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IN THE HIGH COURT OF JUDICATURE AT BOMBAY

NAGPUR BENCH : NAGPUR

CONTEMPT PETITION NO.346/2025
M/S SHRI. SAI MINERALS, (PROP. FIRM) THR. PROP. RAJESH S/O NANDLAL BIYANI 

VS 
DR. P. ANBALAGAN, SECRETARY DEPARTMENT OF INDUSTRY, ENERGY AND LABOUR, MUMBAI 

 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Office Notes, Office Memoranda of Coram,                           Court's or Judge's orders

appearances, Court's orders of directions

and Registrar's orders

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -  

Mr. A. B. Moon, Advocate for Petitioner. 

CORAM : ANIL S. KILOR   AND RAJNISH R. VYAS,JJ.  
DATED  : 24/11/2025.

1. At  the  outset,  the  learned  Counsel  for  the 

petitioner by relying upon clause- 14 of the judgment of 

this  Court  dated  18.8.2023  passed  in  Writ  Petition 

No.19/2018  (M/s Shri  Balaji  Buildicon Vs.  The State of  

Maharashtra  and  others) and  other  connected  matters, 

fairly  states  that  though  it  was  directed  to  decide  the 

entitlement regarding refund of royalty, the same has not 

been decided properly and, therefore, he can challenge the 

same  by  filing  appropriate  proceedings.   He,  therefore, 

seeks permission to withdraw the contempt petition.

2. A permission is granted.

3. He further states that he has made a detailed 

representation to  the  respondent-authorities,  which is  at 

page 153 of the petition.  He further requests that direction 

be  given  to  the  respondent  authorities  to  decide  the 

representation  dated  07.11.2025 within  time  bound 

period.

4. Considering  the  request,  we  direct  the 
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respondent-authorities  to  decide  representation  of  the 

petitioner dated 07.11.2025 within ten weeks from today.

5. Needless  to  mention  that  while  deciding  the 

representations,  the respondent-authorities  shall  give the 

reasons.

6. If the petitioner is aggrieved by the said order, 

he  will  have  liberty  to  challenge  the  same  by  filing 

appropriate proceedings.

7. The petition stands  disposed of as withdrawn, 

in above terms.

8. The  learned  Counsel  for  the  petitioner 

undertakes  to  produce  a  copy  of  this  order  before  the 

respondent-authorities within two weeks from today. 

(RAJNISH R. VYAS, J.)                          (ANIL S. KILOR, J.)

nd.thawre


