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UPON hearing counsel the Court nade the foll ow ng

ORDER
W have heard M. N.S. Ghlot, |l|earned counsel for the
petitioner.
2. We have carefully read the inpugned order dated 11.2.2010.

We do not find anything adverse specifically against the petitioner
in the inmpugned order. While disposing of the wit petition filed by
the respondent No.1 herein before the High court which was in the
nature of public interest Ilitigation, the High Court nmde the
foll owi ng general observations:
"I'n view of the above, while disposing of the instant wit
petition as having been rendered infructuous, we are
persuaded to record our observations on the basis of the
phot ographs collectively appended to this petition as
Annexure-5 and Annexure-10. The phot ographs depict abuse of
the lease granted by the State Government to parties



authorised to mne of mnor nmnerals. |In the circunstances,
therefore, we consider it just and appropriate, to caution
the State Governnent to be vigilant at the tine of grant of
| ease for minor mnerals in future, and to verify the
ant ecedents of the person(s) granted such lease, and also to
keep vigil over activities of the person(s) granted such
| ease. Such a lease should ordinarily be an exception
i nasmuch as |l ease for minor minerals in a situation as the
one governed by the controversy brought before this Court
through the instant Public Interest Litigation reveals that
the sane has a far reaching effect on environnent. Inspite of
the di sposal of the present petition, we wish to express the
Court’s gratitude to the petitioner who has brought the
instant cause to light. |In case any such activity cones to
the notice of the petitioner hereinafter, it will be open to
the petitioner to espouse the sane cause before this Court."

3. We do not think that the above observations furnish any
cause of action to the petitioner to challenge the inmpugned order.

4. Speci al | eave petition is, accordingly, dismssed
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