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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JHARKHARMD AT RANCHI.
Cont. (Civil) No. 608 of 2008

(]
2 k\{Dayal Steels Lid, b Petitioner
_ Versus

‘v'nu: State arkhand and Others ... Opposite Parties
[ CORAM: - H,&l;f'lll..ﬁ'. MR\ JUSTICE D.G.R. PATNAIK.

‘_"7'/-’ ffm Pelitioner i Mr Ajit Fumar, Advocate
For the Opposite Parties - LG o GA,
B 17032010 Learned counsel for &u-. petitioner submits at the outset that during the
pendency of this contempt application, the test reports of the meters having been
received, the concemed awthorities of the respondent DVC have taken a decision
and the petitioner has been informed about the proposed action 1o be taken by the
DVvC.

As it appears from the admitted facts, the directions contained m the
impugned order, appear to have been complied with by the respondents in as
much as upon receipt of the tests repoerts, the respondent DVC has taken a
decision for further course of action 1o be taken i the matter concerning dispute
raised by the petitioner in the writ application and such decision has been
intimated to the petitioner. The complionce of the directions contained in the
impugned order is therefore deemed to have been made and there iz no further
reason for retaining the present contemp application on board. Accordingly, this
contempt application 15 dropped. However, if the petitioner has any further
grievance regarding the merit/propriety of the decision taken by the respondents,
he would be at liberty to avail the rermdy available under the law for the same.

S/~ DGR Patnaik, T
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