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Appellant : Pramod Agarwal

Respondent : Mining Area Development Authority and ors

Judgement :

INTHEHIGHCOURTOFJHARKHANDATRANCHI Cont.Case(Civil)No.550f2013
PramodAgarwal : Petitioner Versus
1.KrishnaKishore,theChairmancumManagingDirectorof
MineralAreaDevelopmentAuthority,Dhanbad 2.StateofJharkhand

OppositeParties CORAM: HONBLEMR.JUSTICED.N.PATEL ForthePetitioner
:Mr.Shailesh,Advocate = ForOppositePartyNo.1  :Mr.BhaweshKumar,Advocate
FortheState :J.C.toG.A. 03/Dated:15 th April,2013 1.
Learnedcounselappearingforthepetitionersubmittedthattheplans for the
construction of residential wunit was placed before the opposite
partiesintheyear2011andfornojustifiablereason,theoppositeparties
haveremaineddormantandsilent,despitetheorderpassedbythisCourt
inearlierwritpetitionbeingW.P.(C)No0.38640f2012dated15thOctober, 2012.

2. Learnedcounselforoppositepartyno.lsubmittedthatadetailed
counteraffidavithasbeenfiledandtheplanshavenowbeensanctioned, today. It is also
submitted that opposite party no. 1 has tendered

unconditionalapologyinparagraphlandinsubsequentparagraphs.
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3. Havingheardlearnedcounselforboththesidesandlookingtothe facts
andcircumstancesof the case, itappearsthatthe opposite parties
havedeliberatelycommittedbreachoftheorderpassedbythisCourt.The
mapswhichwerepresentedbytheoriginalpetitionerintheyear2011for the construction
of the dwelling unit were neither approved nor
disapprovedand,therefore,theW.P.(C)No0.38640f2012waspreferredby
thisapplicant. ThisCourtpassedanorderdated15thOctober,2012thatthe
decisionmustbetakenbytherespondents,inaccordancewithlawwithina
periodoffourweeks.Nosuchdecisionhasbeentaken,asperthedirection
ofthisCourtandthisapplicanthasnooption,buttofilethiscontempt
application.Thememoofthiscontemptapplicationwasalsoservedupon the learned
counsel for the opposite parties on 17th  January,2013, but,
oppositepartyno.lhasnotcompliedwiththeorderpassedbythisCourt
intheearlierwritpetition.Infact,thereishugepriceescalationwhichwill
havetobebornebythepetitioner,unnecessarily,whichmayrunintofew 2
hundredthousands,but,asthecounselforoppositepartyno.lissaying
thatthiswillnotberepeated,atthistime,thisCourtisnottakingaction
againstoppositepartyno.lundertheContemptofCourtsAct.

4, Inviewoftheaforesaidfacts,thiscontemptapplicationis,hereby,
disposedofastheorderisnowcompliedwithatmuchbelatedstage.Such
typeofattitudeofoppositepartyno.1shouldbeavoidedsothatcitizens
maynothavecometothisCourt,againandagain. (D.N.Patel,J.) Ajay
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