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 Heard. Perused. 

  The Respondent Nos. 1 and 3 have filed their replies.  Other 

Respondents seek time to file their replies.  Two weeks time is 

granted.  Advance copies of the replies be furnished to the 

Applicants.  Rejoinder thereto, if any, shall be filed within a week 

thereafter.  

 Parties shall note that no further time will be granted to 

them for the purpose of their replies.  Time is granted only as and 

by way of indulgence and any further indulgence in that regard 

shall invite exemplary cost. 

 Today before us the Director General of Mines Safety is 

present in person and makes a statement that the Respondent 

No. 6 (Director General of Mines Safety for District Singhbhum) 

works under him and there is no need to specifically implead him 

to the present petition as he can very well answer the present 

petition.  In view of this, delete the Respondent No. 6 from the 

array of memo of parties.  Amendment to be made forthwith. 

 It has been the case of the Applicant that the Applicant has 

suffered from asbestos is as a result of they having worked  in the 



 

 

mine in Village Roro Hills West Singhbhum under control of the 

Respondent No. 1.  

 The Respondent No. 1 in its preliminary reply at para -15 

categorically admits that the subject mine was duly closed by the 

Respondent No. 1 some 30 years back in 1983.  The Respondent 

No. 1 further reveals in the reply that the matter being so old, the 

Respondent No. 1 has not been able to locate documents to shed 

light on the facts concerning the personnel working in the mine 

at the relevant time.  However, Respondent No. 1 has further 

revealed in his reply that they are involved in manufacturing fibre 

cement roof for which the raw material is asbestos. 

 It is correct that the Respondent No. 1 has taken a plea of 

limitation on the ground that the factory was closed as far back 

as in the year 1983.  However, Respondent No. 5 has made a 

statement that none of the mines in the area have been duly 

closed as per the norms prescribed for closure of the mines. 

 Respondent No. 1 shall furnish details of manufacture of 

fibre cement roof articles since 1980 onwards and the quantities 

of raw material sourced; and shall file a detailed affidavit 

revealing the said details before us. 

 Respondent No. 5 shall also give details of the mines 

located, both operational or abandoned, in the area referred to in 

the application. 

 List the matter on 28th August, 2014.  
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