
IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT PATNA 
Civil Writ Jurisdiction Case No 6727 of 2018 

====================================================== 
M/s Bansidhar Construction Pvt. Ltd., 2nd Floor, Plot No. 388/389, near 

Biscuit Factory More, Nasriganj, Digha, Danapur, through its Director, Ram 
Prasad Roy, Son of Late Kishun Dayal Roy, R/o- Village- Patila, P.S. 
Maner, District- Patna. 

 
....   ....    Petitioner/s 

Versus 
1. The State of Bihar, through the Principal Secretary, Mines and Geology 
Department, Government of Bihar, New Secretariat, Vikas Bhawan, Patna.   

2. The Mines Commissioner, Bihar, Mines and Geology Department, 
Government of Bihar, New Secretariat, Vikas Bhawan, Patna.   

3. The District Magistrate-cum- Collector, Vaishali, Hajipur.   
4. The Mineral Development Officer-cum- Mines Inspector, Vaishali, 
Hajipur.   

 
....   ....  Respondent/s 

====================================================== 
Appearance : 
For the Petitioner/s         :      Mr. Bimlendu Shekher Thakur 

For the Respondent/s       :     Mr. G.P. Ojha- Ga7 
====================================================== 

CORAM: HONOURABLE MR JUSTICE MADHURESH PRASAD  
 

ORAL ORDER 

 

6 27-08-2018 Heard learned counsel for the petitioner and the 

respondent-State. 

It is submitted by the learned counsel for the 

petitioner that in view of the order dated 09.08.2018 issued by the 

competent authority bearing Memo No 992, the relief prayed for 

in the instant writ petition has become infructuous.  The 

petitioner’s claim with respect to the period 28.10.2017 to 

19.02.2018 has also been redressed by the Department. 

Learned counsel for the petitioner has expressed an 

apprehension that subsequent on adjudication in the case of M/s 
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Broad Son Commodities Private Limited and M/s Aditya 

Multicom Private Limited in the proceedings arising out of CWJC 

No 6790 of 2018 and CWJC No 5627 of 2018 respectively, there 

is a possibility that he may be faced with demands to his prejudice. 

He prays that liberty may be given to him that in the event, such 

an occasion arises, he may be free to avail remedy in accordance 

with law. 

Since the future possibilities are not before this 

Court, the same have not been dealt with in the instant 

proceedings.  Needless to say that if any prejudice is occasioned to 

the petitioner by any demands in the future, it will always be open 

to him to avail of all legal remedies in accordance with law.  

Writ petition is disposed of. 

 

 
M.E.H./- 

(Madhuresh Prasad, J) 
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