
HON’BLE SRI JUSTICE S.V.BHATT 

W.P.No.7745 OF 2009 

ORDER: 

 

Heard  Smt.N.Shoba  for petitioner, lea rned  Government 

Pleader for Mines and  Geology and  Mr.Kishore for 5th respondent. 

  

The petitioner c ha llenges Memo No.18721/ M.II(1)/ 2005-2 

da ted  26.07.2008 and  the c onsequentia l show c ause notic e da ted  

02.03.2009 as illega l, a rb itra ry and  viola tive of p rinc ip les of na tura l 

justic e. 

 

I have heard  lea rned  c ounsel a t g rea t length and  perused  

the grant order in favour of petitioner and  the revised  grant order 

da ted  16.04.2007 and  Memo No.18721/ M.II(1)/ 2005-2 da ted  

26.07.2008.  Learned  c ounsel a fter perusing the basic  infirmity in 

Memo No.18721/ M.II(1)/ 2005-2 da ted  26.07.2008 c onsent to setting  

aside the order a llowing the revision and  remitting  the matter bac k 

to respondent No.1 for d isposa l in ac c ordanc e with law.  In other 

words, the p rayer of c ondoning delay in filing  the revision ac c ep ted  

by 1st respondent is susta ined , revision is restored  to file and   

the revision is heard  and  dec ided  in ac c ordanc e with law.   

The petitioner is imp leaded  as one of the respondents in the 

pend ing revision to avoid  further delay in the matter and  therefore 

the 1st respondent is d irec ted  to issue notic e of hearing  to petitioner 

as well as 5th respondent in the revision.  The revision is d irec ted  to 

be d isposed  of within three months from the da te of rec eip t of  

c opy of this order. The show c ause notic e da ted  02.03.2009 issued  

pursuant to the order a llowing the revision on 26.07.2008 is, 
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therefore, is liab le to be set aside.  It is need less to observe tha t this 

show c ause notic e for the p resent is rec a lled  and  is sub jec t to 

outc ome of orders tha t a re passed  by the Government in this 

beha lf.    

 

The writ petition is d isposed  of as ind ic a ted  above with the 

c onsent of lea rned  c ounsel for the petitioner.  This Court has not 

examined  the riva l c la ims.  It is for the 1st respondent to dec ide the 

issue in ac c ordanc e with law.    There sha ll be no order as to c osts. 

 

Consequently, pend ing misc ellaneous petitions, if any, stand  

c losed .  

____________ 

                                                                                      S.V.BHATT, J 

07th February, 2017                                                                    

Lrkm   


