
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No. 1256 of 2014 

====================================================== 

M/S Laxmi Narayan Veneer Mill Through Ajit Kumar Singh Son of 

Krishna Bihar Singh Resident of Village - Kathar, P.S. Kathar, Dist - Buxar 

 

....   ....    Petitioner 

Versus 

1. The State of Bihar Through The Principal Secretary Environment And 

Forest Patna (Bihar)   

2. The Principal Chief Conservator of Forest, Patna, Bihar   

3. The Area Chief Conservator of Forest, Patna   

4. The Divsional Forest Officer Ara Division (Bhojpur)   

5. The Conservator of Forest Patna , Bihar   

 

....   ....  Respondents 

====================================================== 

Appearance : 

For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Rajendra Nath Sinha 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. Partha Sarthy 

====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR. JUSTICE RAKESH KUMAR 

ORAL ORDER 

 

2 06-08-2015 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and learned 

A.C. to Govt. Advocate – 11. 

The petitioner, invoking writ jurisdiction under 

Article 226 of the Constitution of India, has prayed for a direction 

to include the name of the petitioner’s mill in the final seniority 

list. 

It has been stated on oath by respondents that at the 

time of physical verification, the mill of the petitioner was not 

found operational.  It has also been indicated that for the last seven 

years, it was neither operational nor during the final hearing, any 

supportive documents were produced from the side of the 

petitioner, though; his representation was present.  The petitioner’s 
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mill has not been included in the final list. 

Learned State counsel submits that the final list, 

prepared by the department, has already been submitted before the 

Supreme Court in a pending proceeding. 

Keeping in view the fact that the matter is sub-judice 

before the Apex Court, it would not be advisable for this Court to 

pass any positive order in the writ petition. 

The writ petition stands disposed of. 

If so advised, the petitioner may avail appropriate 

remedy. 

 

 
 

 

Anay 

(Rakesh Kumar, J.) 
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