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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA

Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.2302 of 2016
In

Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 6316 of 2009

Gyanendra Nath Trivedi S/o Late Bachcha Trivedi resident of Village -
Bindusar, P.O. - Bindusar, P.S. - Siwan Muffasil, District - Siwan, earlier
working as Dept. Manager, Composite IMFL Indian made Liquor, P.S. -
Kishanganj, District - Kishangan.

Petitioner
Versus

1. Bihar State Construction Corporation Ltd. through its Managing Director,
Mohalla - Khwaza Imli, Anishabad, P.S. - Gardanibagh, District - Patna.
2. Maharaj Ram, The Managing Director, Bihar State Construction
Corporation Ltd. Mohalla Khwaza Imali, Anisabad, P.S. - Gardanibagh,
District - Patna.
3. The Bihar State Beverage Corporation Ltd. through its Managing
Director, Bidyut Bhawan, 11, 1st Floor, Bailey Road, Patna.
4. Sri Mithilesh Mishra, The Managing Director, Bihar State Beverage
Corporation Ltd., Bidyut Bhawan - 11, 1st Floor, Bailey Road, Patna.

.... Respondents
Appearance :
For the Petitioner : Mr. Awadhesh Kr. Pandey, Advocate
For the Corporation :  Mr. Gyanendra Kumar Shukla, Advocate

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAJEEV RANJAN PRASAD
ORAL ORDER

Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned
counsel representing the Bihar State Construction Corporation
Limited.

Learned counsel representing the Bihar State
Construction Corporation Limited has informed this court that the
order dated 17.07.2009 in CWJC No. 6317/2009 was passed in
terms of the order passed in CWJC No. 6821/2009 and analogous
cases disposed of on 23.06.2009 and CWIJC No. 8046/2009
disposed of on 16.07.2009. It is submitted that the orders passed in

the said CWJC No. 6821/2009 was challenged in Letters Patent
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Appeal and the same has been allowed by Hon’ble Division Bench
of this Court. A copy of the order passed in some of the Letters
Patent Appeals has been brought on record as Annexure-A to the
show cause.

In the aforesaid view of the matter, it is submitted that
now the contempt application cannot proceed. This court would
agree with the submission of learned counsel representing the
State.

This contempt application cannot proceed in the given

facts and circumstances. It is dismissed accordingly.

(Rajeev Ranjan Prasad, J)
Rajeev/-
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