowk, Patna - 800001.   

4. Mr. A.K. Gupta, the Dy. General Manager (LPG), Indian Oil Corporation, Bihar 

State Office, Lok Nayak Jai Prakash Bhawan, 5th Floor, Dak Bunglow Chowk, 

Patna - 800001.   

5. Mr. B.V. Sekhar Babu, the Chief Area Manager, Patna Area Office, Indian Oil 

Corporation, Shahi Bhawan (Ist Floor), Exhibition Road, Patna - 800001.   

 

....   ....  Opposite Parties  

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

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner        :     Mr. Daya Shanker Prasad, Advocate  

For the Union of India:     Mr. S.D SANJAY (ADDL. S.G.) 

                                                 Mr. Shyam Bihar Singh, CGC 

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

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE VIKASH JAIN 

ORAL JUDGMENT 

Date: 03-05-2017 

 

 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

counsel for the opposite parties. 

2. The present petition has been filed for initiating a 

contempt proceeding for the alleged violation of the order dated 

20.07.2010 passed in CWJC No. 17870 of 2013.  

3.   Learned counsel for the petitioner submits that though 

the writ petition was dismissed, yet liberty had been granted  to 
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approach this Court once again in the event that the petitioner’s review 
petition was allowed.  

4.  This Court does not find any merit in the present 

contempt petition. Learned counsel for the petitioner accepts that the 

review petition has not yet been disposed of. The writ petition itself 

having been dismissed without any positive direction to the 

respondents, the question of violation of the order of this Court cannot 

arise.  

5.   The contempt petition accordingly stands dismissed.  

 

 

 

B.T/- 
(Vikash Jain, J) 

 
AFR/NAFR NAFR 

CAV DATE NA 

Uploading 

Date 

04.05.2017 

Transmission 

Date 

N.A.  

 


