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29-04-2025

IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA
Miscellaneous Jurisdiction Case No.3641 of 2023
In
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case N0.6900 of 2023

M/s Noveltech Feed Pvt. Ltd. Company registered under Companies Act
having its registered office ta Trend Hub, 1- 89/A/8, Plot No. 8, 3rd and 4th
Floor, Gaffor Nagar, Madhapur, Hyderabad, 500081, Telangana. Through its
authorised signatory Rohit Singh (Senior Manager- Legal) aged about 34
years S/o Jasbir Singh, R/o- House No 117, hema Majra, Barara, Mullana,
P.S.- Mullana, District- Ambala, Haryana.

...... Petitioner/s
Versus
Shri Sandeep Pondrik, The Chairman cum Managing Director, Bihar
Industrial Area Development Authority (BIADA), Udyog Bhawan Gandhi
Maidan, Patna.

Shri Pankaj Dikshit, The Joint Managing Director, Bihar Industrial Area
Development Authority (BIADA), Udyog Bnawan, Gandhi Maidan, Patna.

Shri Chandashekhar, The Executive Director, Bihar Industrial Area
Development Authority (BIADA), Udyog Bhawan, Gandhi Maidan, Patna.

Anand Kumar Singh, The DGM, Industrial Area, Hajipur Cluster, Bihar
Industrial Area Development Authority (BIADA) Industrial Estate,
Muzaffarpur.

...... Opposite Party/s
Appearance :
For the Petitioner/s : Mr. Brisketu Sharan Pandey, Advocate.
For the Opposite Party/s : Mr. Piyush Lall, Advocate.

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE A. ABHISHEK REDDY
ORAL ORDER

Learned counsel appearing on behalf of the petitioner
has stated that though the authorities have complied with the order
of this Court dated 21.09.2023 passed in CWJC No. 6900 of 2023,
however, the same was not done as per the time-line fixed by this
Court. The authorities with a view to harass the petitioner have
delayed the execution of the lease-deed by approaching the
Division Bench of this Hon’ble Court by way of LPA and
thereafter, on dismissal of the LPA to the Supreme Court of India.

Learned counsel has stated that the lease-deed 1s executed for the
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balance period of lease i.e. calculating from the year of 2025 and
not taking into consideration the time lost in litigation. Learned
counsel has stated that due to the delay caused by the respondents
in executing the lease-deed, the petitioner has lost almost five
years, therefore, seeks adequate compensation or direct the
respondents to execute the lease-deed for the balance period from
the time lost in litigation.

2. The prayer sought for by the petitioner is rejected.
Any time lost in pursuing the legal remedies as available to the
parties cannot be a ground for extending the period of the lease.
Having regard to the fact that the lease-deed is executed, the order
dated 21.09.2023 passed in CWJC No. 6900 of 2023 is
substantially complied with but with delay. The present contempt
petition is closed. However, leaving it open to the petitioner to
avail the remedies as available to him under law for compensation
or for extending the lease for the period lost by way of a
representation to the authority concerned.

3. With the above directions, the present contempt

petition is closed.

(A. Abhishek Reddy, J)
shakir/-
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