IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3737 of 2009

Ashirwad Agency (Dealer B.P.C.L.) Bye-pass Road, Mokama, P.O./P.S.-
Mokama, District- Patna, through its Proprietor namely Shailendra Kumar @
Shailendra Kumar Singh, son of Late Bibhikshan Sharma, resident of Main
Road, Mokama, P.O./P.S.- Mokama District- Patna

...... Petitioner/s
Versus

1. The State of Bihar.
2. M.D. Mallaya Chairman cum M.D. Bank of Baroda, having its office at
Central Office, Bank of Baroda, Balchand Street, Mumbai through its
Chairman.
3. Mohan Singh, The Zonal Manager, Bihar-Jharkhand and Orissa Zone, Bank
of Baroda, Boaring Road, Patna
4. Shyamal Singh Rai, the Assistant General Manager, Bank of Baroda,
Boring Road, Patna
5. The Senior Branch Manager namely Sri C.B.P. Srivastava, Bank of Baroda,
Mokama Branch, P.O. P.S. Mokama, District- Patna
6. A K. Sinha, The Accountant Bank of Baroda, Mokama Branch, P.O. and
P.S. Mokama, District- Patna

...... Respondent/s

with
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No. 930 of 2008

Bank of Baroda, Mokameh branch, At & P.O.- Mokameh, District- Patna
which is represented through its Senior Manager Sri Awadesh Choudhary

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
Shailendra Kumar @ Shailendra Kumar Singh, son of Late Bibhikshan
Sharma, Proprietor of M/s Ashirwad Agency Resident of Main Road,
Mokameh, P.O. & P.S. Mokameh, District- Patna

...... Respondent/s

Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Ratnesh Nandan Sinha, Advocate

Mr. Purushottam Prasad, Advocate
For the Respondent/s  : Mr. Nishant Kumar Jha, A.C. to S.C. 28
CORAM: HONOURABLE THE CHIEF JUSTICE

ORAL ORDER

8 01-11-2017 Both the applicants have filed contempt

application complaining disobedience of an order passed in



Patna High Court MJC No.3737 of 2009(8) dt.01-11-2017
2/2

Civil Review No. 229 of 2007 on 26.11.2008.

Looking to the nature of dispute involved in the
matter, I am not inclined to initiate any action for contempt in
the matter. Parties may take recourse to such remedy as may be
available under law in case they have any dispute still
subsisting. In the facts and circumstances, no case is made out
for initiating action for contempt now after a period of nine
years.

Both the contempt applications are disposed of.

(Rajendra Menon, CJ)
PK.P.




