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There cannot be any doubt that the order of
cancellation dated 9t August, 2023
communicated to the petitioner on 16t
August, 2023 was an attempt to circumvent
the order dated 8th December, 2022 and this
fact was taken note of by the Coordinate
Bench in its order dated 17th May, 2024. We
adjourned this matter on 21st February, 2025
in order to enable the alleged contemnors to

obtain necessary instruction with regard to



the cancellation that was stayed by the
Coordinate Bench on 17th May, 2024.

The learned Counsel for the alleged
contemnors have submitted that the order of
cancellation was stayed primarily on the
ground that it was passed without
determination of the fixed capital investment
subsidy for which the decision of the authority
concerned was held to be prima facie in
disobedience of the order dated 8th December,
2022. There cannot be any doubt that the
said order could not have been passed in the
teeth of the order dated 8th December, 2022
and this is a clear attempt to circumvent the
said order.

The cancellation order cannot survive for the
reasons indicated above. The order of
cancellation is accordingly set aside on the
aforesaid limited ground.

We accept the apology tendered by the alleged
contemnors and, accordingly, we do not issue
Rule.

The contempt applications are, accordingly,

disposed of with the aforesaid observation.

(Soumen Sen, J.)

(Biswaroop Chowdhury, J.)



